Chapter 2 : Trump 2.0

Document 2: As Trump Attacks Universities, Some Are Agreeing to Negotiate
President Trump has set his sights on defunding colleges, singling out some of the world’s wealthiest schools in what critics say is an attack on academic freedom.
Alan Blinder, The New York Times, Sept. 5 2025
The Trump administration is exerting extraordinary influence over American universities by threatening to cut them off from funding and, in some cases, students.
President Trump and his allies have focused their attacks on elite universities, which they say are bastions of antisemitism and ideological indoctrination. A handful of the schools — Brown, Columbia and the University of Pennsylvania — have made deals with the White House. Some have agreed to pay millions of dollars to restore research funds and end federal investigations.
Harvard has fought back in court, even as it has negotiated with the White House, while others have exclusively pursued quiet talks with the government.
As universities contend with Washington’s demands, the long-term result could remake higher education across the country. Billions in funds for research have been frozen, while administration officials have also tried to prevent universities from enrolling international students.
The higher education industry has acknowledged shortcomings and failures, but university leaders have also warned that the federal government is trying to stamp out academic freedom, a cornerstone of the American education system.
Which schools have been targeted with funding cuts?
Since taking power in January, the Trump administration has said it would end or limit federal money to a number of universities, including Brown, Columbia, Cornell, Duke, Harvard, Northwestern, Penn, Princeton and the University of California, Los Angeles.
Dozens of other schools are also under scrutiny, largely by the Department of Education’s Office for Civil Rights, and are aware that some of their federal funding is imperiled.
But much of the focus is on 10 schools that a Trump administration task force, which says it is devoted to rooting out antisemitism, identified for particular attention: Columbia; George Washington University; Harvard; Johns Hopkins University; New York University; Northwestern; the University of California, Berkeley; the University of California, Los Angeles; the University of Minnesota; and the University of Southern California.
The University of Virginia also drew the ire of the administration, which demanded the resignation of the school’s president to help resolve a Justice Department inquiry into diversity, equity and inclusion efforts.
Which schools have made deals?
The Trump administration announced three significant deals in July.
First, Penn agreed to implement certain policies around transgender people in athletics and to apologize, in effect, for the trans athlete Lia Thomas’s participation on its women’s swim team several years ago. The agreement included no financial penalties.
Columbia, which faced accusations that it tolerated antisemitism on campus, later agreed to a suite of policy changes, as well as a $200 million fine to the U.S. government. Brown University cut a similar deal, though its $50 million payout was going to be directed toward state work force development organizations, not the federal government.
Brown and Columbia secured specific provisions intended to limit the Trump administration’s involvement in academic matters.
What’s happening with Harvard?
The Trump administration’s biggest target has been Harvard, the country’s oldest and richest university. The university has roughly $9 billion at stake in its fight with the federal government.
The dispute erupted after Harvard rejected Trump administration proposals, including one for the use of an outsider to audit “programs and departments that most fuel antisemitic harassment or reflect ideological capture.” The government also wanted Harvard to curb the power of its faculty and report international students who commit misconduct.
The Trump administration almost immediately began cutting off billions in funds. Officials have since said they would direct federal agencies to end all of their remaining contracts with the school. The government has also told the university not to expect grant money in the future.
Harvard sued the administration over the cuts. In September, a federal judge in Boston broadly ruled in Harvard’s favor, though the administration immediately pledged to appeal the decision. It was not clear when, or whether, the federal money would flow again.
But the administration’s onslaught goes beyond research funding. The university is confronting an array of investigations, some of which Harvard officials fear could become full-blown criminal inquiries in the coming months. Mr. Trump has also threatened Harvard’s tax-exempt status.
More recently, his administration has tried repeatedly to bar the university from enrolling international students. A federal judge in Boston has blocked those efforts.
[…] Harvard has signaled that it might be willing to spend $500 million to settle with the White House.
Why are the schools being criticized?
The administration has frequently claimed that the targeted schools harbor antisemitism. When a protest movement against Israel’s war in Gaza swept campuses around the country in 2024, for example, some of the most volatile scenes unfolded at Columbia.
But the roots of the administration’s hostility are deeper than the turmoil tied to that war alone. Conservatives have looked askance at the elite echelons of higher education for decades, disturbed by affirmative action admissions programs, high tuition costs, the views of liberal professors and the proliferation of diversity, equity and inclusion initiatives on campuses.
Many conservatives say their views have been marginalized in lecture halls, and regard top schools as incubators of so-called wokeness. They have said they want universities to emphasize academic programs that will lead students to jobs that are essential to the economy.
1. Vocabulary : Match each word with its definition/synonym/translation.
	a) Defunding (l.1)
b) In court (l.11)
c) Talks (l.12)
d) Funds (l.14)
e) Enrolling (l.15)
f) Shortcomings (l.17)
g) Stamp out (l.18)
h) Cornerstone (l.19)
i) Ire (l.33)
j) Matters (l.46)
k) Roughly (l.50)
l) Grant (l.60)
m) sued (l.61)
n) Onslaught (l.65) 
o) Array (l.66)
p) Settle (l.71)
q) Harbor (l.74)
r) Turmoil (l.78)
s) Askance (l.79)
	i. About, approximately 
ii. Anger
iii. Attack
iv. Basis
v. bourse
vi. Devant un tribunal 
vii. Disturbance
viii. Enlisting, registering
ix. eradicate
x. Flaws, défauts
xi. Investments 
xii. Negotiations
xiii. Questions
xiv. Reach an agreement 
xv. Remove financial support
xvi. Series
xvii. Shelter secretly, donner asile à
xviii. Took legal action against
xix. With scepticism 


2. Understanding the text:
a. True or False, justify by quoting the text:
i. All American universities have been under attack by the Trump administration. 
ii. Columbia has signed a deal with the Trump administration. 
iii. Harvard has signed a deal with the Trump administration.
iv. For Conservatives, universities foster liberal ideologies.
v. For Conservatives, elite universities fail to encourage students to study for “real”, useful jobs. 
b. What is the situation today between elite universities and the Trump administration? (facts)
c. Why does Donald Trump attack universities? (official reasons + unofficial reasons)
d. How will he put pressure on universities? 
e. What will be the impact of this battle? 
3. Going further
a. What is “academic freedom”? Is it necessary?
b. Why are universities essential in a democracy? Why are populist leaders attacking them? 
c. Do you think some criticism is justified? 
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Document 3: video - Moments from Pete Hegseth's speech to military commanders
Pete Hegseth, speaking to military commanders in Quantico, Virginia Tuesday (30 September 2025), announced directives for troops
1. Before watching the video:
a. Who is Pete Hegseth?
b. Can you guess the sort of directives he wants to give to commanders? 
2. Watch the video and summarise his message: what is the problem and how does he intend to change things?
3. Analysis: how does this message reflect a broader shift? 
4. What is your reaction? (Do you agree?)
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