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ABSTRACT 
This project presents a structured Trump Report Card (TRC) designed to evaluate presidential actions 
independently of rhetoric, personality, or partisan alignment. Rather than assessing intent through 
interpretation or outcomes through projection, the TRC applies a disciplined framework that records 
declared objectives, verifiable outcomes, and institutional consistency. Particular attention is given to 
areas often compressed or omitted in political discourse, including conflict prevention, coercive 
diplomacy, counter-narcotics pressure, and protection of allied democracies. A second analytical layer 
tests widely used political labels against observable actions using explicit institutional criteria. The 
purpose is not to defend or indict a presidency, but to clarify where political characterizations are 
supported by governance structures and where they function primarily as normative or rhetorical 
signals. By separating action, intent, and labeling, the TRC aims to reduce analytical noise and restore 
proportionality to political evaluation. 
 
SECTION I — ACTION RECORD (Intent & Verifiable Outcome) 
This section catalogs a curated set of major domestic and international actions undertaken during 
Donald Trump’s presidential terms. Each entry is limited to the officially stated objective of the action 
and outcomes that are concrete, documented, and defensible. No speculative benefits, projected 
harms, or inferred motives are included. Where implementation is ongoing or incomplete, this is 
explicitly noted. 
 

# Action / Policy Declared Objective Verifiable Outcome 

1 
Tax Cuts and Jobs Act 
(2017) 

Reduce tax burden; increase 
competitiveness 

Corporate tax rate reduced 35% → 21%; 
law enacted 

2 First Step Act (2018) Federal criminal justice reform 
Law enacted; sentencing and prison 
reforms implemented 

3 
Travel Restriction EOs 
(2017–2020) 

Strengthen entry vetting; national 
security 

Revised orders upheld by Supreme 
Court; implemented 

4 
Section 232 Steel & 
Aluminum Tariffs 

Protect domestic industry on 
security grounds 

Tariffs imposed; exemptions and 
retaliation occurred 

5 USMCA 
Replace NAFTA with updated 
trade framework 

Ratified; entered into force July 1, 2020 

6 Operation Warp Speed 
Accelerate COVID-19 vaccine 
development 

Multiple vaccines developed, 
authorized, and distributed 

7 
Paris Agreement 
Withdrawal 

Exit climate framework viewed as 
unfavorable 

Withdrawal completed Nov 4, 2020 



# Action / Policy Declared Objective Verifiable Outcome 

8 Abraham Accords Normalize Israel–Arab relations 
Normalization agreements signed with 
UAE, Bahrain, Morocco, Sudan 

9 Border Wall Program Construct physical border barriers ~450 miles built or replaced 

10 
Deregulatory EO 
Framework 

Reduce regulatory burden 
Rollbacks implemented across multiple 
agencies 

11 
2025 Immigration 
Enforcement EO 

Intensify border and immigration 
enforcement 

EO issued; enforcement actions 
initiated 

12 
2025–26 Federal 
Cost/Workforce EOs 

Reduce spending and federal 
workforce 

Directives issued; implementation 
ongoing 

13 
2026 Addiction 
Recovery Initiative 

Address national addiction crisis Initiative announced; structure pending 

14 
2026 Housing Market 
EO 

Limit institutional buyer 
advantage 

EO issued; regulatory implementation 
pending 

15 
Sanctions & Tariff 
Pressure Campaigns 

Increase leverage over 
adversarial states 

Sanctions and tariffs imposed 

16 
Non-Engagement in New Major 
Wars (2017–2021) 

Avoid initiation of new 
large-scale military 
conflicts 

No new major U.S. wars initiated during 
term 

17 
Iran “Maximum Pressure” 
Campaign 

Deter nuclear weapons 
development and 
regional aggression 

Sanctions expanded; Iran nuclear 
compliance reduced; no direct U.S.–
Iran war 

18 
Targeted Military Deterrence 
(e.g., Soleimani strike, 2020) 

Restore deterrence 
against state-sponsored 
attacks 

Strike executed; no subsequent direct 
war 

19 Venezuela Pressure Campaign 
Force political transition 
via sanctions and 
diplomatic isolation 

Sanctions imposed; regime change not 
achieved 

20 
Mexico Security & Border 
Pressure 

Reduce illegal migration 
and fentanyl trafficking 

Mexico increased enforcement and 
deployments under U.S. pressure 

21 Fentanyl Supply-Chain Crackdown 
Disrupt synthetic opioid 
trafficking 

Sanctions and law-enforcement 
coordination expanded 

22 NATO Burden-Sharing Pressure 
Increase allied defense 
contributions 

Multiple NATO states increased 
defense spending 

23 Support for Israel’s Security 
Protect allied 
democracy and 
deterrence posture 

U.S. diplomatic, military, and 
recognition actions maintained 

24 
Afghanistan Withdrawal 
Negotiation (Doha Framework) 

End U.S. military 
involvement 

Agreement signed; withdrawal 
executed under successor 
administration 

 
SECTION II — LABEL MATRIX 
Issuer Logic vs. Institutional Test 
This section evaluates commonly applied politically substantive labels by separating what issuers of 
each label claim it signifies from what can be established through institutional analysis. Each label is 



assessed solely by reference to the action record in Section I. The test applied is structural rather than 
rhetorical: whether defining features of the label—such as suspension of democratic processes, 
abolition of institutions, or establishment of ideological legal frameworks—are present in the 
documented actions. Labels are neither endorsed nor dismissed emotionally; they are examined for 
evidentiary support. 
 

Label Issuer Logic (Claimed Meaning) Institutional Test (Applied to Action Record) 

Authoritarian 
Excessive executive power; 
weakened institutions 

Power exercised via lawful EOs; Congress, courts, 
elections remained operative 

Anti-
Democratic 

Undermines democratic 
governance 

Elections held; laws passed; treaties ratified; no 
democratic suspension 

Protectionist 
Uses trade barriers over free 
trade 

Tariffs imposed; USMCA negotiated—label partially 
substantiated 

Nationalist 
Prioritizes sovereignty over 
multilateralism 

Paris withdrawal, border policy, NATO pressure align 
with stated objective 

Anti-Climate 
Rejects climate mitigation 
frameworks 

Paris exit completed as declared 

Anti-Immigrant Broad hostility to immigration 
Policies focused on restriction/enforcement; no total 
immigration ban 

Unilateralist 
Prefers unilateral over 
cooperative action 

Sanctions/pressure used; treaties and coalitions also 
leveraged 

Populist 
“People vs. elites” governance 
framing 

Deregulation and housing EO framed explicitly this 
way 

Polarizing Increases social division 
Policies produced polarized responses; not framed as 
conciliatory 

Rule-by-
Executive 

Governs primarily via EOs High EO usage confirmed; legislation still significant 

Fascist 
Authoritarian nationalism 
suppressing institutions 

No abolition of elections, parties, courts, or free 
press—criteria not met 

Nazi Racialized totalitarian ideology 
No racial law, ethnic hierarchy, one-party state—
criteria not met 

 
SECTION III — REPORT CARD SUMMARY (Institutional) 
This summary synthesizes the findings of Sections I and II into a compact institutional assessment. It 
highlights areas of concentration—executive authority, coercive diplomacy, trade leverage, and 
conflict avoidance—while explicitly identifying where political labeling exceeds observable institutional 
evidence. The summary remains descriptive rather than judgmental, intended to aid comparison rather 
than persuasion. 
 

Dimension Assessment 

Use of Executive Power High, but within constitutional mechanisms 

Legislative Engagement Selective but substantive (tax, justice, trade) 

Conflict Initiation No new major wars initiated 

Conflict Pressure Strategy High reliance on sanctions, deterrence, and coercive diplomacy 

Multilateralism Reduced participation; selective renegotiation 



Dimension Assessment 

Trade Policy Mixed: protectionist instruments plus formal agreements 

Rule of Law Institutions remained intact and operative 

Label Inflation Risk High — several labels exceed institutional evidence 

 
FINAL NOTE (Methodological, Not Interpretive) 
This TRC does not defend or oppose the policies listed. It evaluates whether common political labels are 
institutionally supported by observable actions, including those related to war, peace, deterrence, and 
alliance protection. Many labels persist because they function as warnings or moral signals, not because 
the institutional criteria are met. 
 
CONCLUSION  
The updated Trump Report Card demonstrates that a substantial portion of Donald Trump’s 
presidency—particularly in foreign policy, war avoidance, coercive diplomacy, and alliance pressure—
is often omitted or flattened in public political characterization. When these actions are included, 
several dominant labels continue to describe policy orientation (nationalist, unilateralist, protectionist), 
but others fail institutional tests once conflict prevention, deterrence strategies, and democratic alliance 
support are accounted for. This does not imply endorsement or rejection of those strategies; it shows 
that political analysis frequently substitutes moral compression for structural evaluation. The TRC 
framework illustrates that separating actions, declared objectives, and institutional outcomes produces 
a more accurate account of presidential power, its limits, and its consequences—and offers a replicable 
standard for evaluating any administration under identical criteria. 
 


