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build an America that  
is democratic, just,  
and free — for all.
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L E T T E R F RO M T H E B OA R D

Dear  
Friends,

T
his year will be a pivotal one for our democra-
cy, and the Brennan Center for Justice at NYU 
School of Law will be a central player fighting 
for fair elections, freedom, and the rule of law.

The Brennan Center is now nearly three decades 
old. The clerks and family of Justice William J. 
Brennan Jr. founded it as a living memorial to his 
ideals. It has evolved and grown into a national 
force. Part think tank, part advocacy group, part 
communications hub, the Brennan Center is 
rigorous and nonpartisan. As you’ll see in the 
pages of this report, it has deployed all those skill 
sets in the past year to arm policymakers, activists, 
and voters with the information they need to 
protect our elections in 2024 and beyond.

The Brennan Center approaches this moment 
with unprecedented strength. It is now twice the 
size it was in the last presidential election year.  
It has a 2024 budget of $52 million, dedicated 
reserves to ensure long-term stability, and more 
than 40,000 generous supporters. Our staff of 160 
attorneys, social scientists, writers, and others is 
unparalleled in the democracy movement. Our 
newsletters have 350,000 subscribers. Social 
media campaigns earned 23 million impressions in 
2023, and 3.7 million people visited our website.

 Last year was a year of achievement for the 
Brennan Center. We led a campaign to discredit 
and defeat the disastrous independent state 
legislature theory at the Supreme Court. We 
launched a multimedia campaign to establish term 
limits for Supreme Court justices. We published a 
field-leading analysis about how to incorporate the 
best of artificial intelligence in election administra-
tion while minimizing its threats. Our scholarship 

launched a movement to ban guns from polling 
places. And we convened a blue-ribbon panel of 
historians to critique the Supreme Court’s misuse 
of history in interpreting the Constitution. 

We are both longtime members of the Brennan 
Center’s Board of Directors. We are proud to step 
into our new roles as co-chairs of this extraordinary 
organization as it plays its ever more important 
role in the life of our nation. The Brennan Center 
receives no funds from governments or from NYU. 
It relies entirely on the support of committed 
citizens who care about defending democracy and 
justice. Your partnership is critical this year. Thank 
you for your support of the Brennan Center and 
your commitment to American democracy.

Christine A. Varney 
Co-chair,  
Board of Directors

Kimberley D. Harris 
Co-chair,  
Board of Directors 
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Yes, 2024 is an intense and consequential year. 
How can we prepare for 2025? 

We must be ready to advance bold reform.  
If there is a chance to enact the Freedom to Vote 
Act — the landmark proposal that rests heavily  
on the Brennan Center’s work — and the John R. 
Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act, we will 
help lead a drive for action. At the same time,  
we will work to broaden our reach in state 
capitols, where so much policymaking takes 
place, for ill or for good. 

We must also prepare for the possibility of an 
authoritarian in the Oval Office. Donald Trump 
has pledged to invoke the Insurrection Act and to 
use emergency powers to deport hundreds of 
thousands of people, to weaponize the Justice 
Department against his foes, and to fire tens of 
thousands of civil servants and replace them with 
loyalists. All who care about the Constitution 
must get ready. To help plan our response, the 
esteemed journalist Barton Gellman, a three-time 
Pulitzer Prize winner, left the Atlantic to join the 
Brennan Center as senior adviser. 

Above all, the Brennan Center is committed  
to serving as a hub for policy innovation — to 
crafting the next wave of reform ideas that can 
fuel future movements for change. American 
democracy cannot be revived with old slogans 
and shopworn strategies. At a time when the 
country feels like it may splinter between angry 
voices of left and right, we will speak for the 
nation’s enduring ideals. For the vital center.  
For the democracy movement to come.

We are grateful to all our supporters for making 
this vital work possible. If we all do our part, we 
can make this time of crisis a time of renewal for 
our democracy and the country we love. 

L E T T E R F RO M T H E P R E S I D E N T

The Democracy 
Movement to Come

W
e are in a great fight for the future of 
American democracy. Nothing less. For 
years election deniers have mobilized a 
grievance-fueled backlash that aims to 

undermine American institutions.  
Now there is a stirring response: a democracy 

movement, wide and diverse and deep, rallying 
citizens across party lines in defense of first 
principles. Today, for the first time in memory, the 
fight for American democracy is a central public 
issue. How can we turn alarm into action? 

In 2023, the Brennan Center for Justice stood 
as the nation’s leading, largest, and longest- 
standing nonpartisan hub for democracy. This 
Annual Report shares some of our work: A broad 
effort to discredit and defeat the election deniers’ 
constitutional theory. A major book, The Super-
majority, mapping a response to the Supreme 
Court’s extremism. New work from historians 
and social scientists. We are now a vital national 
force with a large and growing audience. 

To bolster our organization, we have been 
joined by Melissa Estok as our new executive 
director. She comes to the Brennan Center after 
a long career in the private and nonprofit 
sectors, including a decade as a principal at 
Albright Stonebridge and years promoting 
democracy around the world. She brings vision 
and leadership to the management of our 
growing staff. 

And we are strengthening our capacity for 
research and analysis. Kareem Crayton, a politi-
cal scientist and law professor, joined us as senior 
director for voting and representation, and Ben 
Nyblade signed on as research director, a new 
organization-wide position that works with the  
11 social scientists now on our staff.

With this momentum, we will play our critical 
role in 2024 and beyond. 

	� The fight for free and fair elections. We will help 
lead the drive to deter election subversion, work 
with election officials across the country to fight 
disinformation, and document discriminatory 
voting rules that have led to a widening gap 
between the participation rates of white voters 
and voters of color.  

	� A broad response to the federal courts. We will 
press our proposal for an 18-year term limit for 
Supreme Court justices: nobody should have  
too much public power for too long. We have 
enlisted historians to debunk the misuse of 
history. Our State Court Report website high-
lights state constitutions as a bulwark for 
freedom. A new project on the future of the 
Constitution will articulate a vision of a charter 
for a democratic, changing country. 

	� New work on technology. Our experts are leading 
a national conversation about how technology, 
especially generative artificial intelligence, poses 
risks to democracy and freedom.  

	� Amid public panic over crime, fighting fear  
with facts. Our team of current and former law 
enforcement officials will relentlessly make clear 
that public safety and fairness go together.  

	� Winning in the court of public opinion. We will 
use our cutting-edge communications capacity 
to amplify our work and reach new audiences. 

“We are in  
a great fight  
for the future  
of American 
democracy. 
Nothing less.” 

Michael Waldman  
President and CEO



Moving 
 Democracy 

Forward



American democracy  
faces pressures it has not  
faced in decades, if ever. 
We are confronting a powerful, coordinated plan to  
tilt elections, target voters of color, and subvert results.  
This year will test the strength of our election system. 

The Brennan Center has a strategy to protect free and fair 
elections in 2024 and beyond — to prevent election subversion, 
support election officials, and fight voter suppression.  
Our efforts are concentrated in battleground states, such  
as Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Texas, 
where we have deep ties and demonstrated effectiveness.
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By the time of the ruling, 65 percent of media 
stories on the topic mentioned the Brennan 
Center or cited our work. 

A year before Moore v. Harper was heard, 
it seemed that a clear win for democracy  
was unlikely. But in June 2023, a 6–3 majority, 
led by Chief Justice John Roberts, rejected 
the theory. 

Building on this success, the Brennan Center 
is working to shore up safeguards against 
election subversion in 2024. Our agenda lays 
out five steps that every state should take  
to prevent sabotage efforts. And we co-chair 
the Election Subversion Working Group, 
through which top voting rights and civil 
rights experts from around the country are 
preparing for lawsuits to require the certifi-
cation of election results.

ELECTION OFFICIALS AND LAW 
ENFORCEMENT PREPARE FOR ’24 
Election officials are under siege. Increasingly, 
they face abuse and threats of violence  
as they perform the vital work of election 
administration. Many veteran officials and 
poll workers have left their jobs as a result: 
according to the Brennan Center’s 2023 
survey, approximately one in five local 
election officials will serve in their first 
presidential election in 2024. To mitigate  
this disturbing trend, our experts — including 
three former secretaries of state and a top 
Virginia election official — crisscross the 
country, preparing state and local officials  
for the most high-stakes election in memory. 

The Brennan Center also partners with the 
Committee for Safe and Secure Elections 
(CSSE), a cross-partisan network that brings 
together election officials and members  
of law enforcement to safeguard election 
workers and voters from threats, intimida-
tion, and violence. And we have organized 
crisis response drills and trainings that 
simulate various threats to election officials 
and law enforcement in states across the 
country, from California to Wisconsin to 
Maine. Training scenarios have included 
election officials being “swatted” (having  
police sent to their homes in response to  
fake emergencies) and receiving mail that 
contains a suspicious substance. 

Ensuring that those serving on the front 
lines of our elections are safe and secure 
remains a top Brennan Center priority. As 
Arizona Secretary of State Adrian Fontes 
wrote about the crisis response drills in a 
December 2023 op-ed, “Voters should know 
that their election officials, despite many 
being new to the job, are receiving some  
of the most intensive and cutting-edge 
training anywhere in the country.”

Election deniers largely failed to take over elec-
tion administration in 2022. But they have not 
stopped their efforts to undermine democracy. 
They continue to press outlandish theories 
that aim to sow doubt and erode confidence 
in elections. One of the most dangerous: in 
2023, they asked the Supreme Court to rule 
that the Constitution gives state legislatures 
the power to set federal election rules, with no 
checks and balances from state constitutions, 
state courts, governors, or voters. 

The Brennan Center organized a multiyear 
campaign to block this “independent state 
legislature theory.” We began with compre-
hensive scholarship on the obscure constitu-
tional clause at issue. We convened historians 

and law professors in public and private 
sessions. We then conducted extensive 
opinion research, using focus groups and 
polling to assess public attitudes. The 
research found that citizens oppose the 
theory as a violation of checks and balances,  
a core constitutional value. 

Then we coordinated dozens of friend-of-
the-court briefs before the Court. The justices 
heard from top historians, state supreme court 
justices, election officials of both parties, and 
leading conservatives, including George W. 
Bush’s lawyer in Bush v. Gore and the co-
founder of the Federalist Society. We waged  
a sweeping public communications campaign 
that featured videos and paid advertising.  

PREVENTING ELECTION SUBVERSION

One in five local election  
officials will serve in their first 
presidential election in 2024.Ill
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FIGHTING VOTER  
SUPPRESSION IN TE X AS 
In 2021’s torrent of anti-voter legislation, one 
law stands out from the rest: Texas’s Senate 
Bill 1 (S.B. 1). The omnibus voter suppression 
law — one of the most sweeping enacted 
since 2020 — contains a litany of restrictive 
voting provisions establishing new hurdles in 
a state that already made voting difficult. 

In LUPE v. State of Texas, the Brennan 
Center and the Mexican American Legal 
Defense and Educational Fund are challeng-
ing the law on behalf of election officials and 
voters. The lawsuit alleges that S.B. 1 violates 
the Voting Rights Act, hinders voting assis-
tance for non–English speakers and people 
with disabilities, and intentionally discrimi-
nates against Black and Latino voters. 

Last fall, a team of Brennan Center attor-
neys led by Democracy Program Senior  
Counsel Leah Tulin put election officials, poll 
workers, and voters on the stand during trial. 
Their testimony exposed S.B. 1’s damaging 
repercussions during Texas’s 2022 elections, 
the first with the law in effect. New civil and 
criminal penalties imposed by S.B. 1 intimi-
dated veteran election workers; one told the 
court, “I can’t in good faith suggest to people 
that they should go be a poll worker and fulfill 
the civic duty that they have been doing.” For 
voters, a single ID provision triggered thou-

sands of mail ballot rejections and disenfran-
chised large numbers of Latino, Asian, and 
Black voters. The law also contributed to 
poll worker shortages and overall public 
distrust in election outcomes.

In the face of such a clear attempt to keep 
certain Texans from voting, the fight against 
our country’s worst impulses is far from over. 

NEW YORK STATE SMALL DONOR 
PUBLIC FINANCING PROGRAM
Big money unleashed by Citizens United v. 
FEC (2010) and other misguided court rulings 
has swamped American politics. Campaign 
funding is now essentially deregulated. In 
response, the Brennan Center has led the 
initiative to devise a countermeasure: small 
donor public financing. In 2024, New York 
State will implement the nation’s most robust 
response to Citizens United in the form of its 
new Public Campaign Finance Program. In 
2022, before public financing was available, 
the 200 biggest individual donors outgave all 
206,000 small donors combined. 

Public financing will shift that imbalance. 
Now, when constituents give $5–$250 to 
candidates who choose to use public financing, 
their donations can be matched with public 
funds. In legislative elections, donations from 
district residents are matched on a sliding 
scale, with the smallest amounts matched  
at the highest ratio of $12-to-$1. Had public 
financing been available in 2022, the financial 
power of small donors could have increased 
sixfold, from 11 percent of all donations to  
as much as 67 percent.

^ 

Leah Tulin (center) 

heading into the 

Texas courthouse 

with Patrick Berry 

(left) and Charles 

Gehnrich of Weil. 

Only 12 states and  
Washington, DC, prohibit  
both open and concealed  
carry of firearms at poll sites.

New York State will  
implement the nation’s 
most robust response  
to Citizens United  
in the form of its new  
Public Campaign  
Finance Program. 

GUNS AND VOTING
Firearms do not belong at polling places,  
yet most states lack basic gun violence 
protections for voters and election workers. 
In September 2023, the Brennan Center 
partnered with the Giffords Law Center to 
Prevent Gun Violence on a report analyzing 
the increased risk of gun violence in American 
elections. Remarkably, the report found that 
only 12 states and Washington, DC, prohibit 
both open and concealed carry of firearms  
at poll sites. 

The current heated political climate 
demands action. Significant gun deregula-
tion, heightened political polarization, and 
more frequent gun violence make elections 
increasingly vulnerable. Stricter regulation is 
constitutionally permissible, even under the 
current Supreme Court’s extreme reading of 
the Second Amendment. In 2022, when the 
Court formulated an unprecedented and 
overbroad interpretation of constitutional 
gun protections, it still conceded that there 

are “sensitive places” where firearms can  
be prohibited — which means that banning 
guns where votes are cast is entirely constitu-
tional. Doing so is also popular: the majority 
of Americans support gun prohibitions at 
polling places. 

Since the report’s publication, New Mexico 
enacted a ban on open carry near polling 
places and drop boxes. Similar legislation, 
along with a ban on guns in locations where 
ballots are counted, has passed both houses 
of the Michigan legislature. Other states 
should follow suit. 

To keep elections peaceful and to safe-
guard against efforts to undermine U.S. 
democracy, state legislatures must strength-
en anti-intimidation laws to protect voters 
and election workers, and they must ban 
guns where voting and other election 
activities take place.

F R E E & FA I R 
E L EC T I O N S
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Term limits can be imposed by statute,  
the Brennan Center argues. After 18 years, 
justices would assume senior status, hearing 
cases in lower federal courts and returning 
to the Supreme Court when required due to 
absences or recusals, lessening the possibility 
of deadlock in important cases.

“The Supreme Court has a staggering 
amount of power, and no individual justice 
should be able to hold sway over American 
law for a generation or more,” said Bannon. 

“Term limits would deepen the democratic 
link between the Supreme Court and the 
American public while still preserving 
judicial independence.”

Some modern justices have stayed for  
nine presidential terms, allowing appointing 
presidents to project power over national 
policy far beyond their own time in office.  
One political party (Democratic) has won  
the popular vote in seven of the last eight 
presidential elections, the longest such 
winning streak in history. The other party  
(Republican) has appointed six of today’s  
nine justices.

MESSAGING RESEARCH RESULTS
Term limits are broadly popular across party 
lines. That’s the finding of a cutting-edge 
opinion polling project that the Brennan 
Center undertook in partnership with 
Benenson Strategy Group. > > >
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SUPREME COURT REFORM 
Federal courts have long played a critical role 
in the pursuit of justice, protection of rights, 
and defense of the Constitution. Yet today 
the U.S. Supreme Court is extreme, reaction-
ary, and partisan — too often closed to 
advancing equality under the law. 

The Court is dominated by six activist 
conservatives with lifetime tenure. The 
justices have withdrawn the constitutional 
right to abortion, struck down gun safety 
laws based on an unprecedented reading of 
the Second Amendment, and undermined 
the government’s ability to fight climate 
change. And there’s more to come. They 
have embraced an “originalism” that would 
bind the Constitution to the views of 

property-owning white men from the 1700s  
 — an odd way to run a modern, growing, 
diverse country. 

In 2023, the Brennan Center launched  
an organization-wide strategic initiative to 
challenge the Supreme Court’s extremism. 
We are pursuing parallel and reinforcing 
strategies federally, in states, and in the 
court of public opinion. In June, Alicia 
Bannon and Michael Milov-Cordoba pub-
lished a cogent report making the case for 
imposing 18-year term limits on Supreme 
Court justices.

The rationale: nobody should have too 
much public power for too long. Term limits 
would increase the Court’s link to the public. 

They would bring the high court in line with 
all but one state supreme court as well as 
the constitutional courts of other countries, 
none of whose members have lifetime 
appointments. 

Along with term limits would come a 
schedule of regular appointments, which 
would help drain toxicity from the confirma-
tion process by giving the president a 
nomination every two years. Nominations 
would matter less. Once, nominees routinely 
won overwhelming votes of approval in the 
Senate. Today, only Chief Justice John 
Roberts won a majority of votes from 
senators not in the nominating president’s 
political party.

“The Supreme Court  
has a staggering  
amount of power, and  
no individual justice 
should be able to hold 
sway over American  
law for a generation  
or more.”
Alicia Bannon  
Director, Judiciary
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^ 

Michael Waldman 

(left) with George 

Stephanopoulos  

on ABC’s Good 

Morning America.  

STATE COURT REPORT 
State courts are an independent, under- 
appreciated bulwark to protect rights, equality, 
and democracy. An example: every state 
constitution but one includes a stronger explicit 
protection for voting rights than does the U.S. 
Constitution. As federal courts veer sharply to 
the right, state courts have stepped up with 
landmark decisions on issues ranging from 
abortion rights to partisan gerrymandering. 

In September, the Brennan Center launched 
State Court Report, the first website dedicated 
to covering state constitutional cases and 
developments in high courts nationwide. The 
site features contributions from top academics, 
journalists, judges, and practitioners. They offer 
insight and commentary on notable cases, 
cutting-edge scholarship, and legal trends 
across more than a dozen issue areas. A case 
database tracks significant matters to watch 
in state high courts, and the State Court Report 
newsletter reaches 16,000 subscribers. 

As part of State Court Report’s mission to 
foster awareness, understanding, and informed 
dialogue about state courts and constitutions, 
it has also produced events that explore the 
critical role that state judiciaries now play in 
the field of reproductive rights and the future 
of state constitutionalism. Working with an 
advisory board of prominent academics, 
journalists, and retired chief justices, State 
Court Report plans to expand its content in 
the year ahead while continuing to support 
and participate in symposia, conferences, 
educational training, panels, and other events 
aimed at promoting this essential but often 
underappreciated area of law.

SUPERMAJORIT Y  TOUR 
In June, Simon & Schuster published Michael 
Waldman’s book The Supermajority: How the 
Supreme Court Divided America, which traces 
how six highly conservative justices, moving 
largely in lockstep, transformed the Court. In 
June 2022, the Court overturned Roe v. Wade, 

issued the most extreme Second Amendment 
opinion ever, and began to curb the power of 
regulatory agencies to protect the environ-
ment and public health. “The Court crammed 
decades of social change into three days,” 
Waldman wrote. He described other times in 
history when the Court was unduly activist  
or partisan, leading to a fierce response: “This 
regular cycle of overreach and backlash has 
shaped American history.”

The Guardian called the book “a terrific  
if chilling account of how conservatives 
hijacked US democracy. . . . Written with the 
verve of great campaign oratory.” In the New 
York Review of Books, Laurence Tribe wrote, 
“Waldman’s book devastatingly demonstrates 
that . . . the current Court has made clear 
that even the judiciary’s legitimacy as the 
law’s highest expositor cannot be presumed.” 
The Supermajority was launched with 
Waldman’s appearance on ABC’s Good 
Morning America, NPR’s Fresh Air, and 
MSNBC’s Morning Joe, among other venues, 
including podcasts such as Armchair Expert.

The Brennan Center organized a multi-
month promotional tour that brought its 
work and argument for court reform to 
audiences around the country. In-person 
events took place in New York City; Washing-
ton, DC; Seattle; Cleveland; Boston; San 
Francisco; Madison, Wisconsin; and many 
more cities across the country. The tour also 
included conversations at larger gatherings, 
including the Texas Tribune Festival in Austin 
and the Chautauqua Forum on Democracy  
in western New York State.

“We believe books are a powerful way to 
inject arguments into the public debate,” 
Waldman said.

Overall, 69 percent of respondents 
supported term limits for Supreme Court  
justices, including 72 percent of independents 
and 59 percent of Republicans. Respondents 
recognized that a lifetime appointment to 
the Court confers far too much power on a 
single individual. 

Term limits are 
broadly popular  
across party lines. 

Building on these findings, the Brennan 
Center launched a messaging campaign, its 
most sophisticated ever. Working with the 
creative agency Brand New School, we devel-
oped a suite of advertisements that blanketed 
the internet and key locations in Washington, DC. 
The campaign featured a stirring video remind-
ing voters of the Court’s unparalleled power and 
how that power has been abused. Static adver-
tisements, which appeared both online and in 
physical locations like bus shelters, employed 
everyday objects such as candles and milk 
cartons to emphasize that few things can  
(or should) last forever. 

At the time of this writing, the video has 
earned more than 2 million views in both 
English and Spanish. The advertisements that 
were placed around DC have racked up more 
than 4 million views.

We developed a 

suite of advertise-

ments advocating 

for Supreme Court 

term limits. The 

physical signage 

racked up more 

than 4 million  

views around DC.  
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The launch of ChatGPT created a sensation. 
Every sector of society has had to grapple  
with the rapid adoption of artificial intelligence.  
Will AI be a breakthrough akin to Gutenberg’s 
printing press? Or is it a threat that we must 
contain? The Brennan Center focuses on  
one immediate concern: how AI can affect 
elections. This will, after all, be the first 
presidential election of the generative AI era.

“We realized that rapid advances in AI were 
poised to transform American democracy,” 
said Lawrence Norden, senior director of the 
Brennan Center’s Elections and Government 
Program. “We want to give election officials 
and policymakers tools to minimize the 
dangers and harness the benefits.”

To learn about the threats that AI could  
pose and how to guard against them, the  
Brennan Center partnered with top experts  
at Georgetown University’s Center for Security 
and Emerging Technology. The AI and 
Democracy essay series that premiered in 
October 2023 detailed our findings. Authors 
looked at election security and administration, 
public input into policy decisions, political 
advertising and fundraising, election mis- 
information, and the freedom to vote, among 
other topics.

One big worry: generative AI can distort 
reality. Deepfake images, audio, and videos 
have been used to deceive the public about  
the statements and actions of political leaders. 
The Slovakian presidential election may have 
been turned by a fake audio recording. Such 
technologically enhanced fraudulent content 
is especially dangerous as elections approach.

Yet for all the buzz about AI, many risks  
are not new. They are old concerns now 
supercharged by this evolving technology. 
Cyberattacks were a worry, but AI can make 
them faster, stealthier, and more destructive. 
It can impersonate authoritative sources  
to make lies more believable. It can be used to 
challenge voters’ eligibility on a massive scale.

One of the answers is to double down on 
long-recommended election security best 
practices. Legislative reforms aimed at prevent-
ing deceptive practices and voter intimidation 
would also help blunt AI’s worst impact. 

At the same time, AI itself could be 
deployed to fortify the electoral system. It 
could strengthen defenses against cyber- 
attacks, make routine election administration 
tasks more efficient, and more. Much can be  
gained if election offices and policymakers 
implement guardrails.

As Brennan Center counsel Mekela  
Panditharatne noted, “The essay series 
highlights the threats, but it ultimately 
focuses on how to move forward. Innovation 
isn’t only the domain of tech titans — our 
system of elections must evolve in tandem 
with developments in the broader national 
context.” But long-term solutions aside, our 
focus in the short term is ensuring that the 
first presidential election of the generative  
AI era is free and fair.

In the coming months, the Brennan Center 
will publish resources and conduct tabletop 
exercises with election officials to share 
recommendations for confronting AI threats. 
Equally vital is the fight against false election 
information, including AI-generated deep-
fakes. Working alongside experts nationwide, 
the Brennan Center will track misinforma-
tion, rebut the most damaging rumors and 
AI-generated deepfakes and falsehoods  
with accurate data about how elections  
work, document the facts, and test the best  
ways of communicating those facts so that 
election officials and others are prepared  
to debunk damaging lies and give voters 
accurate information. All of this will be 
published in monthly reports on our website 
and shared in regular meetings of election 
officials representing major metropolitan 
areas collectively serving more than 100 
million registered voters.

SECTION 702 
Section 702 of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act allows the government  
to spy on foreign nationals outside the United 
States without a warrant. But this surveil-
lance inevitably sweeps in Americans’ phone  
calls, texts, and emails, and federal agencies 
routinely run warrantless searches on these 
communications, effectively sidestepping  
the Constitution. The law will expire on April 
19 unless reauthorized. The Brennan Center 
is urging Congress not to reauthorize Section 
702 without adding strong privacy protec-
tions for Americans. “The Fourth Amend-
ment demands no less,” said Noah Chauvin, 
counsel in the Brennan Center’s Liberty  
and National Security Program.
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AMPLIF YING L AW ENFORCEMENT SUPPORT FOR JUSTICE REFORM
More than 60 percent of Americans described 
the crime problem in the United States as 
either extremely serious or very serious at the 
end of 2023 — the highest percentage since 
Gallup began tracking in 2000. 

While most categories of crime are 
decreasing, Americans’ perceptions mean 
that public safety will be a high-priority  
issue in 2024 political campaigns. Unfortu-
nately, demagogues too often characterize 
criminal justice reform as part of the prob-
lem rather than an integral part of keeping 
the public safe. 

Centering reform in public safety discussions 
is a focus of Law Enforcement Leaders to 
Reduce Crime and Incarceration, a bipartisan 

coalition of approximately 200 current and 
former police chiefs, sheriffs, prosecutors, 
and correctional officials. The group advo-
cates for a smaller and fairer justice system 
and educates the public on the need for 
systemic change. Launched in 2015 as a 
project of the Brennan Center, Law Enforce-
ment Leaders is dedicated to supporting 
practical, tested policies that reduce incarcer-
ation without jeopardizing public safety. 

Members hail from around the nation, like 
executive director Ronal Serpas, a former 
police chief in Nashville, Tennessee, and New 
Orleans, Louisiana; John Choi, the county 
attorney in Ramsey County, Minnesota; Paul 
Fitzgerald, the sheriff in Story County, Iowa; 

and Brett Tolman, a former U.S. attorney for the 
District of Utah. The group’s priorities include 
promoting alternatives to arrest such as 
diversion and treatment, reducing excessive 
sentences, facilitating reentry for people 
leaving prison, and rebuilding trust between 
law enforcement and communities. 

Rosemary Nidiry, formerly an assistant  
U.S. attorney in the Southern District of  
New York and deputy director of a nonprofit 
focused on prosecutorial reform, joined the 
Brennan Center as senior counsel in the 
Justice Program last year. Her intention was 
to bring a renewed focus to the mission of 
Law Enforcement Leaders at a time when 
many fear that the criminal justice reform 

movement is losing momentum. The 2024 
election cycle will offer ample opportunity to 
remind candidates that criminal justice 
reform has been and should remain a 
bipartisan issue, she said.

“It is so important, especially when people 
are concerned about crime rising and the 
issue is becoming polarizing, to bring the  
law enforcement perspective on why justice 
reform is important for public safety,” Nidiry 
said, adding that law enforcement experience 
gives members unique credibility when 
discussing the problems with our justice 
system and what keeps us safe. 

In 2023, Law Enforcement Leaders pub-
lished quarterly newsletters highlighting 
members’ innovations, including implement-
ing alternatives to police response for mental 
health calls, transforming law enforcement 
training, and improving opportunities for 
incarcerated individuals. The group also 
launched a webinar series that brought 
national experts together with members  
for discussions. Speakers included a promi-
nent crime data analyst demystifying trends  
in crime and violence and group member and 
former New York City probation commission-
er Vincent Schiraldi in conversation with an 
expert on mass incarceration about possible 
reforms to probation and parole. > > >Ill
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“It is so important, 
especially when people 
are concerned about 
crime rising and the 
issue is becoming 
polarizing, to bring  
the law enforcement 
perspective on why 
justice reform is 
important for public 
safety.”
Rosemary Nidiry  
Senior Counsel, Justice
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New York joined other states, including 
Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Utah, in offering 
meaningful second chances. Clean slate  
legislation is part of a national, bipartisan 
movement to enact common-sense reforms 
that help break the cycle of poverty, crime, 
and incarceration, making the criminal 
justice system fairer and communities safer.

ANALYZING NATIONAL CRIME DATA
The FBI’s latest annual report on crime 
statistics offers useful insight into how crime 
trends are developing in the wake of the 
Covid-19 pandemic. Every year, the Brennan 
Center analyzes the national FBI numbers, 
keeping in mind not only the context but also 
how law enforcement agencies collect and 
report the data, which has changed recently. 
This careful analysis is essential for informing 
the public, reporters, and policymakers. The 
goal is to create strategies that reduce crime 
while building a more fair and effective 
criminal justice system. 

The most recent numbers showed some 
encouraging signs after the sharp rise in 
violence in 2020. In 2022, murder rates 
dropped by 6.5 percent from the year prior 
— not enough to undo 2020’s 30 percent 
jump but still significant. Violent crime 
generally also fell. 

Motor vehicle theft rates, however, climbed 
by more than 10 percent from the year prior, 
likely driven in part by online videos exposing 
vulnerabilities in millions of vehicles. And 
larceny — which includes shoplifting — rose 
nearly 8 percent. Although these rates remain 
below 2020 levels, there have been more 
serious increases in cities such as New York 
and Los Angeles that may call for local policy 
responses.

Overall, there is no single reason why 
violent crime fell after rising so steeply in 
2020. It may be that several factors combined 
that year, simultaneously destabilizing 
communities and weakening the systems 
that keep them safe, and those same factors 
may now be receding. But it is notable that 
2022’s drop in violent crime further under-
mines politicized explanations for crime, 
such as blaming criminal justice reforms.

THE CLEAN SL ATE ACT
In 2023, New York State enacted the Clean 
Slate Act, a victory for racial and economic 
justice. It joined 11 other states that passed 
similar legislation aimed at improving 
opportunities for people with criminal 
convictions. The law automatically seals most 
criminal records for those who have not 
committed a new offense after a set waiting 
period (three years for misdemeanors and 
eight for felonies). 

According to Brennan Center research, a 
criminal record causes significant economic 
hardship, especially for those who are poor or 
Black. It can lead to people being passed over 
for work or even housing and prevent them 
from obtaining professional licenses, gating off 
sectors of the economy. Even a conviction for a 
misdemeanor, a relatively low-level offense, 
reduces a person’s annual earnings by an 
average of 16 percent. Worse, the effect does 
not appear to fade with time. Similarly, people 
who spend time in prison miss out on roughly 
half the future income they might otherwise 
have earned, losing an average of half a million 
dollars over the course of a lifetime. Criminal 
records also weaken state and local economies, 
as states with more felony records tend to have 
lower statewide employment.

The Clean Slate Act automates the previ-
ously costly and complicated administrative 
procedure of record sealing, ensuring that as 
many people benefit from having their 
records sealed as possible. At the same time, 
the act includes public safety protections: 
licensing agents and law enforcement can 
still access sealed records in special cases, 
such as applications for firearm permits, and 
crimes such as first-degree murder or sex 
offenses are not eligible. In passing the bill, 

Washington has doled out since the late 1960s 
to state and local law enforcement agencies 
have spurred them to imprison more  
people and impose longer sentences. 

An innovative Brennan Center policy 
proposal seeks to use that very tool to roll 
back mass incarceration. The Public Safety 
and Prison Reduction Act calls for Congress 
to appropriate $1 billion to entice states to 
reduce prison populations by 20 percent or 
more while maintaining public safety. At full 
force, it would return incarceration levels to 
those not seen since the early 1990s.

The model bill builds on the Reverse Mass 
Incarceration Act, crafted by the Brennan 
Center in 2015 and subsequently introduced 
in Congress. After the racial justice protests 
of 2020 reinvigorated calls for reform, the 
Justice Program’s Hernandez Stroud, Lauren- 
Brooke Eisen, and Ram Subramanian refined 
the proposal, consulting with stakeholders 
ranging from White House officials to 
formerly incarcerated people. 

States would receive up to $40 million to 
spend on any of 21 policies related to sen-
tencing and recidivism reduction, tailoring 
their approach in consultation with officials 
and community members. Twenty percent of 
funds would be allocated to local nonprofits, 
which play a critical role in maintaining 
public safety but have been excluded from 
previous federal programs. States that 
achieve 20 percent reductions within three 
years would receive additional funds to make 
further progress.

Sen. Cory Booker and Rep. Tony Cárdenas 
introduced a bill modeled on the proposal  
(S. 1352/H.R. 2931) in April 2023. 

Law Enforcement Leaders has been influen-
tial at both the state and national levels. Nidiry 
and Brendan Cox, a member who previously 
served as police chief of Albany, New York, 
coauthored an op-ed in the New York Daily 
News in June urging passage of New York’s 
historic Clean Slate Act, which will seal many 
conviction records after a certain amount of 
time. The bill, the authors said, would facilitate 
employment and aid successful reentry after 
incarceration. Lawmakers cited the op-ed on 
the floor of the state legislature as proof that 
law enforcement supported the bill. The bill 
passed shortly thereafter and was later signed 
into law. 

To highlight the power of bipartisan 
cooperation, at the end of 2023, Law En-
forcement Leaders organized a congressional 
briefing to mark the five-year anniversary of 
the First Step Act, a law that cut unnecessarily 
long federal sentences and improved federal 
prison conditions. Two members joined  
other advocates and experts to discuss how 
this landmark bipartisan legislation has  
made us safer. 

In 2024, Law Enforcement Leaders will 
continue these avenues of outreach and work 
with groups across the political spectrum to 
determine how the coalition can be more 
impactful in efforts to promote criminal 
justice reforms. 

When public safety is under the campaign 
spotlight in 2024, Nidiry and Law Enforce-
ment Leaders will be at the ready to help 
Americans understand that crimial justice 
reform is central to improving community 
safety and fairness. Nidiry also hopes the 
end of 2024 will bring opportunities to 
support newly elected lawmakers in fulfilling 
the ultimate goal: enacting bipartisan 
criminal justice reforms. 

THE PUBLIC SAFETY AND  
PRISON REDUCTION ACT 
The administration of criminal justice is 
overwhelmingly a state matter, yet federal 
policy has played an outsize role in the 
explosive growth of the number of Americans 
behind bars. Billions of dollars in grants that 

A criminal record 
causes significant 
economic hardship, 
especially for those 
who are poor or Black.

The Public Safety and 
Prison Reduction Act 
calls for Congress to 
appropriate $1 billion to 
entice states to reduce 
prison populations by  
20 percent or more  
while maintaining  
public safety.



“These are just 
public officials who 
wield power, and 
we need to treat 
them that way.”
Michael Waldman (middle) discussed the Supreme Court with 
Armchair Expert cohosts Dax Shepard and Monica Padman.

“Overclassification undermines  
the rule of law by providing a shield  
for government misconduct.”
Elizabeth Goitein, senior director, Liberty and National Security, testified before 
the Senate in a hearing on modernizing the government’s classification system.
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11M
website views

48
New York Times 
mentions

324K
social followers

40K
donors

350K
newsletter  
subscribers

23M
impressions across 
social platforms
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“The Court has been  
the agent of its own  
reputational destruction.”
Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D-RI) at our October event Supreme Court: Ready  
for Reform?. Senator Whitehouse and Brennan Center President Michael  
Waldman discussed important proposals for term limits and ethics  
reform with Kenji Yoshino, Brennan Center board member and the  
Chief Justice Earl Warren Professor of Constitutional Law at NYU Law.

Joanna Zdanys, 
senior counsel, 
Elections and 
Government, talked 
about landmark  
New York public 
campaign finance 
legislation on 
Spectrum News NY1. 

After former President Trump  
was indicted in both federal and 
Georgia state courts for conspiring 
to overturn the results of the 2020 
election, the Brennan Center hosted 
a special event. U.S. v. Trump:  
The Big Lie on Trial brought 
together experts to discuss what 
the indictments would mean for 
our democracy. Panelists included 
Andrew Weissmann (above), 
professor of practice, NYU Law, 
and MSNBC legal analyst; and 
Brennan Center experts Sean 
Morales-Doyle, director, Voting 
Rights; Gowri Ramachandran, 
deputy director, Elections  
and Government; and Michael 
Waldman, president.

U.S. V. TRUMP

STANDING UP FOR EQUAL VOTING RIGHTS
In September 2023, 
on National Voter 
Registration Day,  
Rep. Terri Sewell 
(AL-07) and House 
Democrats introduced 
the John R. Lewis  
Voting Rights 
Advancement Act. 
Kareem Crayton 
(right), senior director, 
Voting Rights and 
Representation, joined 
with Owen Bacskai 
(left) and Ashleigh 
Maciolek (middle)  
to support the bill. 
Both are policy 
associates in the 
Brennan Center’s 
Democracy Program.

Faiza Patel (right), senior director, Liberty and National 
Security, discussed police departments’ use of social media  
as a surveillance tool on CNN’s Smerconish. 
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“The false claims of 
widespread voter  
fraud that fueled efforts  
to overturn the 2020 
presidential election 
continue to drive attacks.”
Wendy Weiser, vice president, Democracy, in testimony 

 before the House of Representatives.

Brennan 
Center experts 
blanketed 
traditional  
and new  
media in 2023 
to promote 
democratic 
reform.

Liberty and National Security Fellow Michael German (right)  
argued that independent federal oversight is needed for fusion 
centers on PBS NewsHour.



“All Americans benefit when  
judges — and especially justices —  
are truly free of financial 
entanglements and indifferent to 
political or policy pressures.”
Senior Fellow Caroline Fredrickson in testimony before the House Judiciary Committee.

Disinformation Nation
We hosted a conversation about the book Myth America: Historians Take On the Biggest Legends and Lies About Our Past,  
edited by Princeton University professors (from left) Julian Zelizer and Kevin Kruse. The book examines how the right has used 
revisionist history to fan the flames of politicization and unravel the seams of democracy. The discussion featured (from right) 
Emory University African American studies professor Carol Anderson, Yale University law and political science professor  
Akhil Reed Amar, and Northwestern University history professor Kathleen Belew, 
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Constitutional 
Amendments
In an era when the possibility of winning the 
supermajority support needed to adopt new 
amendments seems remote at best, the Brennan 
Center hosted an academic symposium in February 
2023 in which participants explored prospects  
for amending the Constitution in our time.

Director of Elections and Government Daniel Weiner  
explained the Federal Election Commission’s likely response  
in the case of former Rep. George Santos.

TOO MUCH TIME. TOO MUCH POWER.
In December 2023, we developed a national digital campaign to build  
public support for Supreme Court term limits. We partnered with the agency  
Brand New School to develop a campaign video highlighting the regressive 
and antidemocratic rulings of the Supreme Court and the urgent need  
for a Court that reflects and protects the values and needs of the American 
people. The campaign video ran on YouTube, Hulu, and Univision and across 
social media platforms. In addition to promoting our campaign nationally,  
we geotargeted members of Congress and their staff (see more on p. 18).

Inside  
Congressional 
Committees

“Together, these efforts represent an existential threat to  
the administrative state — one that we must guard against  
to preserve the government’s ability to regulate, respond to 
national crises, [and] administer critical public programs.”
Mekela Panditharatne, counsel, Elections and Government

Elections and Government  
Research Fellow Maya Kornberg is 
the author of a new book, Inside 
Congressional Committees: Function 
and Dysfunction in the Legislative 
Process, which examines the 
legislative process beyond polarized 
voting patterns.

 “30% 
OF ELECTION  
OFFICIALS HAVE 
BEEN ABUSED, 
THREATENED, 
OR HARASSED”
Larry Norden, senior 
director, Elections and 
Government, spoke 
with Byron Pitts on 
ABC’s Nightline  
about the issue  
and what we can do  
to protect election  
workers in 2024.

Hernandez Stroud, senior counsel in the Justice Program, 
discussed conditions on Rikers Island on Spectrum Local’s 
Inside City Hall.

5.8M 
views

12.5M 
impressions

72% 
of geotargeted  
members of Congress 
and their staff watched 
the entire video

CA M PA I G N V I D EO  
BY T H E N U M B E RS OUR VIDEO 

DROVE ACTION.  
SINCE OUR  
CAMPAIGN 
LAUNCH,  
25K PEOPLE 
HAVE SENT  
73K EMAILS  
AND CALLS  
TO  DC 
LAWMAKERS.
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STATE COURT  
REPORT  LAUNCH COLLABORATION  

WITH IMPREMEDIA
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“Just as  
election officals  
needed your  
help to protect 
technology,  
they now need 
your help to  
keep them, their 
families, and  
their staff safe.”

Elizabeth Howard, 
deputy director,  
Elections and Government, 
testified before the Senate.

“Relationships play an essential 
role in being effective.”
Former Rep. Adam Kinzinger (R-IL) at our event Making Congress Work in a Divided Nation.  
Other panelists included political correspondent Daniel Strauss and Elections and Government    
Research Fellow Maya Kornberg. As one of the two Republicans on the House January 6 committee, 
Kinzinger is no stranger to calling out Congress for allowing partisanship to breed dysfunction.

The Supermajority
New York Gov. Kathy Hochul (inset) spoke at a celebration  
to mark the launch of Brennan Center President Michael 
Waldman’s book The Supermajority: How the Supreme Court 
Divided America at the Century Association in New York City in 
May. Also in attendance were former New York State Attorney 
General and current Solicitor General Barbara Underwood, 
along with Brennan Center Board members Troy McKenzie, 
Melissa Murray, and Leslie Bhutani.

State Court Report, a resource 
on state constitutions and 
courts launched by the 
Brennan Center in September 
2023, has already amassed:

31K
 website visitors

11K 
newsletter subscribers

195K 
views on YouTube

Youth  
Rising:  
The Power 
of Latinx 
Voters
BEE entered into a partnership with 
Voto Latino, the national get-out-the-
vote organization, to cosponsor Youth 
Rising: The Power of Latinx Voters. 
The virtual event explored the most 
critical issues driving Latinos to vote 
and what the future holds as the 
electorate grows. The panelists were 
(from top left) Voto Latino’s Maria 
Teresa Kumar, Arizona State Rep. Alma 
Hernandez, and Santiago Mayer of 
Voters of Tomorrow. Journalist Paola 
Ramos moderated. The partnership 
included promoting Voto Latino’s 
National Voter Education Week 
campaign to help voters register or 
check the status of their registration.

BEE launched a monthly newsletter and significantly expanded its social media 
reach in 2023. The first El Newsletter went out on October 4, during Hispanic 
Heritage Month, to an email list of more than 18,000 decision-makers and allies with 
large Spanish-speaking constituencies to keep them informed about the latest 
research and analysis of the Brennan Center. As part of the newsletter offering, BEE 
increased its original content to highlight the stakes of our experts’ work for Latinos 
and other people of color.

EL VOTO LATINO  
EN 2024: REPORTE  
ESPECIAL EN VIVO
BEE’s ongoing partnership with 
Impremedia and its national Spanish- 
language newspaper La Opinión led to 
the Brennan Center’s first “live” events 
on Facebook, X, and YouTube. BEE’s 
elections adviser, Ricardo Ramírez 
(left), and La Opinión’s political editor, 
Jesús García, discussed the Trump 
indictments and the Latino vote in the 
upcoming presidential election and 
answered questions from the audience. Our collaboration with Impremedia 

also produced a Brennan Center 
monthly column for La Opinión 
throughout the year on topics such as 
vote restoration for the formerly  
incarcerated, the need for the FBI  
to track white supremacist violence, 
and the Freedom to Vote Act.

Brennan en español (BEE) ramped up its production of 
short videos, garnering thousands of views for our experts 
on TikTok, Instagram Reels, and YouTube shorts. 

SAYING IT LOUD
In February 2023, the Brennan Center hosted its first 
in-person event in almost three years. Journalist and author 
Mark Whitaker (left) discussed his book Saying It Loud: 
1966—The Year Black Power Challenged the Civil Rights 
Movement, which tells the story of the Black Power 
generation while showing why the lessons of 1966 still 
resonate in the era of Black Lives Matter and continuing 
battles over voting rights. The conversation was moderated 
by Eugene Robinson, Pulitzer Prize–winning columnist for 
the Washington Post and MSNBC contributor. 



Questions  
& Answers
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Q

The Racial Turnout  
Gap 10 Years After 
Shelby County

K
areem Crayton, senior director of voting 
rights and representation in the Democ-
racy Program, discusses the harmful 
effects of the Supreme Court’s disman-

tling of the Voting Rights Act. 

What happened to  
the Voting Rights Act?
Chief Justice John Roberts justified gutting 
the Voting Rights Act in the Shelby County 

case by pointing to representational and 
participation gains by communities of 

color across the country. Many 
of us argued that doing so 

was a reckless gamble and 
that, without the protec-
tions provided by the 
landmark voting law, 
voter suppression 

targeting these communities would acceler-
ate. Ample evidence from the last decade has 
shown that we were right. 

Several of the states once covered by the 
Voting Rights Act’s preclearance rules — 
which required states with an established 
pattern of discrimination to obtain federal 
permission before altering voting rules 
— have reduced or eliminated features that 
improved minority participation, like same-
day registration and early voting. The first 
round of redistricting since Shelby County 
ignored the interests of growing nonwhite 
populations. And court decisions after Shelby 
County, like Brnovich v. Democratic National 
Committee, either created hurdles for plain-
tiffs to prove voting rights infringements or 
increased the wait time for effective remedies 
to take hold. 

KAREEM CRAYTON

Has Shelby County changed  
voting patterns?
The most disturbing result of Shelby County 
is that the turnout gap between white voters 
and voters of color has grown throughout the 
country, which represents hundreds of 
thousands of missing voices in our democracy.
We spent much of the last year doing 
pathbreaking research on this very question. 
Senior Research Fellow Kevin Morris com-
piled a database with one billion pieces of 
data. We believe it is the most comprehensive 
pool of voter records in the country. It shows 
that the racial turnout gap has increased 
nationwide since 2013. However, in preclear-
ance jurisdictions, the gap has grown twice 
as fast. This finding suggests strongly that 
Shelby County made things far worse in 
much of the country.

How can we level the playing field  
for voter participation?
The Brennan Center has advocated for two 
crucial pieces of federal legislation to counter 
Shelby County’s negative effects. The John  
R. Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act 
includes a retooled oversight system and 
expands the mechanisms available for voting 
rights attorneys to vindicate the franchise. 
The Freedom to Vote Act, another pivotal 
legislative proposal, is designed to fight 
gerrymandering by developing a better, more 
uniform district-drawing process that helps 
assure that the interests of voters and not 
those of politicians drive election outcomes. 

States across the country are also establish-
ing local voting rights act provisions that can 
help to avoid decision-making that, whether 
purposeful or not, denies minority communi-
ties a fair shot at electing representatives that 
respond to their needs.

What about 2024? Is there anything we 
can do right now?
We must make sure we have a free and fair 
election process that promotes public 
confidence. To make that happen, we need to 
work with election officials, voters, and 
legislatures to protect both the polling place 
and the people casting their ballots. That 
means guaranteeing accessible and safe 

polling sites, ensuring that voters and poll 
workers understand the applicable rules and 
laws, and, when necessary, holding people 
accountable when they choose to disrupt  
the secure functioning of this process. 

Are you hopeful?
To paraphrase a fellow voting rights attorney: 
without the preclearance system, we are 
working hard just to stay above water. The 
absence of Section 5 of the Voting Rights  
Act is forcing us to use our energy to stop 
backsliding wherever possible rather than 
moving law and policy forward.

I have spent my career of scholarship and 
advocacy working to make voting equally 
accessible to all and to ensure that voters have 
the opportunity to elect candidates who will 
represent their communities’ interests and 
respond to their needs. It is of course terribly 
frustrating — even if it was predictable —  
to see how Shelby County has increased the 
racial turnout gap. But it is also important  
to remember that the Voting Rights Act took 
several attempts to pass before 1965. These 
present challenges reinforce the need to 
continue to fight for reforms, and I am certain 
that we have developed clear ways to push for 
and implement the necessary changes.

“The turnout gap  
between white voters  
and voters of color  
has grown throughout  
the country, which  
represents hundreds  
of thousands of  
missing voices in  
our democracy.”
Kareem Crayton 
Senior Director,  
Voting Rights and Representation
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A Changing Campaign  
Finance Landscape

D
aniel Weiner, director of the Brennan 
Center’s Elections and Government 
Program, breaks down the evolving state 
of money in politics and the reforms 

needed to make our democracy more inclu-
sive and functional.

Big money in campaigns has always  
been with us. Why should we worry 
about it now?
American campaign finance has been 
transformed since 2010, the year the Supreme 
Court swept away more than a century of  
law in the Citizens United decision. Together 
with other court rulings and aided by legislative 
gridlock and regulatory paralysis, that decision 
largely deregulated campaign money. A small 
handful of very wealthy donors now wield 
much more power than before. And this new 
reality has become so ubiquitous that it is  
easy to lose sight of it. 

What are some of the most significant 
trends shaping campaign finance  
right now?
Giving by small donors has increased, which 
is good. But it is misleading too. Giving by big 
donors has grown even more. In the 2022 
midterms, the top 100 donors to federal 
races together spent more than $1.2 billion, 
mostly through super PACs. That’s roughly 
60 percent more than the total amount from 
the millions of Americans who gave small 
donations. This is a sharp reversal from 2010, 
the year Citizens United was decided, when 
small donors overwhelmingly outspent the 
100 largest donors. In some key races, a 
handful of billionaires are able to essentially 
sponsor candidates like prize racehorses. 

In addition, there’s an overall trend toward 
nationalization of campaign fundraising for 
both congressional and state offices. The 
surge in big money coming from a few 

DANIEL WEINER

centers of wealth, combined with the 
emergence of online fundraising via social 
media and platforms like ActBlue and 
WinRed, has increasingly made it possible  
for candidates in marquee races or who have 
national profiles to rely on partisans from 
across the country to fund their campaigns. 
In 1998, House candidates overall raised 
more than 80 percent of their campaign 
money from their home states; in 2022, that 
percentage was down to just over 60 percent 
— not counting nationalized super PAC 
spending. Thanks in part to super PACs and 
other outside groups, there are many mar-
quee races where the vast majority of money 
spent comes from out of state. The push to 
appeal to a more partisan national donor 
base can incentivize some candidates to  
take extreme positions or engage in norm- 
breaking behavior to gain notoriety and  
win a national following.

A third trend is that it is becoming harder 
to track dark money from groups that keep 
their donors secret thanks to legal loopholes 
and lax enforcement of existing rules. One 
factor is that more and more money is being 
spent online, where only minimal disclosure 
is required by law. The spending data, though 
sparse, suggests that dark money spending 
continues to break records and is concentrat-
ed mostly in the most competitive races.

With so many other problems,  
why should people care about  
money in politics?
The public is extraordinarily angry about the 
role of money in politics. This is a consistent 
fact uniting Democrats, independents, and 
Republicans. The system distorts who runs 
and who can win and what issues they 
embrace. That obviously creates a risk of 
corruption. Decades of social science re-
search has also shown that when the priori-
ties of wealthy donors conflict with those of 
most voters, donor priorities tend to win out, 
if for no other reason than because elected 
officials are more exposed to what donors 
think. Candidates who lack access to signifi-
cant wealth — including many women, 
people of color, and LGBTQ+ people — face 
special challenges in raising enough money 
to compete.

What are the priorities for reform?
It is critically important that democracy 
reform legislation address the role of money 
in politics to the same extent that it addresses 
voting rights and gerrymandering. That is 
one of the most exciting things about the 
Freedom to Vote Act, comprehensive legisla-
tion that came close to passing in the last 
Congress and remains a top priority for the 
Brennan Center. It includes key reforms to 
boost campaign transparency, tighten rules 
for super PACs, and improve enforcement — 
changes supported by an overwhelming 
majority of voters.

It is also critical to lift up the voices of 
everyday citizens, ideally in ways that deepen 
elected officials’ ties to their own constitu-
ents. One of the most powerful reforms that 
would do that is small donor matching, in 
which small, private contributions are 
matched with public funds. This policy makes 
it possible for candidates to raise the money 
they need to compete without depending on 
the biggest donors, as we have seen in New 
York City, which has had a matching system 
for decades. The version that recently went 
into effect in New York State, which offers a 
very high match for in-district donations, is 
especially appealing because it incentivizes 
state legislative candidates to raise money 
primarily from their own voters.

“The system distorts 
who runs and who 
can win and what  
issues they embrace. 
That obviously  
creates a risk of  
corruption.”
Daniel Weiner  
Director,  
Elections and Government
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ELIZABETH GOITEIN

The Antiquated Law  
Endangering Democracy

E
lizabeth Goitein, senior director of the 
Brennan Center’s Liberty and National 
Security Program, explains why reforming 
the Insurrection Act can’t wait.

What is the Insurrection Act and  
what makes it dangerous?
The Insurrection Act is what we call an 
amalgamation of statutes passed by Congress 
between 1792 and 1871. It authorizes the 
president to deploy federal military forces 
inside the United States to suppress insurrec-
tions, rebellions, or domestic violence or to 
enforce the law when it is being obstructed. 
Under the 1878 Posse Comitatus Act, federal 
military forces are generally barred from 
participating in civilian law enforcement 
activities. The Insurrection Act is the most 
significant exception to that rule. 

The act was intended for use in emergen-
cies in which civilian law enforcement is 

overwhelmed. But the criteria for deployment 
are set forth in vague and archaic language 
that provides few clear constraints. There  
are no meaningful checks against abuse.  
The original version of the law included 
requirements for congressional and judicial 
approval, but these provisions were later 
deleted. Today, the president has sole discre-
tion to determine when the criteria for 
deployment are met. 

As a result, the act grants presidents 
extremely broad and effectively unreviewable 
discretion to use the federal armed forces  
as a domestic police force. Such power 
creates undeniable dangers to individual 
liberties and to democracy itself.

How has the law been used in the past?
Presidents Dwight D. Eisenhower and John  
F. Kennedy used the act multiple times to 
enforce desegregation and civil rights laws. 

Those are the best-known examples of its 
appropriate use. But in the 19th century, 
presidents frequently invoked it to help quash 
labor movements, intervening in strikes on 
employers’ behalf. It was also used to quell 
so-called race riots sparked by local authori-
ties’ mistreatment of Black people in the 
1960s in Newark and Detroit.

On balance, though, it is remarkable how 
little abuse there has been of this potent 
authority. In recent decades, presidents have 
shied away from using the act at all. It was 
last invoked in response to the 1992 Los 
Angeles riots over the acquittal of police 
officers for beating Black motorist Rodney 
King, and it has not been used without the 
request of a state governor since 1965. This 
reticence likely results from a combination  
of factors, including the increased capacity of 
civilian law enforcement agencies and the 
likelihood of political blowback. 

Despite these strong norms, Donald 
Trump considered using the law to suppress 
protests against the police killing of George 
Floyd in 2020. And he has threatened to 
invoke it to crack down on protests if he 
takes office again. So there is ample reason 
to worry about potential abuse. 

How should Congress change the law?
The Brennan Center has published a multi-
pronged proposal for comprehensive reform  
of the Insurrection Act. First, the law should 
more clearly and narrowly define the criteria 
for military deployment, and it should 
stipulate that such deployment is reserved  
for emergencies that civilian law enforcement 
authorities cannot or (in the case of state or 
local governments) will not handle.

Second, the law should specify what 
actions federal armed forces may and may 
not take once deployed. For instance, invok-
ing the Insurrection Act should not entitle 
the president to suspend habeas corpus. 
Similarly, federal troops should always act  
in support of, and remain subordinate to, 
civilian authority. In short, the Insurrection 
Act should make federal troops available to 
supplement civilian law enforcement efforts, 
but it should not be a license to declare 
martial law.

Third, the law should establish checks 
against abuse, including requirements for 
congressional approval and judicial review. 
The authority to deploy troops should 
automatically expire after a short period 
unless extended by Congress. And judicial 
review should be available, albeit with a very 
deferential standard of review to ensure that 
judges are serving as checks against abuse 
rather than substituting their judgment for 
the president’s in a true emergency.

What are the prospects for reform?
Change will require bipartisan support.  
The Insurrection Act is a dangerous tool in 
the hands of any president, and it should be 
reformed regardless of who occupies the 
White House in 2025.

There is reason for optimism. In recent 
years, emergency powers reform has attract-
ed broad bipartisan support under both the 
Trump and the Biden administrations. The 
Insurrection Act is an emergency power in  
all but name, and it triggers the same funda-
mental concerns. There is thus real potential 
for a successful, bipartisan effort to reform 
the Insurrection Act.

“The act grants  
presidents extremely 
broad and effectively 
unreviewable  
discretion to use  
the federal armed 
forces as a domestic 
police force.”
Elizabeth Goitein 
Senior Director,  
Liberty and National Security
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Opposing  
Originalism 

Q
THOMAS WOLF

In 2024, we will 

launch the Steven  

M. Polan Fellowship 

in Constitutional 

Law and History to 

spur visionary 

scholarship and 

advocacy in the fight 

against the U.S. 

Supreme Court’s 

radical use of history 

to diminish 

constitutional rights. 

This critical effort is 

made possible by 

the generosity and 

lifelong commit-

ment to social 

justice of the late 

Steven M. Polan.

STEVEN M. POL AN 
FELLOWS

“The Court started  
using originalism  

to upend the law —  
overturning Roe v. 

Wade, dramatically  
expanding gun rights, 

and barring affirmative 
action in higher  

education.”
Thomas Wolf 

Director, Democracy Initiatives  

T
homas Wolf, director of democracy 
initiatives in the Brennan Center’s 
Democracy Program, explains the 
problems with the Supreme Court’s 

originalist turn and how the Brennan  
Center is pushing back. 

There’s a lot of talk about the  
Supreme Court’s use of originalism. 
Let’s start there. What is originalism,  
and why is it coming up now?
Originalism is a way of interpreting the 
Constitution that requires judges to follow  
its so-called original meaning at the time it 
was written. So it limits the constitutional 
rights and guarantees that we enjoy today to 
the views and values of the earliest genera-
tions of Americans. Originalism is not the 
only way to interpret the Constitution; it’s 
just one among many. It’s not even an 
especially time-tested one. Conservative 
movement lawyers unleashed it on the world 
in the 1980s as a way of advancing their policy 
goals under the guise of law. Justice Barrett’s 
ascent to the Supreme Court in the fall of 

2020 resulted in a 6–3 conservative super-
majority of justices who were sympathetic  
to this approach. Shortly thereafter, the Court 
started using originalism to upend the law 
— overturning Roe v. Wade, dramatically 
expanding gun rights, and barring affirmative 
action in higher education. The swiftness  
and seriousness of this originalist turn  
have made it a major concern.
 
Is originalism an inherently  
inappropriate way to interpret  
the Constitution, or is there  
something problematic about  
the way the Court is applying it? 
Originalism was mainstreamed as an 
ideological project, not a scholarly one.  
It was aimed at yoking our constitutional 
rights to an extremely regressive political and 
social agenda. The simple fact that originalism 
forces courts to look to the past for binding 
rules for dealing with today’s questions 
accounts for some of its regressive impact. 
However, conservative lawyers and judges 
have also distorted the past they use to 
support their originalist arguments, reading 
out of the historical record the progressive 
potential of the Constitution, certain mo-
ments in history, or older ways of thinking. 
Some of that distortion is willful. But it’s also 
the result of judges and lawyers being un-
equipped to make accurate statements about 
the past. They’re not historians, after all, and 
litigation is generally not the best way to arrive 
at conclusions about the past that historians 
would consider reliable. That has not stopped 
the Court, though, from claiming the mantle 
of “History” to justify its damaging decisions.
 
How is the Brennan Center involved  
in the debate over originalism?
Brennan Center experts have been responding 
to originalism for quite a while. For example, 
the scholarship that Brennan Center President 

How have historians  
been responding to the  
Court’s originalist turn?
Historians — and especially members  
of the Historians Council — are engaging  
more actively with the Court. They have filed  
briefs in major cases like Moore v. Harper  
(on the so-called independent state legisla-
ture theory), Students for Fair Admissions  
(on affirmative action), Bruen and Rahimi (on 
gun control laws), and Relentless (on Chevron 
deference). Their briefs have sought to bring 
rigorous historical perspectives to bear on 
these critical issues. But they have also called 
the Court to task for investing history with 
dispositive force and modeled different, more 
flexible ways to think about the past when 
deciding cases. Meanwhile, they have begun  
a public education campaign to expose how 
the Court is misusing and mischaracterizing 
history. I’d encourage folks to check out a 
panel we hosted this fall with the Atlantic’s 
Adam Serwer and several members of our 
council that delves into the many layers of 
problems with originalism — it’s an engaging 
presentation that makes the issues tangible 
and immediate.

Michael Waldman and Fellow Eric Ruben  
have produced over the years to address the 
Supreme Court’s radical expansion of gun 
rights grapples with some of originalism’s 
most serious inroads. The work that the 
Brennan Center’s staff do to develop and 
promote alternative views of the Constitution 
is also a response, in part, to originalism’s 
creep through the courts and the academy. 

Our latest project, the Historians Council  
on the Constitution, carries on that Brennan 
Center tradition. One of the council’s goals  
is to address historical falsehoods coming out 
of the Court. But the council isn’t seeking just 
to correct the record. It is trying to change 
how history matters to the law by challenging 
the assumptions undergirding the Court’s 
originalist turn. Those assumptions range 
from the notion that the way things were 
should determine how they should be to the 
claim that originalist judges and lawyers are 
actually doing history and doing it accurately. 
There have been many criticisms of the Court’s 
originalism, but historians are particularly well 
placed to speak to it given how tightly the 
Court has wrapped its biggest originalist 
decisions in the robes of history.
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LAUREN-BROOKE EISEN AND RAM SUBRAMANIAN

Improving Prisons

L
auren-Brooke Eisen is the senior director 
and Ram Subramanian is the managing 
director of the Brennan Center’s Justice 
Program. They describe a new initiative 

to fundamentally change the experience of 
incarceration to one that is more construc-
tive and humane. 

What principles does a dignity-first 
approach to incarceration entail?
The twin organizing principles are 
normalization and rehabilitation. Life 
inside prison should approximate life 
outside as much as possible. This 
means giving people access to educa-
tion, recreation, and treatment; maxi-
mizing their interactions with family 

and friends; and allowing them a 
certain amount of autonomy 

in their daily activities. 
Currently, life in American 
prisons is characterized by 
total, all-encompassing 
control: the prison dictates 

the activities someone is allowed to do, the 
treatment they may receive, where they are 
allowed to go in the facility, even where they 
walk along a corridor. 

Incarceration should enable people to lead 
a life of social responsibility after release, 
which requires a recognition that people can 
change. Providing productive and meaningful 
activities, such as education or work oppor-
tunities with fair compensation, is central to 
this new approach. In many northern Europe-
an countries, incarcerated people have their 
own rooms with a private bathroom, and 
they often have a key to their living area. 
Corrections staff are encouraged to engage 
with them, share meals with them, and see 
them as human beings. 

What are the biggest obstacles to  
implementing this approach here?
Northern Europe uses prisons sparingly; the 
United States has more than 1.2 million 
people in prison and more than half a million 
in local jails. Each of the 50 states and the 

federal government manage their own 
prisons, which makes it difficult to overhaul 
correctional culture writ large.

Implementing a new corrections philoso-
phy in the United States is challenging 
because institutional culture is very ingrained. 
In American prisons, anti-fraternization 
policies regulate contact between staff and 
prison residents, either limiting or altogether 
prohibiting interactions between corrections 
employees and incarcerated people. The U.S. 
corrections culture is focused primarily on 
security and discipline. 

Additionally, corrections officers in the 
United States often receive only weeks of 
training — usually focused only on safety, 
security, and control — whereas northern 
European corrections staff get multiple years 
of training that focuses on social and behav-
ioral management of human beings and 
includes topics such as psychology, social 
education, and human rights. Trainings stress 
a therapeutic approach to correctional 
management that emphasizes positive 
reinforcement and prioritizes strategies to 
defuse tension and de-escalate dangerous 
situations.

What types of programs and innovations 
has your team seen so far? 
The programs and units we have visited 
reimagine the relationship between correc-
tions officers and those who are incarcerated. 
In Washington State and Oregon, the non-
profit organization Amend brings a public 
health mindset to changing the culture in 

U.S. prisons. In Indiana prisons, the Last Mile 
runs coding and web development programs. 
We also spent time in Connecticut and North 
Dakota with staff and incarcerated people in 
the Restoring Promise initiative, which 
creates housing units for young adults where 
they receive coaching from incarcerated 
people over the age of 25 on financial 
literacy, conflict mediation, and other 
supports to improve reintegration into their 
communities when released from prison. 

Our visits also took us to Pennsylvania, 
where we learned about the Little Scandina-
via unit, which is modeled after prisons in 
Norway. Residents live in single-person 
rooms, share a kitchen, have access to 
outdoor green space, and go to work, 
treatment, and school across the facility. 
Officers on the unit act more like counselors 
than prison guards, sharing meals and giving 
advice. We were struck by the incredible 
partnerships that have developed between 
correctional leaders, researchers, and techni-
cal assistance providers despite challenging 
politics both inside corrections departments 
and in state legislatures. 

What do you hope to achieve with  
your forthcoming report?
People say that prison reform in the United 
States is unachievable. This report will rebut 
that assumption. There are many ways to 
approach reform. It can happen in select 
units but also in whole facilities. We hope 
that the report will inspire others to make 
further investments. Educating the public 
about how improving conditions can 
reduce violence in both prisons and 
jails and in the broader community 
will be central to reforming the U.S. 
correctional model.
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“Northern Europe uses 
prisons sparingly; the 
United States has more 
than 1.2 million people 
in prison and more 
than half a million in 
local jails.”
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Supporters



The 2023 Brennan Legacy Awards 
Dinner brought together 500+ 
from the ranks of law, business, 
philanthropy, civic society, and 
government to celebrate leaders  
in the fight for democracy and 
justice. Awards were given to 
Michigan Secretary of State 
Jocelyn Benson for protecting the 
vote, and to JPMorgan Chase for 
championing a fair justice system. 

Brennan Legacy 
Awards Dinner

Mireya Navarro (left) of Brennan 
en Español with Tamoa Calzadilla, 

Editor-in-Chief, Factchequeado

Troy McKenzie, Dean, 
NYU School of Law

Michigan Secretary of State 
Jocelyn Benson was honored 
for serving as a model for the 
nation by safeguarding the vote 
through her fierce protection  
of fair elections.

Alvin L. Bragg, Jr., 
Manhattan District 

Attorney

Jocelyn Benson with 
Paul Tagliabue,  

NFL Commissioner,  
1989–2006

Heather Higginbottom, accepting an  
award on behalf of JPMorgan Chase, with 
Sheena Meade, CEO, The Clean Slate Initiative.

Robert Atkins,  
Brennan Center  
Board Co-chair and 
Partner at Paul, Weiss
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BRENNAN LEGACY FUND  $125M 
While the Brennan Center has never had a formal endowment, we now have meaningful  
long-term reserves. In 2023, we received a $25 million gift for the Brennan Legacy Fund, growing it  
to a robust $125 million. A board-designated fund, it operates as a quasi-endowment that  
generates income, with the corpus to be drawn from only in emergencies. 

SOUTHERN STATES PROJECT FUND  $25M
We received a $25 million bequest in 2023 to use flexibly over any period greater than five years.  
It will support work to strengthen our democracy and reform the criminal justice system affecting  
people of color in southern states. 

STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS PROJECT  $20M
In 2023, we received a $20 million gift to be used over five years to launch our work on  
state and federal courts, as well as to continue our work on the U.S. Supreme Court. 

BRENNAN FUTURE FUND  $25M
A substantial gift awarded in 2020 established this fund, to be used over a limited period and  
to begin at a flexible future date upon board approval. It is intended to spur bold, innovative  
thinking to advance democracy and justice. 

INEZ MILHOLLAND ENDOWMENT FOR DEMOCRACY  $2M
This dedicated fund awarded in 2016 generates income to support democracy initiatives.

SPECIAL FUNDS FOR A SUSTAINABLE FUTURE
In recent years, amid unprecedented threats to our democracy,  
we have garnered extraordinary support for our future sustainability. 

FISCAL YEAR 2023 
E N D E D J U N E 3 0,  2 0 2 3

 71%
Programs

Fundraising

18%
Management  
& Administration

11%

3%
Gala Event

   1%
Other Income

 79%
Individuals & 

Family Foundations

17%

Institutional 
Foundations  
& Corporate 

Philanthropy

O R G A N IZ AT I O N A L E X P E N S E S

Programs  $29,329,846

Management  
& Administration  $7,523,108 

Fundraising  $4,431,764  

Total $41,284,718   

E XPENSES E X P E N S E S BY P RO G R A M

Democracy  $12,838,677 

Communications $9,459,125 

Liberty & National Security $2,696,532   

Justice  $2,437,022  

Federal Advocacy $1,018,519 

Fellows  $879,971 

Total $29,329,846

4%
Federal Advocacy

3%
Fellows

 44%
Democracy

9%
8%

Liberty &  
National Security

Justice

 32%
Communications

The Brennan Center regularly partners with law firms that provide generous pro bono legal 
support (list on p. 59). The monetary value of those services is not reflected here.

*This total includes the full amount of multiyear grants and gifts awarded during the fiscal year to be spent down in future periods.  
Not included in this chart: funds available from multiyear grants awarded in past years.

OPERATING SUPPORT
Individuals  
& Family Foundations $31,073,125  

Institutional Foundations  
& Corporate Philanthropy $6,822,792   

Gala Event $1,104,943 

Other Income  $178,012 

Total $39,178,872*

PL ANNED GIVING  
A growing list of supporters committed to a thriving democracy have included the  
Brennan Center in their estate planning as members of our Brennan Legacy Circle.  
We also received significant gifts through surprise bequests in fiscal year 2023 — including  
gifts to ensure we stay strong into the future. Learn more about how to pledge your  
intent and join the Circle at brennancenter.org/plannedgiving.
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Our Financials
As the Brennan Center approaches its 30th anniversary, we are proud to have grown from  
a start-up to the national force we are now. Our 40,000 supporters have made this possible.  
We receive no funding from NYU or from any government entity. We are proud to have received  
the highest marks on transparency and effectiveness from Charity Navigator and Candid. 

Our community’s donations, both for our immediate needs and for long-term sustainability,  
provide the financial foundation that enables us to operate at full strength. We are deeply grateful.
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SPECIAL THANKS
The work of the Brennan Center for Justice also happens 
thanks to the commitment of the many supporters whose 
names are not listed here, including those who contribute 
through collaborative funding networks, pro bono legal 
assistance, and employee giving programs as well as 
donors who prefer to remain anonymous. We deeply 
appreciate their generosity.

$1,000,000+
Arnold Ventures

Ford Foundation

Jerome L. Greene Foundation

Lakeshore Foundation

Scarlet Feather Fund

$500,000–$999,999
The Endeavor Foundation  

(formerly Christian A. Johnson  

Endeavor Foundation)

The JPB Foundation

Kaphan Foundation

Pivotal Ventures,  

a Melinda French Gates company

The Bernard and Anne Spitzer  

Charitable Trust

$250,000–$499,999
Bainum Family Foundation

The Bauman Foundation

Estate of Hardie A. Beloff

The Arthur M. Blank Family Foundation

Bohemian Foundation

Democracy Fund

FJC – A Foundation of Philanthropic Funds

The William and Flora Hewlett Foundation

The Joyce Foundation

The Klarman Family Foundation

Leon Levy Foundation

The Mai Family Foundation

Craig Newmark Philanthropies

Solidarity Giving

Someland Foundation

The Three Summers Fund

John D. and Catherine T.  

MacArthur Foundation

Michelle Mercer and Bruce Golden

Mertz Gilmore Foundation

Ken Miller and Lybess Sweezy

NEO Philanthropy

Open Society Foundations

The David and Lucile Packard Foundation

Park Foundation

Donald A. Pels Charitable Trust

Present Progressive Fund of Schwab Charitable

Charles H. Revson Foundation

The Rice Family Foundation

Rockefeller Brothers Fund

The Schooner Foundation

Square One Foundation

Tides Foundation

The Tow Foundation

Vital Projects Fund

Women Donors Network 

Zegar Family Foundation

$50,000–$99,999

AJG Foundation

Philip and Edith Altbach

Robert Atkins

Bartlett Family Charitable Fund

The Trey Beck Charitable Fund

Leslie and Ashish Bhutani

The Donald and Carole Chaiken Foundation

Cravath, Swaine & Moore LLP

CS Fund/Warsh Mott Legacy

Ray and Dagmar Dolby Fund

Fore River Foundation

FThree Foundation

Robert Goodman and Jayne Lipman

Goodnation Foundation

Tom Healy and Fred P. Hochberg

The Charles Evans Hughes  

Memorial Funds at FJC

Anne Hale and Arthur W. Johnson Fund

Matt and Kathryn Kamm

Ruth Lazarus and Michael Feldberg

The Shirley and Milton Levy Family  

Charitable Trust

Nancy and Edwin Marks  

Family Foundation

Roger and Margot Milliken

Karen Morris and Alan Levenson

The Overbrook Foundation

Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison LLP

Piper Fund, a Proteus Fund initiative

Public Wise

Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan, LLP

Lisa and Glenn Solomon

Sudarsky Family Foundation

Lawrence Summers and Elisa New

Universal Music Group

Sanford Waxer Trust

Weil, Gotshal & Manges LLP

William B. Wiener, Jr. Foundation

John and Lacey Williams

The Winkler Family Foundation (TX)

Irene and Alan Wurtzel

$25,000–$49,999

Alpern Family Foundation

Maurice Amado Foundation

Bernstein Litowitz Berger &  

Grossmann LLP

Allen Blue and Kira Snyder

Katherine Borsecnik and Gene Weil

$100,000–$249,999
Amazon

Autumn Fund

Bank of America

Alan and Madeline Blinder

Carnegie Corporation of New York

The Cooper-Siegel  

Family Foundation

Cornerstone Foundation

Cynthia Crossen and James Gleick

Quinn Delaney and Wayne Jordan

Fair Representation in Redistricting

Marc Fasteau and Anne G. Fredericks  

Charitable Fund

Lisa and Douglas Goldman Fund

Susan Sachs Goldman

Heising-Simons Foundation

The Heller Foundation

Robert and Lynn Johnston

JPMorgan Chase & Co.

Jacques M. Littlefield Foundation

David Cheezem and Melissa Behnke

Theodore Cross Family Charitable Foundation

Davis Polk & Wardwell LLP

Sally L. Davis-Rhodes and Gregory Rhodes

Stanley Eisenberg

Epstein Partners,  

UBS Private Wealth Management

Equal Justice America

Equal Justice Works

Mark Friedman and Marjorie Solomon

John and Kathryn Greenberg

Sheila and David Groves

John and Olga Guttag

William Talbott Hillman Foundation

Thomas and Mary Anne Jorde

Rochelle S. Kaplan and Arthur D. Lipson

Daniel F. Kolb

Lebowitz-Aberly Family Foundation

Leslie Fund, Inc.

Christopher and Linda Mayer

Nion McEvoy and Leslie Berriman

Weston Milliken at Tides Foundation

Morgan Lewis

Mario Morino

The John & Wendy Neu Foundation

Newman’s Own Foundation

Vivian and Paul Olum Charitable Foundation

The Marshall and Veronique Parke Family

PayPal

David J. Roberts

Fran and Charles Rodgers

The Rosewater Fund

Stephen M. Ross

Sagner Family Foundation

John Silberman

Simpson Thacher & Bartlett LLP

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP

Sandor and Faye Straus

Estate of Janet M. Strothman

Barbara A. Tarmy

Tuttleman Foundation

Kenneth Vittor and Judith Aisen  

Charitable Fund

WilmerHale

$10,000–$24,999

The Alderyn Fund

Amalgamated Bank

A-Mark Foundation

Arnold & Porter

Todd H. Baker and Diane A. Baker

The Beautiful C Foundation

Jann J. Bellamy

The Dale and Max Berger Family Foundation

Michael Beriss and Jean Carlson

Tom and Andi Bernstein

Ann C. Bertino and Joseph L. Pellis II

The Birches Foundation

Mark and Deborah Blackman  

Charitable Trust

BLT Charitable Trust

Helen Bodian and Roger Alcaly

Brose Hie Hill Foundation

William C. Bullitt Foundation

The Florence V. Burden Foundation at the 

recommendation of board member 

Charmaine S. Burden, and Carter Burden

Cantor Fitzgerald, L.P.

Brad and Judy Chase

Joan Cirillo and Roger Cooke

Marilyn Clements

Collaborative for Gender and  

Reproductive Equity

“When I get really 
worried about this 
world, I look to the 
Brennan Center.  
I look to this 
wonderful 
organization for 
information that  
I don’t have to  
fact-check and for 
solid background 
that I can rely on. 
Thank you for the 
important work 
that you do.”
Dotty Burstein, 
Supporter since 2020
Winchester, MA

* Funding levels represent annualized giving.

We sincerely regret any omissions or incorrect listings.
Please contact us at donations@brennan.law.nyu.edu with updates.

Our Supporters
The Brennan Center’s work is made possible through the generous  
support of our community of donors and their commitment to an  
America that is democratic, just, and free. With deep gratitude for their  
partnership in 2023, we are pleased to recognize some of our most  
dedicated supporters — individuals and families, charitable  
foundations, law firms, and businesses.*
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Dana and Sunny Jo Comfort

Covington & Burling LLP

Dechert LLP

Del’s Kids Family Fund  

of Oregon Community Foundation

Jennifer DiBrienza and Jesse Dorogusker

Richard Dickson and Michelle Travis

Howard Dickstein and Jeannine English

Dolotta Family Charitable Foundation

Sean Eldridge and Chris Hughes

Enhancing Tomorrow Foundation

Barbara Eyman and Robert Antonisse

Lester and Carol Ezrati

Les Fagen

James W. and Elizabeth B. Fentress

Fenwick

The Fine and Greenwald Foundation, Inc.

Florsheim Fund 2

Rudolph and Hilda Forchheimer Foundation

Fund for a Safer Future

Ross A. Garon and Anna Suh

Shelley and Gordon Geballe

Marsha Gleeman

Serra Falk Goldman

Danielle C. Gray

Richard and Peggy Greenfield

Lisa Gustavson and Christopher Sales

The Marc Haas Foundation

Jon L. and Jo Ann Hagler

Rosie and Bob Heil

Co-owners of the Bonta and Helen Hiscoe 

Charitable Fund

Deborah K. Holmes Family Foundation

Elizabeth and Justyn Howard

The Audrey and Sydney Irmas 

 Charitable Foundation

Jackson Family Fund of the Princeton Area  

Community Foundation

Jenner & Block LLP

Pamela Jones and Craig Russell

Samuel and Nancy Ann Stern Karetsky

Karsten Family Foundation

Richard Kendall and Lisa See

Kirkland & Ellis

The Nat R. and Martha M. Knaster  

Charitable Trust

Korein Foundation

Latham & Watkins LLP

Lederer Foundation

Jonathan E. Lehman

The Lehman-Stamm Family Fund

The Leighty Foundation

Philip Lentz

Limbik

Dan Lowenstein

Jeffrey and Susanne Lyons

Ramsay MacMullen Trust

Meltzer-Thorne Family Fund of  

the Liberty Hill Foundation

Wilhelm Merck and Nonie Brady

Nancy Meyer and Marc Weiss

Bonnie Mills and Doug Eicher

The Leo Model Foundation

Stephen Moe

Karen Moffat

The John Henry Moore Fund

The Morrison & Foerster Foundation

James E. Murphy

National Basketball Association

National Football League

NBCUniversal

Barbara M. Neal

Notaboat Fund

O’Melveny & Myers LLP

Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe LLP

Outten & Golden LLP

Franz Paasche and Alison Pavia

James C. and Jeannine Park 

Jill and Geoffrey Parker

Precision Strategies

Sara Ransford

Jim and Stacy Rechtin

The Red Leaf Family Foundation

Micki Kaplan Reiss and Jonathan Reiss

Alice and Ben Reiter

Rockefeller Family Fund

Larry and Wendy Rockefeller

Clifford Ross

Jacqueline Rubin and Matthew Healey

A & J Saks Foundation

Francesco Scattone

Rick Schaffer

The Schmale Family

Schulte Roth & Zabel LLP

Trink and Ernie Schurian

The Shames Family Foundation

Howard M. Shapiro and Shirley Brandman

The Silver Foundation

Gretchen Sisson and Andrew McCollum

SLC Giving Fund

Melodie and Alan Solway

Fred and Alice Stanback

David and Liz Ehrenfest Steinglass

Barbra Streisand

Frances Sweeney

Maureen and Paul Swetow

Chandler and Paul Tagliabue

Hans Tung and Claire Huang

Guslé Villedrouin

Philippe and Katherine Villers

Josh and Roby F. Weinreich

Christine L., Cassandra, and Bryan K. White

Jennine Williamson and John Fitzgerald

The Winkler Family Foundation (CA)

Wendy C. Wolf

Holly S. Wright

Team Zimm Family Trust

Zuckerman Spaeder LLP

$5,000–$9,999

Don Abbott

Kendall Anthony

Brian Arbogast and Valerie Tarico

Benjamin M. Baker

Ned W. Bandler and Jean Taft  

Douglas Bandler

Dr. Richard and Professor Jane Baron

Baumol Family Foundation

William and Debbie Becker

Louise Well Bedichek

Joan and Ira Berkowitz

David E. Boone and Jacki D. Hinton

Garrett and Cecilia Boone

Nuna and Clay Bosler

Bright Funds Foundation

Frieda and Mike Brigner

Andrew Brown and Marley Goldman

Mary Catherine Bunting

Jasmine Cresswell Candlish

Cardinal Brook Trust

S. Davis Carniglia, J.D./Ph.D., and  

Mary Claire Baker

Charina Foundation

Kathy and Stuart Chiron

The Clermont Foundation

David and Negar Conrad

Jeremy Creelan and Stephanie Buchanan

Daedalus Foundation

Lynn Dantzker

Davies Family Fund

Ellen Dohmen

Edwards Family Fund

Susan and Charles W. Elder

Al Fan and Sue Wollan Fan

Timothy Feltes in loving memory  

of Gretchen M. Feltes

John Fife

Anne L. Geissinger

Goodwin Procter LLP

Sean and Alisha Griffey

Peter and Elizabeth Haaker

Kathryn Haller and Jeffrey Johnson

David P. Halstead

Hon. Bryanne Hamill and Thomas Hamill

Gail and John N. Hanson

Gerry E. Harper

Kimberley D. Harris

Bonnie R. Hecht

John and Sarah Henry Charitable Fund

David and Margaret Hensler

David Hochman and Eugenia L. Siegler

The Lorance Hockert Memorial Fund

Dr. William and Paula Hodgkiss

R. Thomas Hoffmann (NYU Law class of 

’76) and Melane K. Hoffmann

The Brightwater Fund, Gloria Jarecki

Jean Johnson and Peter Miller

Roger T. and Linda Johnson

Robin Kaplan

Robert J. Katz

John S. Kendall

Jonathan Otis Kerlin

Dock Knowtorious

Bruce and Susanne Landau

Lewis H. Lazarus

Leaves of Grass Fund

Harry and Yvonne Lenart  

Charitable Foundation

Richard and Madeleine Lenski

Adam Levin

Jerry and Linda Levin

Zahavah Levine and Jeff Meyer

Robert L. Liu

Andrew Locke

Makoff Family Foundation

Edward Mandell and Lisa Greenberg

The Mathews Family Charitable Fund

Carol and Bob Mattocks

Bozena and John McLees

Menemsha Family Fund

Jane and Richard A. Mescon

Middle Road Foundation

Nelson Minar

Morgan Stanley

Larry Moscow and Cindy Paradies

Douglas M. Myers and Sue-Ellen Myers

Malcolm Netburn

David Neuwirth and Hattie Myers

Martinus H. Nickerson

John and Jean Nonna

Stephen H. Norris

Danielle Omvig

Shirley and Eric Paley

Pearlman-Swartz Charitable Fund

Linda Perlstein

Pfizer

Ruth and Stephen Pollak

Ben Posel and Jessica Bauman

Frances R. Posel

Susan and Robert Quinn

Scott and Terri Ranney

The Reiland/Boen Charitable Fund

Steven Alan Reiss and Mary Mattingly

Reuler-Lewin Foundation

Paula Riggert

Kathleen A. Roberts and Howard Clyman

Wyatt Rockefeller and Julie Fabrizio

Ropes & Gray LLP

Gerald Rosenfeld and Judith Zarin

Dr. Paul and Donna Rosenzweig

Robert Rothhouse

David and Meredith Rusoff

Don Ryan and Marilena Amoni

Scappaticci-Steinberg Foundation

Michael L. Schler

John L. and Donna V. Sennott, Jr.

The Senville Foundation

Ilene Shaw

Shell Oil Company Foundation

Steven David and Stephanie E. Silverman

Joanne Slotnik and Stephen Trimble

Mason Smith

Nancy and John Solana Advised Fund at  

The Dallas Foundation

Steptoe Racial Justice Fund

Mark Stevens and Mary Murphy

Stefanie H. Stevenson

Rex and Nancy Stockton

Elizabeth Stones

Tim Stumbaugh (TJS Sigma Earth Foundation)

Catherine and Michael Thiemann

The Three Sisters Foundation

Alice Underwood

Patricia E. Vance

Christine Varney and Tom Graham

Marjorie Y. Volkel

Herbert Waldren

Mara Frankel Wallace and Rick Wallace

Carol Watson and Gregory Kunert

Leslie K. Williams and James A. Attwood, Jr.

Diane Van Wyck

Zaitlin-Nienberg Family Fund 

“I am very appreciative that the Brennan 
Center is leading the discussion on the 
many important issues facing our country 
today. More power to you!”
Marjorie Y. Volkel
Supporter since 2021
Alexandria, VA

“Your work 
dovetails with 
my wishes for  
the U.S. to be a 
virtuous society.”
Richard Glazer
Supporter since 2012
Alpine, NJ
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Astor Street Foundation, Inc.

Nancy Atherton

Dr. Arleen D. Auerbach

Erin Austin

Neil Auwarter

Fred and Wendy Bachman

Peter Backes and Ann Burrows-Rose

Susanna Baird

Joseph Baker

Sandra S. Baron and Gregory L. Diskant

Tony Barron

Jim and Kathy Bartsch

Richard and Taylor Beale Family Fund

Julianne Beall and Will T. Amatruda

David and Jeanine Bean Charitable Fund

Alan Beard

W. Robinson and Barbara W. Beard

Jim and Linda Beers

Chantal and Curtis Below

Jeff Benjamin

Dianne Bennett and William Graebner

Helen E. Berkman

Roger Berlind

Anna Bernstein

Peter R. Bernstein and Ala M. Hamilton-Day

Zachary and Rachael Bernstein

Annie Berry

Richard and Eleanor Berry

Linda Beyce

Marsha Dick Bilzin

Roxane D. Bleiweis

Buck and Janelle Blessing

Nancy and Casey Blood

Lynn Z. Bloom

Victoria A. Blower and David J. Schmid

James Blume and Kathryn Frank

Zachary and Rebecca Blume

Jabe Blumenthal and Julie Edsforth

Elizabeth Book

Lori Bornstein and Alan Rothman

Michael Boudett

Barbara A. Bowen and Joel M. Weirick

Jack Bradshaw

Howard Brecher

Frank Brezel

Elaine Bridges

Douglas Brittain

Kacia and Clark Brockman

Beverly and Sheldon Brodsky

Judith and Thomas Brody

Brokaw Family Foundation

The Harold & Stephanie Bronson Fund

Haynes Brooke

Peter Brooks

Richard Brosnick and Jill Del Monico

Karen S. Brown and James J. Takasugi

Kathleen Brown

Matthew Brown

Mike Brown

Charles A. Browning

Samuel Bruns

Robert L. Bryant

Michael and Sara Buckley

Carolyn S. Bucksbaum

Dorothy C. Bullitt

Dan Bunting and Brenna Vincent  

Family Foundation

Carol Burchard O’Hare and Walter McDonald

Michelle Burg

Brian E. Burke and Lynn Margherio

Michael Burns

Dotty Burstein

Mark Busto and Maureen Lee

The Byock-Shaw Family Fund  

of the Liberty Hill Foundation

Alice Byowitz

Michael Byowitz and Ruth Holzer

Steve Byrnes and Jamie Mandelbaum

Dr. William Cabin

Steve and Buffy Caflisch

David Callard

Jed Callen

William Campbell

Charles W. Carl, Jr.

Deborah Carliner and Robert Remes

Marne Caruana

James E. Castello

William G. Cavanagh

Stephanie Chaplin

Arthur Charity

Elaine Charney

Kenneth H. Chase

Martha Chase

Allen Chazin

Mel Chen

Melinda Chen

Paula Chertok

Ellen Chesler and Matthew Mallow

Julia Chu

Alison Cichowlas

Alison Cien Fuegos

Scott M. Clements

Eileen F. Cohen

Harvey and Naomi Cohen

John Collinge and Zandra Flemister

Comcast NBCUniversal

Dr. David L. and Dr. Rebecca E. Conant

Ann Condon

Brian Considine

Nina Cooper

Janice S. Cooperstein

Janet Cornelius and Nancy M. Voss

Barbara and Chris Creed

Rosemary Crockett

James E. and Sara Culhane

Nina Cunningham

Peggy and Mark Curchack

Mark and Debbie Curtiss

Robert Cusumano, Legal Horizons Foundation

Eli and William Dale

Hon. Beverly Daniels-Greenberg (Ret.)  

and Donald Greenberg

Jon and Katherine Dart Charitable Foundation

John Dashman

Emily Monk Davidson Foundation

Sheryl Davies

Florence A. Davis

Thomas E. DeBlois, M.D.

John DeFore

Delaney-Geis Charitable Fund

Delman Family Charitable Trust

DeLong Family Fund

DHS Fund: Dignity, Hope, Service

Harry Dickerson

Anita Dinerstein

Directions For Rural Action Fund

Amy J. Divine

Doyle Dobbins

Thomas Doetschman

Stephen and Minda Dolmatch

Lynn B. Donaldson and Cameron S. Avery

Sheila Donnelly

Julie Dorfman

Adrienne Douglas

Susanne and John Dowdall

Patricia A. Dowden and Kenji Kawai

Frances Lynnwood Downing

Raya S. Dreben

Daniel Drell

George Driesen

Norman Dudziak

Alice E. Duerr

Pat Dunbar

Thomas T. Duncan

Dennis and Carolyn Dunn

Susan and Thomas Dunn

EB Family Fund

Diane and Ron Eichner

Francelia Eldridge

Steve Ellison

Wendy Ellison:  

The Be True To One Another Fund

Melinda Emerson

Lillian Emmons

Jeffrey and Rebecca Engel

Michelle and Glenn Engelmann

Richard and Diana England

Robert V. and Susan L. Epley

Nanci Erskine

Geri Evans

Excelsior Impact Fund

Steve Kenneth and Melanie Eynon

Peggy Farber

Fred and Martha Farkouh

Jennifer Farver and Matthew Notowidigdo

James D. Fearon and Lisa Cheryll Derrer

Jo Featherstone

Nancy Federman

Sharon Feigon and Steven Bialer

Ellen Feldberg Gordon and Michael Gordon

Jim Feldman

Matthew J. and Gillian M. Fenton

Alan and Brenda Ferber

Jody Fleischer

Susan D. and David L. Fleming

James and Margaret Fletcher

Susan Flicop and Christopher Hill

Nancy and Thomas Florsheim

Patricia Fluhrer

Laurence S. Fogelson

Ms. Brenda Forgione

Stephen and Lynda Fox

Felice C. Frankel

Paul and Joan Franklin

Franklin Philanthropic Foundation

Robert W. Frantz

Dan French and Rosann Tung

David Frieder

Eleanor Friedman and Jonathan J. Cohen

Robert M. Friedman

$1,000–$4,999
1002 Foundation

Henry and Ruth Aaron

Amy Peck Abraham

Dr. Frank B. Adams and Maureen Swenson

Patricia and Ronald Adler

Susan Albert and Bruce Maximov

Heidi Albrecht

Diana Alcázar-O’Dowd and Joseph O’Dowd

Ann Alexander

Douglas Allchin

Machelle H. Allen, MD

Patrick Allen

Michael Allison

Mimi and Barry Alperin

Daniel Alterman and Li Wah Lai

Julie and Alan Altshuler

Teresa Amabile

The American Gift Fund

Christine E. Andersen Fund of the  

Hugh J. Andersen Foundation

Carol Anderson

LeRoy Anderson

Kristin Anundsen

Arthur I. Applbaum and Sally L. Rubin

Varda Appleton and David Schriger

Jennifer Armstrong

Carol R. Aronoff

Seth Arvanites

The Gail M. Asarch Private Charitable 

Foundation on behalf of Allison Asarch

Ruth and Edward Friedman

JoAnn M. Fritsche

Nancy Fuchs

Jonathan Fuller

David Quinn Gacioch/The Gacioch Family

Angela Garcia-Sims

Trish and Tony Garrison

Stephen Gelardi

Elizabeth Geraghty

Stephen Gershman and Emily Holzman

Julie Ann Giacobassi and Zach Hall

Tracy C. Gibbons, Ph.D.

Jonathan Gibson and Eliza Mabry

Cathe Giffuni

Betsy A. Gillapsy

Bonnie Gilson

Daniel Ginsburg and Laura Lechner

Brooke Gladstone and Fred Kaplan

Ellen Glanz and Richard Berger

William and Laura Glasner

John Godich

Edward Goff

The Gold Foundation

Matthew A. Gold

Dr. Leonard Goldman and Dr. Lisa DeMarco

Robert Goldsmith and Kathleen McIsaac

Sally Goldsmith

Daniel Goldstein and Laura Sklar

David Goodin

Caryl Goodman and Austin Wertheimer

Miller Gootnick Family Fund

Cathleen Gorman

Peter Grabosky

Zoe Gravitz

Paul A. Gray and Enrica Vagliani

Greater Horizons

Diane Green

Diane and Harry Greenberg

Megan Greenberg

The Greene-Milstein Family Foundation

Jason Greenwald and Corey Nickerson

Teg Grenager and Heather Hughes

Linda L. Grigsby and Dr. J. D. Luttmer

Frank Grobman

Liz Kanter Groskind and Eric Groskind

Carol Gross

Susan and Stephen Gross

Ken Grossinger and Micheline Klasbrun

Antonia and George Grumbach

Adele Grunberg

“We feel that the 
Brennan Center’s 
work is so very 
important. Thank 
you for supporting 
our democracy, 
voting rights, and 
transparency 
issues.”
Dr. William and Paula Hodgkiss
Supporter since 2023
San Diego, CA
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Louise Van Horne

Howard Horowitz

Sylvia Horwitz

Dr. Elizabeth Hostetler

Alfred Howell, Jr.

Marilyn Hoyt and Dan Wharton

The Human Scum Giving Fund

Anne Humes

Sidney and Carol Hurlburt

Ani Hurwitz

Susie Hwang and Matt Glickman

The Hyman Levine Family Foundation:  

L’Dor V’Dor

Miriam and Steven Hyman

Katie and Eric Iverson

Jeffrey and Laura Jacobs

Sharad Jain

Karen and Peter Jakes

Patrick Jenkins

Tom and Betsy Jennings

JK Group Inc

Betsy Johnson

Charles and Janet Johnson

Mark Johnson Roberts and Jay Roberts

Michaela Johnson

Susan and Richard Johnston

Candice Johnstone

John and Mary Kagel

Linda and Thomas Kalinowski

Mark E. Kalmansohn

Julia Kalmus and Abe Lillard

Renee Kamm Goff and Neal Goff

Joan Kammerer

David H. T. Kane

Mr. and Mrs. Kanesathasan

Kanter Family Foundation

Cheryl and Mark Kaplan

Donna L. Kaplan

Peter Kaplan and Katharine Hanson

Chris and Beth Karlin

Lesley Karsten

Ronna F. Katz

Sherry Katz and Mark Farber

Amy Kay

Kazan, McClain, Satterley, Lyons, Greenwood

Keewaydin Sustainability Fund

Katherine A. Keller and Douglass L. Custis

Lori Kenschaft and Randall Smith

Joanie Kerr

Kersten Family Fund

Philip Gruppuso and Martha Manno

Nancy Gurman, Esq., and Andrew W. 

Gurman, M.D.

Andrea Guttag

Beth and Paul Gutwin

Melinda Haag and Charles Fanning

Barry Haas and Susan Hardin

Karen and BJ Haberkorn

Hammond Family Foundation

Peter and Harriet Hanauer

M. Shae Hanford

Christine Hankla

Kit Hansen and Stephen Greenfield

Judith Harper

Joyce Harris

Cindy and David Harrison

James G. Hart

Lynn Hashimoto

Dennis L. Hastings

Stanley and Betty Hatch

Brad and Susan Hathaway

Robert Hauge

The Hawley Family Fund at Community 

Foundation Santa Cruz County

Joyce and Cecil Hayes

HCD Foundation

Michael Headrick and Deirdre McMahon

David Heilbroner and Katherine Davis

Paul Hellman Foundation

David Hemmendinger

Hennessey-Dague Charitable Fund

Patricia Henry

Stephen Henry

William B. Herdle

Donald Hess

Peter T. Hess and Debra M. Kenyon

Linda Hesse

Michelle Hester

Mary and Tom Heyman

Mark Hillenbrand

Karen C. Hodges

Jessica K. Hodgins

Reese T. Holser

Jeanie Holt

Deborah Holtz

Deborah and Christopher van den Honert

Rev. Richard Hong on behalf of the  

FPCE Missions Committee

Ross Hooper

Aliina and Tim Hopkins

Kirkland & Ellis Foundation

Phyllis S. Kirschner

Larry E. and Leneta A. Kitchel

Adrienne Kitchen

Leni Klaimitz

Kyle A. Knapp

James B. Kobak, Jr.

Kathryn Kohm and Charles Ayers

Kenneth and Brenda Korach

Paul Korman

Victor and Sarah Kovner

David M. Kozak

Cathy Kramer

Steven Kramer

Susan and Bob Kresek

Janet and Joe Krovoza

Diane K. Krueger

Bruce J. Kuehn

Karen and Phillips Kuhl

Stephen F. Kunkel

Mike and Sheila Kurzman

Ellen Lafler

John Q. Lafond

Ted Landau and Naomi Auerbach

Ann O. Lansing

Berton M. Lapidus

Marc Lapidus

Herbert V. and Nancy J. Larnerd

Jeffrey Lazar

Ron Lazer

Alice P. League

Helen and Albert LeBlanc

Andrew and Juliette Lebor

John Lee and Karen Murphy

Ruth Lehmann

Joan M. Leiman

James M. Lemkin

Leonard Law, PC

Lesbians for Good

Julia and Roger Lester

Oren Levin

Dr. Stuart Eric Levine and  

Nanci Mulholland Levine

Jennifer Levitt

C. Stephen Lewis

Lichter-Marck Fund of  

the Liberty Hill Foundation

Joseph L. Lincoln

Brian Lindauer and Elaine Shen

Stephen Linett

Steve and Amy Lipin

Jonathan Lipnick and Susan C. Scheuer

Ruth Lipscomb

Mark Liss and Bonnie Burt

Paula and Barry Litt

Littleton Road Productions

Robert Lofthus

Grace and Ken Logan

Timothy Long

Melanie Loo

Hilary and Stephen Loring

Richard and Carol Loudis

Sheldon and Marianne Lubar

Fran Ludwig

Michael Luey

Janet Lees Lynch

Ric MacDowell

Lisa and Ross Macfarlane

Elizabeth MacGowan

Jesse and Alissa Maddren

The Maddux Fund

The MAG Fund

Karen Magid

James Maino and Lisa Kilburn

Yael Mandelstam and Kenneth Tabachnick

Angela Markle and Travis Johnston

Stanley Marks

David and Jackie Marlin Fund

Marsh & McLennan Agency

Jillian, Allan A., and Richard A. Martin

Philip H. Martin

Peter Martinazzi

Mather Giving Fund

James Mauch

Jonathan Mayer

J. Avery McGinn

Elaine McKiernan

Nancy McManamin

Kate and Jim McMullan

Jonathan C. Medow

Linda Meier

Kim Mellen-McLean

The Adam and Nathan Mendelson Fund

Mark and Jane Mendlow

Josephine A. Merck

Julie Meredith

Mary Ann and Dr. Roger V. Meyer

Ray Meyer

Pam Meyerson

The Michel Family Foundation

Frank and Ellen Michelman

Elisabeth A. Mickenberg

Frances Milberg

Barbara R. Miller and James Alleman

Ron Miller

Betty Milum

Judd and Linda Miner

David and Leslee Miraldi

Jessie Mishkin

Bob and Sharon Moeller

Richard and Barbara Moore

Lynn and Frances Morehous

Ruthanne Marie Morentz

William and Barbara Morkill

William and Mary Sue Morrill

Kate Morris

Mary and Malcolm Morris

Sy and Linda Moskowitz

Sija van Mourik

Rev. Kerry Mueller

Mark R. Munetz and Lois S. Freeman

Patrick J. Murphy

Cassie Murray and Bill Plapinger

Melissa Murray and Joshua Hill

Carolyn Myers

Stephen A. and Naomi Myers

Regina Myerson

John C. Nangle

Jim and Mary Neal

Matthew Neiger

Robert Neigh

Gail Nelson

James Nelson

Norman Giving Fund

Hon. Rita M. Novak (ret.)

Carol Noymer

David Offen

Doug and Emilie Ogden/ 

The North Ridge Foundation

Olive Bridge Fund of  

Oregon Community Foundation

Denise Oliver

Warren Oliveri and McGennis Williams

John and Lorraine Olson

Joseph N. Onek

Tim van Oppen

Stuart B. Orford

The Frank Pace, Jr. Foundation, Inc.

Melvin E. and Grace J. Page

Aviva Paley

Jeremy Paris

Michael G. Parker

Debra and Antoinette Parmet

Marcus Paroske

Noreen J. Parrett

Dr. Rebecca Parsons

Mark Pasley and Elic Suazo

Jeffrey Passel

Brian and Erin Pastuszenski

Diane Pattee

Elizabeth (Libba) Patterson

Margaret and William Patterson

Laurie and David Pauker

Justin Pava

William L. and Patricia Paxton

Martha and Al Pearson

Mary Pembroke and David Perlin

Penn Oberlander Family Foundation, Inc.

Anne Pennington

Frank Penski

Jeffrey G. Pepper

Laurence and Caren Peters
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