
Briefing
March 2017

EPRS | European Parliamentary Research Service
Author: Micaela Del Monte
EPRS – European Parliament Liaison Office, Washington DC

ENPE 599.382

US Presidential executive action
SUMMARY

Since Donald Trump took office as President of the United States in January 2017, he
has fulfilled several of his campaign promises by signing executive orders (EOs) and
memoranda. These executive actions have raised questions, including what actions the
President may legally and unilaterally take, for what purposes the President may use
his executive authority, and what he can actually do without passing through Congress.

Although the data are not comprehensive, as not all presidential actions have to be
published, a historical perspective may help to give insight into how US Presidents
have used their executive authority. It appears that since George Washington, all
Presidents have, to different extents, made use of their executive authority to
advance their policy views and organise their administration. Unilateral Presidential
policy-making has raised tensions, in particular with Congress, to which the US
Constitution confers all legislative powers. President Barack Obama was heavily
criticised by his opponents for advancing his policy goals without Congress and by
signing executive orders (making policy with the 'stroke of a pen').

Despite a Republican majority in both houses of Congress, President Trump appears
to be following the same pattern. He signed two executive orders on the day of his
inauguration and other presidential actions have followed, including a presidential
memorandum to withdraw the US from the Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement
(TPP). However, to date, the most controversial EO introduced temporary measures
restricting entry to the country for refugees and citizens from seven countries defined
as of 'particular concern' on national security grounds. The order led to massive
protests in the US and across the world, was challenged in court, and was finally
temporarily put on hold nationwide by a federal judge. On 6 March, President Trump
signed a new EO revoking the contested one and introducing new measures, limiting
immigration from six of the countries. But this EO too has run into legal hurdles.

In this briefing:
 Background
 The President’s legal authority
 When and why Presidents make

use of their authority
 Latest developments under

President Trump
 Main references
 Annex



EPRS US Presidential executive action

Members' Research Service Page 2 of 8

Background
During the last weeks of the Obama Administration (2009-2017), much was discussed
about his potential legacy in both foreign and domestic policy. One major issue was
President Obama’s relations with Congress and his attempts to advance his political
agenda 'despite' Congressional opposition. In 2014, during his yearly 'State of the Union'
address to Congress, President Obama listed measures to boost growth and strengthen
the American middle classes, and stated his eagerness to work with Congress. However,
he also said clearly that: 'wherever and whenever I can take steps without legislation to
expand opportunity for more American families, that’s what I am going to do'. Congress,
and Republicans in particular, reacted strongly to this stance and accused him of abusing
the Constitution, and thus undermining the separation of powers, whenever he enforced
policies through executive fiat. Despite a Republican majority in Congress, President
Trump has also decided to make use of his executive authority to advance policy goals
rapidly, without going through the ordinary legislative process in Congress. In presenting
details of the programme for his first 100 days, President Trump stated that he would
'cancel every unconstitutional executive action, memorandum and order' issued under
the Obama Administration.

Checks and balances in the US system
The US system was built upon the principle of the separation of powers together with
checks and balances. Some argued that the primary objective of such a system was not
to ensure efficient government, but that none of the branches exercises its power in an
arbitrary manner.1 Over the years, in an attempt to overcome Congress's inability or
unwillingness to collaborate with the executive branch, US Presidents have exercised
their executive authority to differing degrees. Also, the fact that the US Constitution is
brief and somewhat vague has left the door open to interpretation, which may allow
Presidents to continue enjoying some freedom to make policy measures unilaterally.2
Often, where the Constitution is silent or unclear, institutions have attempted to set
historical precedents to frame future action. This has raised criticism from the legislative
branch, and sometimes led to judicial review. Because presidential action can have the
force and effect of law, Congress may see it as an attempt to usurp the prerogatives of
the legislative branch as established by the Constitution. However, criticism seems
unlikely to be raised under the present unified government. For the first time since the
111th Congress (2009-2011), the White House and both houses of Congress are held by
the same political party. Even though presidential executive actions may be perceived as
a way to circumvent the legislative branch, it is unquestionable that these actions, under
certain conditions, are not only legal but also unlikely to disappear.

Graph 1: Composition of 115th Congress, as of 3 January 2017

Source: EPRS own elaboration.
NB: As of 2 March 2017 five seats in the House are vacant as five Representatives have resigned. In the Senate two
independents caucus with Democrats.

https://www.brookings.edu/blog/fixgov/2016/12/30/president-obamas-legislative-legacy-and-what-it-means-for-the-next-administration/
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2015/565911/EPRS_BRI(2015)565911_EN.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2014/01/28/president-barack-obamas-state-union-address
http://www.npr.org/2016/11/09/501451368/here-is-what-donald-trump-wants-to-do-in-his-first-100-days
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/R44334.pdf
http://library.clerk.house.gov/documents/resigned.pdf
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The President’s legal authority
The legal authority for issuing presidential actions comes either from the Constitution or
from Congressional statutory delegation. With the latter, the legislative branch remains
able to withdraw or modify the underlying authority. When Congress delegates authority
to the President, it may require him to exercise it by issuing a specific form of directive or
action. The Constitution does not explicitly refer to executive orders (EO) or
proclamations, however it is assumed that presidential authority stems from its Article II.
The President can exercise his authority as head of the executive branch (Article II),
Commander in Chief (Article II, Section 2, Clause 1), head of state (Article II, Section2,
Clause 2 and Section 3) and chief enforcement officer (Article II, Section 3).

Excerpt of Article 2 of the US Constitution

Section 1. The executive power shall be vested in a President of the United States of America.....

Section 2. The President shall be commander in chief of the Army and Navy of the United States....

He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided
two thirds of the Senators present concur; and he shall nominate, and by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate, shall appoint ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of
the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United States, whose appointments are not
herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be established by law....

Section 3. He shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed...

Form and content of Presidential executive action
Over the years, Presidents have made great use of presidential action in the form of
executive orders, presidential memoranda, and proclamations. A 2008 CRS report lists no
fewer than 26 types of presidential action. Though the distinction amongst presidential
actions is somewhat blurred, some elements can help to define them. In 1957, the House
Government Operations Committee issued a report3 according to which executive orders
and proclamations are actions or directives by the President in the form of written
documents. They may have the force and effect of law. However, EOs usually affect
government officials and agencies, whereas proclamations are mostly directed at private
individuals. The only difference is that, since 1935, executive orders have to be published
in the Federal Register, while memoranda and proclamations are published if the
President considers that they are of general application and have legal effects. Publication
can be avoided if the President considers that national security or other specified reasons
require the actions to remain unpublished.

In 1962, President John F. Kennedy issued executive order 11030 to govern the process
of preparing and presenting EOs and proclamations. They should, inter alia, refer to the
legal basis; before finalisation they should be submitted to the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) with a clear explanation of the nature, purpose,
background, and effect of the proposed EO; they should then be transmitted to the
Attorney General for him or her to consider both their form and legality; and only after
approval by the Attorney General are they to be transmitted to the Federal Register.

The content of presidential actions also varies a lot. Some lack significant policy
implications, while others may greatly affect citizens’ lives. Some are routine acts
recognising national holidays, while others may affect the US position in foreign relations.
In some cases, executive orders are of very marginal importance.4 In 1789, President
Washington issued a proclamation recognising Thanksgiving as a national holiday, and a

https://www.law.cornell.edu/constitution/articleii
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/98-611.pdf
https://www.federalregister.gov/executive-orders
https://www.archives.gov/federal-register/codification/executive-order/11030.html
https://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/
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few years later, in 1793, issued another proclamation stating US impartiality in the war
between France and Great Britain.

Over the years, the legality of presidential authority and the extent of its scope have been
challenged in court. In 1952, during the Korean conflict, steel workers announced that
they would go on strike. President Truman issued an executive order to authorise the
Secretary of Commerce to run the steel industry, arguing that the strike would damage
national defence while US military forces were deployed in Korea. The steel companies
challenged the EO, and the subsequent Supreme Court opinion helped to frame the limits
of executive authority. To date, the main elements to assess Presidential authority are
still to be found in the Supreme Court position in the
Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co. v. Sawyer case and, in particular, in Justice Robert H.
Jackson's concurring opinion. He classified Presidential authority in three main categories:

1. Presidential authority is at its maximum level when it stems from Congress, because
it includes 'all that he possesses in his own right plus all that Congress can delegate'.

2. The authority is at an inferior level when Congress has neither granted nor denied
authority to the President, in this case of uncertainty the President could act upon
his independent powers. In this case, Congressional inaction or inertia may result in
an implicit invitation to the executive to act.

3. Finally, the authority is at the lowest level when the President takes actions that are
incompatible with Congress's will. In this case in particular, Congress may want to
scrutinise the executive to ensure that the balance between the two branches of
government is respected.

Executive authority was thus defined not in a vacuum but in conjunction or disjunction
with Congress’s powers.

How Presidential executive actions can be revoked
By Presidential action. Presidential executive actions are unstable by nature, because
they can be revoked by subsequent presidential action. This is likely to happen when a
new president is from a different party than his predecessor. For instance, many
Presidents have issued EOs in the first days of their mandates, including President Obama,
who issued EO 13491 to ensure lawful interrogation by revoking a President George W.
Bush executive order that had allowed the CIA to use harsh interrogation techniques (i.e.
waterboarding). One of President Trump's first EOs aimed at reviving the Keystone XL
project, a major pipeline opposed by Obama. In 2015, Congress approved the Keystone
XL Pipeline Approval Act which was vetoed by President Obama. President Trump has
also signed an EP to promote US energy independence, and roll back some of the previous
administration's actions to tackle climate change, including the Clean Power Plan.

By Congressional action. Executive orders can be revoked by Congress too. For instance
in 1992, Congress nullified EO 12806 issued by George Bush. In this case, a President could
still veto the Congressional bill, with Congress then needing a majority of two-thirds in
each chamber to over-ride the veto. Congress may also retroactively repeal legislation
upon which the President has issued an action. Congress, through its 'power of the purse'
may decide to limit or nullify the effects of a presidential action by preventing federal
funds from being used to implement it.

When Presidential executive authority stems from Congress, the latter may decide to
exercise its oversight role over the executive by including a sunset provision. In this case,

https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/343/579/case.html
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the_press_office/EnsuringLawfulInterrogations
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/24/presidential-memorandum-regarding-construction-keystone-xl-pipeline
https://www.congress.gov/bill/114th-congress/senate-bill/1
https://www.congress.gov/bill/114th-congress/senate-bill/1
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2015/02/24/veto-message-senate-s-1-keystone-xl-pipeline-approval-act
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/03/28/presidential-executive-order-promoting-energy-independence-and-economi-1
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/ATAG/2016/577989/EPRS_ATA(2016)577989_EN.pdf
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=23740
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Congress has the option to extend the law or let it lapse according to the terms of the
sunset provision.

By Judicial action. Last but not least, Presidential action may be overturned by judicial
review. Suffice to mention the current legal battle around President Trump's executive
order on immigration (see below), but it has happened in the past too. In 1993, President
Clinton asked Congress to enact a law to prohibit employers from hiring permanent
replacements for workers on strike and because the legislative branch remained inactive
he issued EO 12954. The Court of Appeals for the DC District declared it invalid and
without legal effect.

When and why Presidents make use of their
authority
Since George Washington, Presidents of the US have
made use of their constitutional authority through
executive orders, presidential proclamations,
memoranda and many other types of acts, though
executive orders, proclamations and memoranda are
the most frequently used.

It appears that new presidents tend to issue more
executive actions in the first year after their election. Presidents may issue them to shape
or organise the administration (for example, to create or close advisory boards and
commissions). For instance, President Trump issued a memorandum to reshape the
National Security Council and the Homeland Security Council. Presidential action may also
serve to shape policies: in 1965, President Lyndon Johnson issued EO 11246 to ban
employment discrimination because of race, colour, religion, sex or national origin.

Many factors seem to influence the issuance of presidential directives including:

 war or times of national emergency: President Franklin D. Roosevelt, who was the
most productive President in terms of EOs, was Commander in Chief during most of
World War II, and his administration issued 3 728 EOs;

 polarisation in Congress: Presidents may tend to make extensive use of their
executive authority when Congress is not willing to cooperate, or Presidents find that
there is little room for negotiation and compromise;

 the assumption that the presidency should be a very powerful office. For instance,
according to some, President Theodore Roosevelt had an expansive view of his own
power as President, and never considered that his duty was merely to follow the
mandate of the legislature. He issued more than 1 000 EOs;

 a situation of economic crisis requiring immediate action.

Executive action from an historical perspective
A task force of the House of Representatives looked at the impact of presidential power
over the ability of Congress to conduct oversight of the executive branch. Since George
Washington, the issuance of executive orders appears to be a non-partisan question, in
the sense that presidents from both parties have made great use of it, though Democrats
issued 8 354 and Republicans slightly fewer, 7 127. Statistical data though helpful and
informative, should be treated with caution; numbers alone are not robust indicators of
whether a given President has abused his executive authority or not. Moreover, as
previously mentioned, only executive orders and presidential proclamations have to be
published, and there is no complete record for other types of action. Therefore, it may

President Obama's executive actions
Type Number

Proclamations 1 187
Executive orders 276
Memoranda 246
Notices 206
Determinations 132
Presidential orders 5
Source: Washington Post, 6 December 2016.

http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=51072
http://caselaw.findlaw.com/us-dc-circuit/1304556.html
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/28/presidential-memorandum-organization-national-security-council-and
https://www.dol.gov/ofccp/about/50thAnniversaryHistory.html
http://www.forbes.com/sites/jimpowell/2014/01/30/how-president-obama-could-be-swept-away-with-his-executive-orders-that-defy-congress-and-the-courts/
https://judiciary.house.gov/hearing/executive-overreach-in-domestic-affairs-part-i-health-care-and-immigration/
http://www.dailydot.com/layer8/number-of-executive-orders-per-president/
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be difficult for a given President to identify all the executive directives of his predecessor.
For instance, according to some, the Obama administration was particularly active in
using presidential directives other than EOs.

However, the number of executive orders a given President has issued is irrelevant, as
long as he has been acting under a legitimate Congressional or constitutional authority.
The President may exercise his executive authority in a wide range of ways, and not all
executive actions have the same force, as noted by the Brookings Institution in 2014. An
empirical study conducted the same year looked at the use of words in EOs and
proclamations which created binding, legal obligations from 1990 to 2011: words
analysed included 'shall' and 'should'. It assumed that the frequency with which these
words occurred could be used as a proxy for measuring how binding the actions were
intended to be. A more comprehensive analysis would then look not only at the numbers
but also at their significance, and whether or not they were legally issued.

Developments under President Trump
During his first weeks in office, President
Donald Trump signed a number of executive
orders and presidential memoranda to advance
his campaign promises. The table in annex lists
some of the Presidential actions taken so far by
President Trump.

To date the most controversial EO signed by
President Trump remains the one which
introduced temporary measures for refugees
and citizens from seven countries of 'particular
concern. The executive order led to massive
protests across the ÚS and around the world. In
short, that EO:

 indefinitely prevented Syrian refugees
from entering the United States;

 suspended refugee admission
programmes from six other countries –
Iran, Iraq, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, and
Yemen – for a 120-day period;

 suspended, for a 90-day period, the entry
of all citizens from these countries, with
the exception of individuals holding a
diplomatic visa, NATO visa and other
specified categories of visa. It was unclear
whether or not this applied to lawful
permanent residents of the US, such as
green-card holders;

 fixed the refugee admission quota for fiscal year (FY) 2017 at 50 000, a reduction of
about 35 000 individuals compared to FY 2016.

Although EO 13769 did not specifically mention any religious ethnicity, it has been largely
perceived as targeting Muslims, because it affected seven Muslim-majority countries. In
particular, Section 5(b) of the EO introduced a sort of criterion to prioritise refugee claims

Number of Executive Orders by President (in
chronological order) since 1901

President
Total
EOs

Average
/ year

Years in
office

Theodore Roosevelt 1 081 145 7.47

William Howard Taft 724 181 4.00

Woodrow Wilson 1 803 225 8.00

Warren Harding 522 217 2.41

Calvin Coolidge 1 203 215 5.59

Herbert Hoover 968 242 4.00

Franklin D. Roosevelt 3 721 307 12.12

Harry Truman 907 117 7.78

Dwight Eisenhower 484 61 8.00

John F. Kennedy 214 75 2.84

Lyndon Johnson 325 63 5.17

Richard Nixon 346 62 5.55

Gerald Ford 169 69 2.45

Jimmy Carter 320 80 4.00

Ronald Reagan 381 48 8.00

George H. W. Bush 166 42 4.00

Bill Clinton 364 46 8.00

George W. Bush 291 36 8.00

Barack Obama 276 35 8.00

Data source: The American President Project.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/graphics/politics/executive-action/
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/fixgov/2014/01/30/obamas-executive-orders-a-reality-check/
https://www.mercatus.org/publication/measuring-content-not-just-number-executive-orders-and-proclamations
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/ATAG/2017/599259/EPRS_ATA%282017%29599259_EN.pdf
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/data/orders.php
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2015/572802/EPRS_BRI(2015)572802_EN.pdf
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made by individuals on the basis of religious-based persecution, provided that the religion
on the individual is a minority religion in the individual’s country of nationality. The EO
was challenged in court and a few days after entering into force, it was temporarily
suspended by a federal judge in Seattle. The Department of Justice immediately reacted
and challenged the decision at the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, in San Francisco.
The challenge was rejected, and the Court of Appeals unanimously refused to reinstate
President Trump's executive order.

On 6 March, President Trump signed a new EO which revokes EO 13769 and introduces
new measures. Compared to the previous one, the new EO:

 concerns six Muslim-majority countries (Iraq is excluded);
 does not affect all foreign nationals, with visa-holders and lawful permanent

residents exempted;
 did not enter into force immediately, but 10 days after its signature by President

Trump, i.e. on 16 March;
 suspends for 120 days the entry into the country of refugees, but not of those who

are formally scheduled to travel to the US by the State Department;
 does not contain any reference to religious affiliation.

Another controversial executive order addresses border security, issuing instructions for
the construction of a wall on the US-Mexico border. This was one of President Trump's
priorities, and though he claimed during the election campaign that Mexico would pay
for it, at this stage it seems clear that this will not be the case.

A memorandum has directed the US Trade Representative (USTR) to withdraw the US as
a signatory to the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and to stop TPP negotiations. This action
confirmed President Trump's preference for pursuing bilateral, instead of multilateral,
trade negotiations, though it remains to be seen how this action will be perceived by the
Republican party which has traditionally been in favour of free trade.

Other memoranda aimed at facilitating the construction of the Keystone XL and Dakota
Access Pipelines, and required that all construction materials used in pipeline projects
come from the US, in line with the President's 'America First' policy.

A memorandum has banned international NGOs that provide or promote abortions from
receiving US federal funding (the 'Mexico City policy'). This memorandum, in particular,
demonstrates how unstable a policy may be if only defined by a presidential action.
Indeed, the Mexico City policy was first introduced by Ronald Reagan and successively
overturned by Democratic administrations and reinstated by Republican ones.

Main references
V.S. Chu, Executive Orders: Issuance, Modification, and Revocation, CRS, 16 April 2014.

Endnotes
1 Myers v. U.S., Justice Brandeis' dissenting opinion.
2 M. Cohn, Non-statutory executive powers: Assessing global constitutionalism in a structural-institutional context,

International & Comparative Law Quarterly, Cambridge University Press, 2015.
3 Executive Orders and Proclamations: A Study of a Use of Presidential Powers, 85th Congress, 1st Session, 1957.
4 In 2006, President George W. Bush issued EO 13403, which inter alia modified the 'left margin on executive orders' to

1 inch, from the 1½ inches indicated in EO 11030 to regulate the process for approving executive orders, which was
issued by President Kennedy.

https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/3446391-Robart-Order.html
http://cdn.ca9.uscourts.gov/datastore/general/2017/02/05/17-35105.pdf
https://localtvwiti.files.wordpress.com/2017/02/17-35105-web.pdf
http://www.cfr.org/campaign2016/
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/RS20846.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/supremecourt/text/272/52
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acknowledged and the European Parliament is given prior notice and sent a copy.

© European Union, 2017.

Photo credits: © Sean Pavone / Shutterstock.com.

eprs@ep.europa.eu
http://www.eprs.ep.parl.union.eu (intranet)
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank (internet)
http://epthinktank.eu (blog)

Annex I – President Trump's executive actions to date (non-exhaustive)

Title Purpose

Presidential Memorandum Regarding Withdrawal
of the United States from the Trans-Pacific
Partnership Negotiations and Agreement

To withdraw the US from the Trans-Pacific Partnership trade
agreement, with the intent of pursuing bilateral trade relationships.

Executive Order: Border Security and Immigration
Enforcement Improvements

To construct a wall on the US-Mexico border, construct border
detention centres, detain and expel illegal immigrants, require
federal agencies to report aid given to Mexico over the past five
years, and grant asylum on a case-by-case basis.

Presidential Memorandum Regarding
Construction of the Keystone XL Pipeline

Presidential Memorandum Regarding
Construction of the Dakota Access Pipeline

To facilitate construction of the Keystone XL petroleum pipeline from
Canada to the US by inviting TransCanada to resubmit its application
and asking federal agencies to approve and expedite applications for
construction.

To facilitate completion of the Dakota Access Pipeline across North
Dakota.

Presidential Memorandum Regarding
Construction of American Pipelines

To require that all pipelines built or repaired in the US use materials
produced in the US to the maximum extent possible.

Presidential Memorandum Regarding the Mexico
City Policy

To reinstate former President Reagan’s Mexico City policy, refusing
to provide US funding to international NGOs that provide or promote
abortions.

Executive Order on Protecting the Nation from
Foreign Terrorist entry into the United States

and revised Executive Order of 6 March

The first EO was introduced to introduce temporary measures in
order to allow the government to conduct a comprehensive analysis
of the national security risks posed by the US immigration system.

The revised EO revokes EO 13769 and introduces new measures to
assess whether the existing screening and vetting procedures
associated with the visa-issuance process and the US Refugee
Admissions Program (USRAP) protect US citizens from terrorist
attacks.

Executive Order on Reducing Regulation and
Controlling Regulatory Costs

To introduce the two-for-one regulatory policy, announced during
President Trump's campaign, according to which for each new
regulation introduced, two existing regulations should be repealed.

Executive Order on Promoting Energy
Independence and Economic Growth

To review all agency actions that potentially hinder use of domestic
energy resources, and revoke certain Presidential actions.

Source: White House.

mailto:eprs@ep.europa.eu
http://www.eprs.ep.parl.union.eu/
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank
http://epthinktank.eu/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/23/presidential-memorandum-regarding-withdrawal-united-states-trans-pacific
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/23/presidential-memorandum-regarding-withdrawal-united-states-trans-pacific
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/25/executive-order-border-security-and-immigration-enforcement-improvements
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/25/executive-order-border-security-and-immigration-enforcement-improvements
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/24/presidential-memorandum-regarding-construction-keystone-xl-pipeline
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/24/presidential-memorandum-regarding-construction-dakota-access-pipeline
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/24/presidential-memorandum-regarding-construction-american-pipelines
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/23/presidential-memorandum-regarding-mexico-city-policy
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/23/presidential-memorandum-regarding-mexico-city-policy
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/27/executive-order-protecting-nation-foreign-terrorist-entry-united-states
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/27/executive-order-protecting-nation-foreign-terrorist-entry-united-states
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/03/06/executive-order-protecting-nation-foreign-terrorist-entry-united-states
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/30/presidential-executive-order-reducing-regulation-and-controlling
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/30/presidential-executive-order-reducing-regulation-and-controlling
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/03/28/presidential-executive-order-promoting-energy-independence-and-economi-1
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/03/28/presidential-executive-order-promoting-energy-independence-and-economi-1
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/presidential-actions
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