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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Countries emerging from periods of autocratic abuses of power, despite the diversity of their experiences,                             
grapple with a common question: what measures can be taken to fortify against the specter of history                                 
repeating itself?   
 
Both the histories of other countries and our own point towards an expansive and complex set of answers:                                   
ranging from institutional reforms such as those that rein in executive power and protect an independent                               
judiciary, to robust investments in civil society and civic infrastructure.1 Among the common approaches                           
to guarding against recurrence is the pursuit of accountability.                  
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While American democracy has been steadily de-consolidating since well before the Trump                       
administration,2 the severity of transgressions in recent years is qualitatively distinct: including                       
wide-ranging misconduct at the most senior levels of government, some of which may have violated                             
criminal laws; systematic violations of democratic and rule of law norms across government; and the use                               
of government power to inflict grievous harms on specific communities. Taken together, the                         
wrongdoing has functioned as a collective effort—unrivaled in American history—to undermine our                       
representative, democratic form of government.          
 
In light of the recent scope and scale of transgressions perpetrated by public officials, should the U.S.                                 
pursue accountability for wrongdoings?        
 
The question suggests a host of others: What do we mean by accountability? Accountability for what,                               
and for whom? Accountability by whom? Accountability by what means? This paper intends to serve as                               
an analytical guide—clarifying the link between accountability and non-recurrence while distilling the                       
various considerations and tradeoffs of different accountability schemes. It relies on research from both                           
international and domestic experience, and benefited from interdisciplinary consultations with experts                     
spanning law, political science, comparative politics, transitional justice, and conflict resolution, among                       
other fields. Rather than prescribe a specific set of approaches, its goal is to equip policymakers, civil                                 
society leaders and citizens with a framework for making informed decisions about accountability efforts                           
for Trump-era transgressions.     
 
Specifically, it interrogates the following:         
 

● What do we mean by ‘accountability’? In contrast to a narrow conception of accountability                           
(e.g., only as punishing misconduct), accountability more broadly conceived is a process that:                         
constructs a full record of wrongdoing; pursues deterrence through consequences for                     
wrongdoing; rebuilds prescriptive norms of acceptable political behavior; and generates shared                     
narratives. This broader definition offers an expansive framework for designing accountability                     
schemes in service of non-recurrence.         

 
● How would accountability work towards non-recurrence? Accountability efforts can work                   

towards preventing a repeat of past transgressions through a variety of means. These include, for                             
example, setting a constructive precedent for future administrations; rebuilding public trust in the                         
rule of law and public institutions; preventing unaddressed grievances from being exploited to                         
justify future transgressions; and ensuring wrongdoers are not reputationally rehabilitated such                     
that they reenter government and recommit transgressions, or serve as a positive precedent for                           
followers. 

 
● What are generalizable risks and limitations? No matter the specific effort, accountability                       

schemes generate common risks and are bound by common limitations. These include, for                         
example, engendering mismanaged and unmet expectations; reinforcing notions among the                   
public of an irredeemably “corrupt Washington”; and deciding some truths are more valid than                           
others. Risks and limitations, while often unavoidable, can be anticipated and managed.                       
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● Which kinds of transgressions should be held to account? Not all wrongdoing is the same;                             
and the law may not adequately capture all misconduct that ought to be held to account. For                                 
instance, violations of democratic norms may not constitute criminal misconduct—but are also                       
not necessarily less deserving of scrutiny and accountability. Further, different transgressions                     
require different approaches to accountability. For instance, normative violations imply different                     
tools than criminal misconduct. Transgressions should thus be qualitatively distinguished from                     
one another.    

 
● Which actors should be held to account? Individuals contribute to transgressions differently.                       

Accountability efforts should distinguish between and respond differently to various types of                       
wrongdoers—i.e., executive decision-makers may direct transgressions, but others are responsible                   
for enabling and implementing those decisions. How best to prevent future wrongdoing by                         
executives may be different than among their enablers. Non-recurrence therefore requires                     
holding different types of actors responsible, and in different ways.                   

 
● Which instruments are available to generate accountability? There is a wide variety of both                           

formal and informal instruments available to effectuate accountability—ranging from                 
commissions of inquiry and prosecutions to lustration and public apologies. Each has distinct                         
benefits, risks, and limitations, explored here. While these instruments are intended to promote                         
accountability, they can also lay the groundwork towards other efforts that likewise work                         
towards non-recurrence, like institutional reforms.         

  
● Who are the appropriate parties to pursue accountability? Just as there is a wide range of                               

mechanisms to effectuate accountability, there is an equally broad set of parties, formal and                           
informal, who can wield these instruments—ranging from law enforcement and victims’ groups                       
to religious figures and private sector entities. Different actors are often better positioned to                           
employ certain accountability tools than others. No one institution or group has a monopoly on                             
the capabilities or responsibilities to pursue accountability.             

 
● Who must legitimize an accountability scheme with their support? Popular support for                       

accountability processes—especially in a deeply polarized society—is rarely a reasonable                   
expectation. Nor is it always necessary to make meaningful progress towards non-recurrence.                       
Various accountability measures do not require broad-based support to accomplish their goals,                       
but rather support from very specific constituencies. Legitimacy for accountability efforts should                       
therefore be construed narrowly in terms of support for particular instruments wielded by                         
particular parties.   

 
As referenced above, accountability efforts unavoidably generate an assortment of risks. This paper aims                           
to acknowledge and distill them. It also posits, however, that avoiding questions of accountability carries                             
even steeper risks. Although the below does not offer prescriptive answers to the above questions, it does                                 
suggest that bypassing accountability altogether is unlikely to “move the country forward” in a way that                               
effectively protects against future transgressions.3 Accountability measures, while by themselves                   
insufficient, are a necessary dimension to democratic recovery and reform. The final section of this paper                               
offers eight guiding principles, drawn from the research distilled below, to consider in the design of                               
accountability schemes aimed at preventing a recurrence of transgressions.                 
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Finally, this paper rests on the premise that in liberal democracies, accountability does not only happen at                                 
the ballot box. Elections are not the only means by which the public holds its officials to account. A range                                       
of formal and informal institutions—from independent law enforcement agencies and legislative oversight                       
to professional associations and media actors—play necessary roles in generating accountability. In a                         
diversity of forms, accountability is a lynchpin of democratic practice. The operative question, then, is not                               
whether a democracy ought to hold its public officials to account, but how to do so in a way that best                                         
works towards non-recurrence.     
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INTRODUCTION 
 
The past four years have witnessed widespread and protracted lawbreaking and violations of democratic                           
norms by those in government—ranging from public corruption and purges of government personnel to                           
attacks on oversight bodies and the press, to the aggressive spread of disinformation and dangerous                             
rhetoric.4 In some cases, as at the southern border, abuses may extend to gross violations of human rights.5                                   
 
What measures can be taken now to lessen the likelihood that history will repeat itself? Despite their                                 
recent severity, these transgressions are both an expression and an accelerant of long-running institutional                           
vulnerabilities and democratic erosion within the United States.6 Non-recurrence will be the result of a                             
wide variety of foundational changes in American politics, from executive and legislative branch reforms                           
to the rebuilding of a center-right political party. Forward-looking reforms are called for. But working                             
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towards non-recurrence may also involve, at least in part, efforts to unearth the full scope of                               
state-sanctioned harms and their resultant damage, and to hold those responsible to account. Plotting a                             
better future and reckoning with the past are intertwined.                 
 
However, accountability efforts of almost any kind would unfold in a deeply polarized country currently                             
grappling with a raging pandemic, an economic recession, escalating climate disasters, and systemic                         
racism. Pursuits of accountability would likely be criticized as distracting from other policy priorities,                           
punishing political disagreement and government service, spurring a downward spiral of political                       
retribution, and coming at the expense of rebuilding the nation’s social fabric. Indeed, countries                           
uniformly face an uphill battle when attempting to reckon with their histories. Accountability efforts in                             
most any form are messy, expensive, and time-consuming. They are also risk-laden. National                         
accountability programs almost inevitably leave some feeling disappointed and disillusioned, risking a                       
deepening of political cynicism. Some turn the accused into martyrs, accelerating partisan conflict. And                           
some pave the way for even more radical candidates to enter politics.7                       
 
Yet history also reveals that the costs of not addressing serious transgressions can be even steeper.                               
Implicated officials often maintain or regain positions of power, repeating past offenses; a sense of                             
impunity takes hold that encourages others to follow suit; institutional vulnerabilities that permitted or                           
facilitated the wrongdoings compound; and the rule of law and public trust therein erodes. Absent                             
accountability, the public also loses a critical opportunity to unite around a shared understanding of “what                               
happened,” its impact on communities across the country, and a commitment to its non-recurrence.                           
Polarized narratives about the period entrench. While it may be tempting to leave culpability judgments                             
to future generations, history has proven to have a short and forgiving memory.8 Thus, accountability,                             
particularly when conceived of broadly—one focused on restoration and non-recurrence rather than                       
retribution—may be instrumental in creating societal resilience to the dynamics that facilitated and                         
characterized this period.      
 
Given the stakes, the pursuit of accountability should be guided by a careful articulation of its goals, a                                   
consideration for the full menu of possible approaches, and an assessment of their attendant risks. Any                               
effort to systematically hold wrongdoers to account raises a series of questions that should be                             
grappled with in advance. For instance, for which kind of transgressions should officials be held                             
accountable? Who, exactly, warrants being held accountable, and how? Who is responsible for                         
generating accountability? What does it mean to hold people accountable?                   
 
No matter their form, accountability efforts of any kind should be driven by informed perspectives on                               
these foundational questions, such that efforts work towards their intended goals and avoid unintended                           
consequences. Of course, there are seldom approaches that come without meaningful downsides. This                         
merely means that difficult choices must be made. To be sure, declining to consider accountability                             
altogether after a period of serious abuses is also a choice—for instance, adopting a “look forwards and not                                   
backwards” policy—that carries serious risks.9 An analysis of options should be favored over avoidance.                           
 
This paper seeks to elucidate various approaches to pursuing accountability, drawing insights from                         
previous U.S. and international experiences. We identify important challenges and imperfect tradeoffs                       
that arise in such efforts. We explore the spectrum of mechanisms and actors best positioned to ensure                                 
accountability for various transgressions—and how accountability mechanisms can be wielded in ways                       
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that responsibly manage risks. An undercurrent in this discussion is what Americans would compromise                           
in failing to address the country’s unfolding history at this juncture.                      
 
We specifically explore the following directional questions:              
 
 

1. Why accountability?   
 

2. Accountability for what?     
 

3. Accountability for whom?     
 

4. Accountability how?   
 

5. Accountability by whom?     
 

6. Accountability supported by whom?        
 

 
Through each question, this paper intends to distill the various considerations that should inform the                             
design and implementation of an accountability scheme in a deeply polarized country facing sustained                           
autocratic threats. The aim of the discussion is not to prescribe answers to these questions or to                                 
advocate for a particular approach. Instead, the menu of questions is intended as an analytical                             
guide. Our purpose for doing so is to help others generate a broad array of informed ideas rather than                                     
proposing a limited set ourselves.         
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A NOTE ON SCOPE 
 

 
Pursuing accountability is but one piece in a larger framework of measures to address serious                             
wrongdoing by public officials and subsequent democratic erosion.                
 
Repairing democratic institutions and sustaining them against threats may also include reparations                       
schemes for those who have suffered as a result of abuses of power, as well as institutional reform                                   
packages, such as to curb executive aggrandizement. Accountability measures can interact with                       
these other efforts. For example, measures to foster truth-telling and assemble a full historical                           
record may be essential prerequisites to reparations; and working towards a shared narrative of                           
“what happened” can generate public support for reforms. However, these complementary                     
measures fall outside our conception of accountability as detailed below (I. Why Accountability?)                         
and are not exhaustively addressed here.            
 
Further, many of the transgressions we consider here occurred alongside a reckoning with police                           
use of force and racial injustice throughout the U.S., and numerous violations in related                           
demonstrations at local levels. All are areas ripe for examination and potential accountability. To                           
limit our scope, this paper is particularly concerned with abuses emanating from the executive                           
branch of the federal government and related abuses that resulted in violations of the law, direct                               
harms to people, and the erosion of democratic and rule of law norms. Using this principle, for                                 
example, we would not include deaths that occurred in state or local police custody but would                               
include the federal militarized response to peaceful protests.                
 
Relatedly, transgressions are time-bound to the Trump administration. This is not to suggest that                           
the conditions which gave rise to them do not have long histories—such as America’s legacy of                               
systemic racism, as well as aggrandizements of executive power by presidents of both parties                           
predating Trump. They do. Nor does it suggest that certain accountability instruments explored                         
below (e.g., commissions of inquiry) are not applicable to grappling with deep-rooted harms.                         
They may be. To be manageably useful, however, this paper is intended for use by those                               
considering accountability options for recent wrongdoings by those currently in power—and for                       
when those officials exit government.         
 
Finally, this is not a paper about prosecuting President Trump, but rather about the broad range                               
of accountability options available and appropriate for addressing serious wrongdoings made                     
possible and executed by officials in various positions across the federal government. While                         
readers can apply these insights and considerations to the President, our hope is that the discussion                               
illuminates the spectrum of possibilities for accountability beyond this singular focus.                      
 



I. WHY ACCOUNTABILITY? 
       What do we mean by accountability and why does it matter? 
 

A. What do we mean by accountability? Narrowly, accountability for wrongdoing can be                         
conceived only as assigning responsibility for wrongdoing, accepting responsibility on the part of                         
wrongdoers, and enforcing consequences. This framing is evident in the escalating drumbeat in news                           
media to consider investigations and prosecutions of Trump administration officials.10 However, we                       
argue for a broader conceptualization. Accountability here is defined across four interacting                       
dimensions as a process that:          
 

1. Unearths the full scope of crimes, violations of democratic and rule of                       
law norms, and direct harms that were facilitated by officials entrusted                     
with the public welfare;       

 
2. Apportions responsibility and repercussions for those transgressions in               

order to deter similar misconduct in the future;               
 

3. Rebuilds public consensus around prescriptive norms that distinguish               
socially acceptable from unacceptable behavior in government; and               
 

4. Lays the groundwork for building a long-term and shared narrative                   
that facilitates a commitment to non-recurrence.           

 
These dimensions—constructing a full record, pursuing deterrence, rebuilding prescriptive                 
norms, and generating shared narratives—taken together offer a more expansive framework                     
for imagining accountability schemes.        
 
Accountability more narrowly construed may be less effective at ensuring non-recurrence. For                       
instance, while numerous Nixon administration officials were jailed for their crimes, the U.S. may                           
have fallen short in generating a shared narrative of the scale and seriousness of transgressions.11 As                               
one political scientist observes, most Americans associate Watergate with a break-in, but not with the                             
full scope of criminality—from money laundering and kidnapping to war crimes and illegal                         
surveillance of the press.12        
 
Nor is there today a broad-based consensus on the severity of wrongdoing. A 2014 survey found that                                 
only 51 percent of Americans considered Watergate a “very serious matter” that exposed corruption,                           
while 46 percent believed Watergate was “just politics—the kind both parties engage in.”13 For four                             
decades, the Nixon Library referred to Watergate as a “coup” by his rivals.14 Various officials were                               
sanitized of their transgressions and rehabilitated in the public eye, impairing the exercise of                           
reestablishing norms that proscribe deleterious behaviors. An incomplete accountability scheme may                     
have left U.S. democratic institutions vulnerable to continued erosion.                  
 
B. What purposes does accountability serve? First, working towards non-recurrence of transgressions                       
may necessitate accountability for transgressions in some form, reestablishing that—especially for                     
those imbued with state power and public trust—laws, norms, and public integrity matter. Public                           
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officials that are not held accountable in some form for misconduct will likely transgress other legal                               
and normative limits into the future, as evidence across other countries consistently suggests.15                         
Accountability arrangements for public officials meaningfully shape their decisions and actions,                     
reinforcing and clarifying a constituent set of acceptable rules for political players.16 Actors know that                             
their actions may be scrutinized by the public, and that such scrutiny may result in repercussions.                               
This memo is chiefly concerned with this functional purpose—non-recurrence—of accountability.                    
 
Second, while accountability and national healing are sometimes framed as opposing goals, they may                           
instead require one another. Social restoration requires rebuilding consensus around the prescriptive                       
norms governing a democracy, such as the rule of law, and may benefit from the process of                                 
unearthing the full scope of transgressions and its impact on communities to construct a shared                             
narrative around an otherwise deeply polarizing period.17 Restoration also implies addressing                     
individual harms, as unaddressed grievances are ripe for future exploitation. Restoration may                       
additionally have implications beyond U.S. borders, such as repairing moral credibility to condemn                         
executive overreach and anti-democratic actions in other countries.18                
 
Third, accountability can underscore the role and ultimate power of the public in self-government.                           
Public empowerment through holding public officials to account is one remedy for combatting the                           
political disillusionment, apathy, or powerlessness that disregard for laws and norms may have                         
engendered. This is especially true with accountability schemes that directly involve disaffected                       
communities. According to guidance from the U.S. government to other countries emerging from                         
periods of abuses of state power, one of the chief benefits of accountability efforts includes “giving                               
communities a voice in decisions that affect them,” providing a remedy for “the marginalization and                             
disempowerment that are the root causes of… violations.”19 Accountability processes can create                       
opportunities for citizens to exercise civic muscles and take proactive roles in strengthening the                           
integrity of their government.       
 
C. How would accountability work towards non-recurrence? A number of causal links tie                         
accountability efforts to non-recurrence. Non-recurrence may be the ultimate goal of accountability                       
efforts as envisioned here, but there exist a variety of intermediate goals. Any accountability program                             
should determine which are important from the outset. Readers can think of the below as building                               
blocks to construct a theory of change: how accountability efforts can support non-recurrence.                         
 
● Setting a constructive and sustaining precedent for future administrations. Accountability                   

efforts can constitute a rejection of crimes and abuses of power committed by public officials.20                             
They offer a signal to future administrations that their actions will not evade public scrutiny and                               
consequence. Weak signals in the aftermath of evident and orchestrated lying by public officials                           
across the Lyndon B. Johnson and George W. Bush administrations, for example, may have                           
licensed similar transgressions by subsequent administrations.21 Indeed, current Trump officials                   
have themselves cited the lack of consequences for Bush “warmongers” as proof that “even the                             
most controversial Trump aides” will continue working in public roles.22 Ideally, accountability                       
would also spur institutional reforms that internalize learnings to sustain constructive precedents,                       
such as vetting processes, strengthened guardrails for institutional independence, new or                     
expanded channels for intra-agency dissent, and so forth.                
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● Rebuilding public trust in government. In reaffirming that even the most powerful will not                           
enjoy impunity, accountability processes can help to strengthen public trust in government,                       
which continues to hit cross-partisan lows.23 For example, accountability instruments can                     
reconstruct the public perception that a single justice system impartially governs the conduct of                           
all Americans, even those with substantial influence and wealth; and that service in government                           
does not provide protections for lawbreaking that the general public does not enjoy. In the                             
aftermath of the 2007-2008 financial crisis, for example, declination to pursue criminal                       
misconduct among elite actors—carving out visible exceptions in the rule of law—served to                         
diminish public confidence in government.24 Given that political cynicism in democracies has                       
been linked to increasing support for authoritarianism, rebuilding public trust can serve as a                           
critical step in hedging against future autocratic threats.25               

 
● Establishing a complete record and working towards a shared narrative. Accountability                     

processes may allow the U.S. to unearth a fuller scope of wrongdoings, the conditions that gave                               
rise to wrongdoings, and the damage wrought. Such unearthing processes can work towards                         
constructing shared narratives. Public engagement here may in turn help to prevent the U.S.                           
from sleepwalking into similar situations into the future.26 Additionally, record-setting and                     
storytelling can help to mobilize support for otherwise unpopular but potentially important                       
accountability measures, such as prosecutions.27           

 
● Constructing consensus around prescriptive norms. Accountability processes can help to                   

rebuild consensus around democratic and rule of law norms, such that public officials and                           
candidates who reject these principles would be similarly rejected by the public. Accountability                         
efforts can also support norm-building within government. For instance, research suggests that                       
the greatest opposition to torture has historically come from within the U.S. military and other                             
federal agencies, such as the FBI, where an “honor-based ethic prevails”—and less so from the                             
general public, whose opinions on torture have been mercurial.28 State torture during the Bush                           
administration was in part enabled by the collapse of intra-agency norms against the practice,                           
suggesting that rebuilding norms may be most effective if focused internally.29                     

 
● Preventing unaddressed wrongs from being mobilized to justify future transgressions.                   

Actors or groups vying for power may invoke past grievances over unaddressed wrongs and                           
feelings of disenfranchisement to justify retaliatory rhetoric, policies, and even violence.30 Open                       
wounds can be exploited to plunge the country into further political and social division and beget                               
further crimes, democratic and rule of law norm violations, and direct harms to people by the                               
“other side.” While accountability processes themselves can unintentionally instigate further                   
partisan conflict (as reviewed below), they can also be used to preempt further conflict by                             
preventing grievance exploitation.     

 
● Ensuring wrongdoers are not reputationally or professionally rehabilitated. Accountability                 

can break the revolving door of wrongdoers cycling in and out of power and recommitting                             
offenses—using their time out of power to rehabilitate reputations. In the absence of                         
accountability, history may favor glossing over the breadth and gravity of transgressions that                         
occurred and create an environment amenable to reputationally rehabilitating wrongdoers. For                     
example, various aides and other associates of President Nixon who had been implicated in                           
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wrongdoings later made “comebacks.” Some, such as Roger Stone, would later be convicted for                           
recommitting similar transgressions on behalf of future Presidents.31 Rehabilitation may not only                       
allow wrongdoers to reenter influential positions and recommit transgressions, but may also                       
signal to newcomers that law- and norm-breaking behavior is permissible.                   

 
 

 
D. Recognizing risks and limitations. Accountability efforts come with generalizable downsides.                     
While there are risks and limitations specific to various accountability instruments (reviewed later),                         
the below are generally constant across them. No matter the specifics of a particular effort, each of                                 
these risks and limitations may be applicable, and should therefore be considered in advance of                             
pursuing any accountability scheme.       
 
● Appearing politically motivated or as “victor’s justice.” Accountability efforts will confront                     

claims of being politically motivated or retributive. Partisan perceptions that undermine an                       
effort’s legitimacy can fuel further division and turn the accused into martyrs, setting the scene                             
for further conflict.38 For example, a counteraction could effectively pave the way for the                           
accused’s political comeback or for others to fashion themselves in the accused’s image.                          
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SNAPSHOT: Accountability’s Absence and Professional Rehabilitation 
 

 
Following the exposure of the Bush administration’s torture program—and the dubious legal                       
and political rationalizations employed to justify it—various public and political commentators                     
called for accountability. The New York Times Editorial Board demanded prosecutions, U.S.                       
Senator Patrick Leahy advocated for the development of a truth commission, and numerous                         
NGOs argued that some form of accountability was necessary for the U.S. to regain its moral                               
credibility and to ensure that the conditions that gave rise to and helped conceal the torture                               
program would not be legitimized, forgotten, or repeated.32 Nevertheless, following a                     
thorough investigation into the unlawful practices, the Obama administration elected to “look                       
forward and not backwards,” reasoning that accountability would distract from addressing the                       
financial crisis and healthcare reform.33          
 
This option came at a cost. Various avenues for accountability—from civil and criminal suits to                             
professional repercussions—were effectively blocked.34 Key individuals responsible for               
architecting and validating the torture program evaded professional and criminal sanctions,                     
and continued to serve in other public roles where they enabled similar abuses into the                             
future.35 Further, the broader institutional vulnerabilities that the torture practices and War on                         
Terror exposed went largely unaddressed.36 As one journalist observed, this may have “helped                         
entrench a standard of accountability… in which breaking the law in the line of duty is                               
unpunishable. By ‘looking forward,’ Obama has allowed Trump to look backward.”37                       
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● Introducing a dangerous norm of retaliatory responses. Various commentators have already                     
charged that accountability for Trump-era transgressions (typically conceived of as investigations                     
and prosecutions in news media) is the other side of the “lock her up” chant directed at Hillary                                   
Clinton.39 Regardless of the actual independence of accountability efforts from partisan actors,                       
such efforts could nonetheless be perceived as partial and spark an escalating series of retributive                             
political actions, accelerating a breakdown in the norm of mutual tolerance.40                      

 
● Distracting from other policy objectives. Accountability efforts may be criticized as a                       

distraction from other legitimately pressing policy priorities, appropriating scarce political capital.                     
Today, for instance, accountability efforts for Trump-era transgressions—especially through                 
instruments that are wielded by government actors, such as federal investigations and                       
prosecutions or government-run commissions of inquiry—may be in perceived conflict with                     
addressing the Covid-19 pandemic, climate disasters, or an economic recovery.                    

 
● Mismanaged and unmet expectations. Accountability efforts will inevitably leave some                   

factions feeling disillusioned and disappointed—for example, the perception that all wrongdoers                     
were not fully or appropriately held to account, as has been well-documented in South Africa.41                             
Those who lead accountability efforts risk establishing ambitious goals that are unlikely to be                           
met, failing to adequately satisfy the expectations of various constituencies and potentially                       
reinforcing political cynicism.     

 
● Reinforcing notions of a “corrupt Washington.” In exposing the breadth of transgressions,                       

accountability processes can reinforce public perceptions of the federal government and public                       
officials as irredeemably corrupt. New information that comports with pre-existing beliefs tends                       
to reinforce those beliefs.42 Entrenching perceptions of an incorrigible government can in turn                         
pave the way for “outsider” and antidemocratic actors to more easily enter into politics on                             
platforms promising to disrupt the system, as was the case with President Bolsonaro in Brazil.43                             

 
● Deciding some truths are more valid than others. Processes that seek to account for                           

wrongdoing by establishing a full record will elevate some perspectives at the expense of others,                             
prompting the question of “whose truth matters.” The truth can never be “full enough” to                             
incorporate and reconcile divergent views of history (e.g., either a violent incident was a                           
deliberate attempt to harm or it was a legitimate act of self-defense)—suggesting that reckonings                           
will inevitably sideline some factions who feel their stories and worldviews are left                         
unrepresented.44 Today’s ecosystems of disinformation generate further opportunities for actors to                     
“hijack discourse.”45   

 
As reviewed above, just as there are generalized benefits to pursuing accountability—means through                         
which accountability efforts support non-recurrence, such as through rebuilding public trust in                       
government and preventing the rehabilitation of wrongdoers—so too are there generalized risks and                         
limitations. However, given the centrality of accountability in liberal democracies, including                     
commitments to the rule of law,46 the existence of risks and limitations should not be taken here as                                   
cause for dismissing such processes altogether. Instead, risks and limitations should be acknowledged,                         
assessed, and managed.       
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Taken together, these risks and limitations suggest a variety of implications for the design of                             
accountability schemes. For example, public education may help to manage expectations, guarding                       
against disappointment when expectations are not fully met.47 Or, mitigating the risk of reinforcing                           
notions of a “corrupt Washington” likely requires that the public see their government taking                           
proactive steps not only to reveal wrongdoing, but also to rectify it. We elaborate on these and other                                   
considerations in the sections below.          

 
 

 
 

II. ACCOUNTABILITY FOR WHAT? 
        Which kinds of transgressions should be held to account? 
 
 

Accountability efforts face the daunting task of sifting through a wide-ranging scope of                         
wrongdoings.48 Given their breadth, it would be impossible to seek accountability, in whatever form,                           
for every transgression that occurred.49 Promising to do so would also risk disappointment,                         
disillusionment, and a sense of impunity when efforts inevitably fall short. Further, soaking the public                             
with stories of transgressions can lead to vengeance and fuel calls for victor’s justice.                           
 
At the same time, focusing only on a narrow window of transgressions would obscure the scope and                                 
scale of what transpired, increasing the likelihood that the public narrative that develops is historically                             
inaccurate and that those most responsible are reputationally rehabilitated. Public amnesia about                       
transgressions can further entrench political apathy and harden perceptions of impunity, giving both                         
wrongdoers and future political actors greater space to repeat offenses. Accountability must walk a                           
tightrope between “too much memory” and “too much forgetting.”50 Thus, historical reckonings                       
benefit from selectivity.     
 
Below is a basic method for “sifting through” across three broad and overlapping buckets of                             
transgressions: (1) crimes and other violations of the law, (2) violations of democratic and rule                             
of law norms, and (3) direct harms to people. These categories go beyond mere violations of                               
criminal or civil law to also capture normative violations that, if left unaddressed, could further                             
undermine democratic institutions into the future. Included is a sampling of different wrongdoings                         
organized into these three overlapping categories (i.e., not mutually exclusive). This list is meant to                             
be illustrative rather than exhaustive.           
 

1. Crimes and other violations of the law.              
 

These transgressions include actions found to be unlawful by formal                   
judicial proceedings.   
 
For example, these might include violations of law one makes while acting                       
in one’s official capacity, such as obstruction of justice; the performance of                       

 
 
TOWARDS NON-RECURRENCE  Protect Democracy           15 

https://www.mcsweeneys.net/articles/the-complete-listing-so-far-atrocities-1-944
https://www.mcsweeneys.net/articles/the-complete-listing-so-far-atrocities-1-944
https://harpers.org/archive/2008/12/justice-after-bush/
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14754830802073295
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14754830802073295
https://www.lawfareblog.com/obstruction-justice-mueller-report-heat-map


forced hysterectomies in federal facilities; militarized responses to protests                 
that violate individual rights; violations of the Emolument Clause and                   
Foreign Gifts and Decorations Act; and the destruction of presidential and                     
other government records.51      
 
Or they might include violations of law one makes while acting in one’s                         
personal capacity but might otherwise be shielded from accountability on                   
account of one’s public role or powerful perch, such as campaign finance                       
violations, various financial crimes, or tortious or even criminal harms                   
against another person.52       

 
2. Violations of democratic and rule of law principles.                

 

These transgressions include actions that, even if not deemed unlawful,                   
break with the informal rules (i.e., “norms”) that govern political behavior                     
in a democracy.      
 
These might include lying to the public; attacks on journalists; abuse of the                         
pardon power; the personalization of government; gutting of Inspectors                 
General offices and other oversight bodies; abuse of the appointments                   
process; political interference in law enforcement; categorical             
noncompliance with congressional oversight requests; amplifying           
conspiracy theories and misinformation; and sowing doubt in elections.53                 
 
To be sure, various transgressions in this category may also constitute                     
criminal misconduct, overlapping with the above. For instance, abuse of                   
the pardon power that takes the form of self-protective pardons is certainly                       
a violation of longstanding rule of law norms, but is unlikely to constitute                         
a crime; whereas abuse that takes the form of pardons as a result of bribery                             
may, in fact, be criminal.54 Likewise, harassment of the press is certainly a                         
violation of democratic norms, but only in certain circumstances might it                     
also be unlawful.55      

 
3. Direct harms to people.        

 

These transgressions include actions that, irrespective of any statutory basis,                   
result in grievous injuries to certain individuals and communities.                 
 
These might include the conditions at U.S. border facilities and U.S.                     
Immigration and Customs Enforcement camps; group-targeted and             
dangerous rhetoric and the violence it has facilitated, including                 
amplification of and tacit support for the actions of white supremacists; and                       
the deliberate refusal to provide aid to “Democrat states” or U.S. territories                       
during various national disasters (e.g., COVID-19 and climate disasters).56                  
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Targeted harms to certain people or groups of people may also overlap                       
with the above. Indeed, most of these harms would likely also be                       
considered violations of democratic and rule of law norms, and some might                       
also be unlawful. However, they are distinguished here for two reasons:                     
first, because of the unique victim-centered nature of the harm (as opposed                       
to, for example, the systemic harm of sowing doubt in elections), and                       
second, because the law as it stands may not yet criminalize certain types of                           
transgressions that society may nevertheless consider grave.             

 
Broadly distinguishing various types of transgressions may be helpful not only in detailing the full                             
scope of possible wrongdoing, but also in acknowledging that certain actions may be serious enough                             
to warrant some form of accountability whether or not current statute technically prohibits them. For                             
instance, it may not be the case that various actions taken at U.S. border facilities were in violation of                                     
the law. Nonetheless, society may be right to decide that they ought to be considered off-limits                               
behavior—normative violations of democratic principles, including gross violations of basic human                     
rights—and should be met with accountability in order to deter their recurrence.                       
 
The purpose of this organizing scheme is not to suggest that some transgressions are more important                               
to address than others. Instead, creating a taxonomy of transgressions offers a starting point to                             
qualitatively distinguish them. Some may be deemed more important to address than others for the                             
sake of prioritization. But just as importantly, different transgressions suggest different accountability                       
responses. What may be appropriate to prevent the recurrence of lawbreaking may not be the same as                                 
violations of democratic norms. Different instruments (sampled below, IV. Accountability How?) will                       
be better suited to different kinds of wrongdoing.               

 
 

 
 

III. ACCOUNTABILITY FOR WHOM? 
        Which actors should be held to account? 
 

 
It may be neither desirable nor feasible to see every individual implicated in abuses held                             
accountable—and certainly not in the same way across the board. Individuals engage differently in                           
decision-making and action-taking with respect to various transgressions: from those who make                       
decisions and give orders to those who enable and implement them.                     
 
Pursuing “uniform” or “maximum” accountability could also generate substantial downsides, such as                       
obscuring different levels of responsibility and the magnitude of harms that occurred, fueling claims                           
of vengeance against one broad group of people, gutting the federal government of institutional                           
knowledge, and disincentivizing young talent from pursuing public service. These limitations suggest                       
a need for distinguishing types of wrongdoers. We propose three basic and broad categories. (These                             
categories are not mutually exclusive; one can, for example, both craft and implement a decision.)                             
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1. Executive decision-makers. Those who design and oversee policies and                 

orders. These are most likely officials at the most senior levels of                       
government, or who enjoy broad discretion in their decision-making.                 

 
2. Implementers. Those who carry out policies and orders in conflict with                     

ethical or other professional duties. Consider, for example, line prosecutors                   
at the Justice Department or ICE and CBP agents who physically separated                       
families and executed various abuses at detention centers.57               

 
3. Enablers. The broader circle of individuals who provide necessary support                   

for transgressions (e.g., legislators, press surrogates, and so on), many of                     
whom may privately acknowledge the institutional and individual harms                 
unfolding but nevertheless abstained from condemnation or interference,               
or affirmatively provided public cover.58           

 
Given that transgressions are made possible by these categories of individuals acting together,                         
accountability may best advance non-recurrence through mechanisms that ensure “executive                   
decision-makers'' are disincentivized from abusing their powers and also empower “implementers”                     
and “enablers” to resist carrying-out or otherwise making possible transgressions.59                    
 
Additionally, pursuing accountability only for executive decision-makers may seem tempting as the                       
easiest or cleanest line to draw, but could obscure the sometimes substantial discretion that                           
lower-level officials have in determining whether and how to implement a policy or order. At the                               
same time, pursuing accountability only for “implementers” or “enablers” could obscure the origins of                           
a policy or order, entrenching a sense of impunity for the most powerful. A complete picture of                                 
accountability for whom should give attention to each of these actor categories.                       
 
One approach to apportioning responsibility across these categories could consider how responsibility                       
varies according to both an individual’s orientation to a particular abuse (the “wrongdoers” categories                           
in this section) and the nature of the resultant damage (the “wrongdoings” categories discussed in II.                               
Accountability for What?). Consider the below schematic as a starting place for parsing distinctions                           
among wrongdoers and the actions for which they may be held responsible.                       
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This schematic may be useful in generally mapping wrongdoings and those behind them. However,                           
it does not give meaningful weight to differences in the nature of various wrongdoers’ actions. For                               
instance, if a wrongdoer violated a democratic norm, how did they violate it? Did they conspire to do                                   
so with others? Were they complicit in the violation?                 
 
Answers are surely predicated on the specific circumstances surrounding any particular transgression,                       
but criminal law frameworks may be a useful starting place to provide more nuance on the specific                                 
nature of any individual’s contributions to a harm. Even outside their traditional use in the formal                               
legal system, criminal law frameworks can help to parse through qualitatively different actions. These                           
frameworks, however imperfect, offer a pre-existing codification of how society understands                     
responsibility for wrongful acts. Using them, we can examine the circumstances under which liability                           
attaches to various offenses such as attempt, complicity, and conspiracy.                    
 
For instance, conspiracies suggest that two or more people agree to commit an unlawful act and take                                 
an “overt action” towards its completion. A conspirator can even be vicariously liable for the                             
reasonably foreseeable subsequent acts of their co-conspirators.69 The view of conspiracy in American                         
law could allow those designing transgressive policies and orders (“executive decision-makers”) and                       
those more broadly involved to be liable for the downstream actions taken to implement or enforce                               
those policies. An individual who abandons the conspiracy retains liability until they have completely                           
and voluntarily renounced it and taken actions to thwart its success, e.g., exposed it to the relevant                                 
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Apportioning 
responsibility  
 

(with examples) 

 
WRONGDOINGS 

 

Crimes and other     
violations of the     
law 

Violations of   
democratic and   
rule of law norms       

Direct harms to     
people 

 
 
 
 
 
 
WRONG- 
DOERS 

Executive 
decision-makers 

Violations by Secretary     
Wilbur Ross of criminal       
conflict of interest laws and         
prohibitions on certain     
false statements.60   

Lying to the public by         
the President’s press     
secretaries and chiefs of       
staff, and by other public         
officials.61 

Order by Attorney     
General William Barr to       
“disperse” peaceful   
protestors in Lafayette     
Park.62 

Implementers  White House and     
Department of Justice     
attorneys who facilitated     
potentially unlawful abuses     
of the President’s pardon       
power.63 

Department of Energy     
staff who advanced     
multi-billion dollar   
energy deals in support       
of Secretary Perry’s     
friends and donors.64     

Top Justice Department     
officials who were a       
“driving force” behind     
family separations at the       
U.S. border.65   

Enablers  Justice Department   
officials, including the     
Attorney General, who     
misrepresented the Special     
Counsel’s findings of     
unlawful actions by the       
President.66  

Federal and state public       
officials, including U.S.     
Senators, who   
propagated 
disinformation to   
delegitimize the 2020     
election.67 

Officials who were made       
aware of physical harms       
committed at border     
facilitates and did not       
intervene or provided     
misleading information to     
investigators.68 
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authorities. (Studying the conditions of abandonment could be especially helpful in considering                       
appropriate accountability for those who spoke out against transgressions.) Criminal law frameworks                       
may thus be useful in refining perspectives on responsibility for wrongdoing, even if the                           
transgressions in question are not unlawful.           
 
Basic frameworks such as these, however, risk simplifying complex decision-making. They also risk                         
being used to cast an inappropriately wide net of responsibility. For instance, a broad view of                               
enablement could irresponsibly be used to assign guilt-by-association. Simply having served in a                         
certain government administration does not itself imply wrongdoing. To the contrary, the actions of                           
officials who persevere in protecting the integrity of their roles and institutions in the face of assaults                                 
should be affirmed.70     
 

 
 

 

IV. ACCOUNTABILITY HOW? 
           Which instruments are available to generate accountability? 
 
 

Accountability can be effectuated broadly through formal instruments—such as                 
government-facilitated commissions of inquiry, investigations and prosecutions by law enforcement,                   
and vetting and lustration schemes—as well as a variety of informal ones, such as efforts by private                                 
entities to prevent the financial and reputational rehabilitation of wrongdoers.                   
 
In advanced democracies, there may be a bias to relegate accountability to formal processes carried                             
out by the state. However, periods of abuses carried out by the state itself may decrease formal                                 
institutions’ abilities to bear the weight of generating accountability alone; indeed, the public may not                             
trust it to do so. Additionally, it may not be effective to look only to formal institutions regardless.                                   
Various other instruments are available and should be considered to support accountability processes.                          
 
A variety of instruments should be considered if an accountability scheme is to achieve any of the                                 
goals detailed earlier (I. Why Accountability?) in support of non-recurrence, including: (1) setting a                           
constructive and sustaining precedent for future administrations; (2) rebuilding public trust in the rule                           
of law and government; (3) establishing a complete record and shared narrative; (4) constructing                           
consensus around prescriptive norms; (5) preventing unaddressed wrongs from being mobilized to                       
justify future transgressions; and (6) ensuring wrongdoers are not reputationally or professionally                       
rehabilitated. No single instrument will accomplish most.             
 
A variety or instruments should also be considered given the differences in types of wrongdoings and                               
those best positioned to address them. For instance, while law enforcement is appropriately positioned                           
to wield certain tools (investigations and prosecutions) in service of certain transgressions (crimes and                           
other violations of the law), they are not in a position to address most others, such as normative                                   
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violations. For those, non-governmental actors (e.g., professional associations, employers, and so                     
forth) may have a formative role to play in sanctioning off-limits behavior.                        
 
We review investigations and prosecutions for those who violated the law (to reinforce a country’s                             
commitment to the rule of law and to deter future lawbreaking), truth-seeking initiatives (to unearth                             
the full scope of what happened and work towards building shared narratives), vetting and lustration                             
schemes (to ensure those responsible for wrongdoings do not maintain or reclaim public positions of                             
power), and sanctioning efforts by private actors (to likewise prevent rehabilitation and to reconstruct                           
or reinforce professional norms). This is by no means an exhaustive list. Instead, it is meant to                                 
introduce and illustrate a wider variety of mechanisms for effectuating accountability. We elaborate                         
on each of these illustrative mechanisms below, highlighting the benefits and drawbacks for each.                            
 
 

 
Rather than focusing on a single wrongdoing or perpetrator, commissions of inquiry seek to unearth                             
the full scope and scale of wrongdoings, the individuals involved or responsible, and the societal                             
patterns that gave rise to the transgressions.71 This broader focus enables commissions to address the                             
systemic nature of wrongdoings and the sociopolitical dynamics underlying them.                    
 
Commissions can operate at the local and national levels. They can be formed pursuant to peace deals                                 
(e.g., Commission on the Truth for El Salvador), political agreements and related legislation (e.g.,                           
South Africa’s Truth and Reconciliation Commission), executive decisions (e.g., Argentina’s National                     
Commission on the Disappeared or the U.S. Kerner Commission), executive-legislative cooperation                     
(e.g., the 9/11 Commission), federal or state legislation (e.g., the Church Committee or the                           
Rosewood, Florida Commission), or private efforts by NGOs (e.g., the Greensboro Commission) and                         
religious communities (e.g., Commission of Inquiry: Brazil).72 However a commission is formed, that                         
communities across the concerned country and political spectrum see themselves as represented in the                           
mechanism is a through-line.73       
 
The South African experience is notable for offering amnesty in exchange for a full accounting of                               
facts—premised on the notion that establishing a complete historical record, and ensuring victims and                           
their families access to information they were previously denied, is more important than punishing all                             
individual wrongdoers.74 However, most investigative commissions have coupled their work with                     
referrals to law enforcement for prosecutions, particularly for those deemed most responsible for                         
serious crimes.75   
 
While commissions of inquiry are often associated with other countries’ transitional or post-conflict                         
periods, they also have a long and rich history in the U.S. At various junctures in American history,                                   
such commissions in various guises have sought to address social injustice, political malfeasance, and                           
even foreign policy and national security issues.76 Commissions in the U.S. have also been employed                             
at all levels of government. At the national level, for example, Congress established the Commission                             
on Wartime Relocation and Internment of Civilians to investigate the Franklin D. Roosevelt                         
administration’s internment and relocation of Japanese Americans and Japanese nationals. U.S. states                       
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have also established comparable commissions.77 Maryland’s Lynching Truth and Reconciliation                   
Commission, which was established in 2019 by a bipartisan vote in the state’s legislature, conducts                             
public meetings and regional hearings to investigate the state’s history of lynching.78 At the municipal                             
level, district attorneys in San Francisco, Philadelphia, and Boston have launched local commissions                         
for victims of unjust policing.79          
 
Importantly, while commissions of inquiry are now a well-developed accountability mechanism                     
globally—and included among the recommended approaches by the U.S. government itself when                       
counseling other countries grappling with state-sanctioned abuses—they are of course not the only                         
approach for constructing a full record of wrongdoings.80 The U.S. in particular enjoys established                           
formal mechanisms for assembling and publishing state records (although these mechanisms, such as                         
through the U.S. National Archives, have their own shortcomings), as well as less formal but no less                                 
important approaches such as through a robust tradition of investigative journalism.81 Truth                       
commissions have often been deployed in contexts lacking some of these established truth-telling                         
institutions, thus providing an alternative. While some version or versions of a commission of inquiry                             
may be useful as part of a modern U.S. accountability scheme, fortifying these other methods should                               
also not be overlooked.       

 
 

 
 

Benefits of commissions of inquiry. Unlike various other instruments, commissions can be                       
uniquely victim-focused when the transgressions under consideration are primarily characterized as                     
direct harms to people, enabling those harmed to share their stories of abuse without the adversarial                               
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SNAPSHOT: The Rosewood Commission 
 

 
In the 1990s, descendants of survivors of the Rosewood massacre teamed up with Holland &                             
Knight, a law firm, to secure reparations for mob violence that had killed and displaced Black                               
residents of Rosewood, Florida 70 years earlier.82 Recognizing that the state legislature was                         
unlikely to touch a race-related reparations matter, they instead packaged the case as a                           
property rights issue, focusing on the government’s failure to protect its citizens’ property                         
from vigilante violence.83      
 
An investigation and report from Florida academics into the violence, public testimony from                         
the survivors, and related media coverage helped convince the Florida state legislature to                         
award $2 million in compensation to the survivors and develop a scholarship fund for victims’                             
descendants.84 The effort also gave rise to several NGOs dedicated to raising awareness about                           
the massacre, now taught in textbooks. While the parties involved avoided calling the                         
monetary distributions “reparations,” it is viewed today by some as a model for what                           
reparation schemes might entail in the U.S. It may also carry lessons for methods of designing                               
a multi-sector fact-finding and truth-telling process, contributing to the historical record, and                       
working towards a shared public narrative.85            
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backdrop or evidentiary standards of a trial. The act of truth-telling itself can help restore victims’                               
dignity and communicate that they are deserving of acknowledgment and remedies. As one victim                           
who was blinded by apartheid-era torture explained after testifying in South Africa’s Truth and                           
Reconciliation Commission (TRC), “I feel what has been making me sick all the time is the fact that I                                     
couldn’t tell my story. But now…it feels like I got my sight back by coming here and telling you the                                       
story.”86  
 
Further, commissions can help to establish a shared narrative around an otherwise polarizing period of                             
history, driving the public to acknowledge uncomfortable truths that it might otherwise resist.87                         
Here, televising or live-streaming hearings may be especially important to ensure testimonies reach a                           
broad swath of the public. As a New York Times op-ed explained, the South African TRC’s broadcast                                 
hearings “[were] therapeutic not only for the victims. The televised statements of victims and                           
criminals…open[ed] the eyes of whites who ignored or justified apartheid’s crimes, a crucial                         
ingredient of reconciliation and for creating a democratic culture.”88                 
 
Commissions can also provide more avenues for public involvement than other mechanisms,                       
particularly when local offices are established.89 This can be instrumental in generating public support                           
and buy-in for the commission specifically and the accountability process more generally. As one                           
example of public outreach, the Peruvian Truth and Reconciliation Commission partnered with                       
major universities across the country to recruit and train “Volunteers for Truth” who provided                           
support for public hearings, helped victims to appear before the commission, and communicated                         
information about the commission’s work.90          
 
Finally, commissions can be less divisive than prosecutions and can come to fruition more quickly.                             
Their findings can feed into other accountability processes and can even galvanize support for                           
previously unpopular mechanisms, including reparations and prosecutions.91              
 
Drawbacks and limitations of commissions of inquiry. While commissions are helpful in                       
uncovering the broader context of transgressions, they can be disappointing to victims in the absence                             
of other accountability mechanisms. In some post-conflict contexts, victims embraced commissions in                       
part because perpetrators for the “most serious” crimes would still face prosecution at either national                             
or international tribunals.92 Further, as in South Africa, where widespread amnesties were offered and                           
only some cases referred for prosecution, significant prosecutorial delays and dropped cases can                         
engender disillusionment among victims.93        
 
Additionally, it can be difficult to incorporate and reconcile so many divergent experiences into a                             
single report or narrative.94 For instance, the South African TRC’s final report contained five volumes                             
and still lacked sufficient space to record full testimonies, instead including only a short sentence from                               
each of the 20,000 survivors who testified. This limitation is heightened in contexts where there are                               
not clear “winners” and “losers.” Indeed, some commissions of inquiry have gained momentum and                           
legitimacy in post-conflict states where a clear majority can legitimize the process. In certain                           
contexts, however, such as in Thailand, the lack of a clear and decisive end to a period of abuses (with                                       
a clear “winner”) likely made commission attempts vulnerable to subversion.95 Reconciling different                       
and powerful factions’ “truths” proved too difficult.             
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Finally, as a practical matter, commissions may fall short of being maximally comprehensive. But as a                               
tougher matter altogether, commissions sideline some stories by design: by taking on the role of                             
separating fact from fiction, and giving a platform to some but not to all, commissions assume the                                 
role of adjudicating whose truths are worth telling.96                
 

 
 

 
 

Investigations and prosecutions by law enforcement are typically the most widely understood and                         
expected form of accountability. They are vehicles for ensuring those responsible for crimes and other                             
violations of the law are punished, and for deterring future would-be lawbreakers with the clear                             
expectation of consequences. They also publicly reaffirm the principle that no one, including and                           
especially those imbued with state power and public trust, is above the law.                           
 
While investigations and prosecutions may be the most expected or familiar mechanism, they are                           
expensive, lengthy, and sometimes divisive. They are also heavily perpetrator-focused at the expense                         
of victim involvement and, alone, cannot expose the broader context that gave rise to the concerned                               
crimes.97 Focusing narrowly on prosecutions would also fail to produce accountability for                       
transgressions that were not clear violations of the law but were nonetheless serious transgressions                           
(e.g., normative violations), or for which the evidence was made inaccessible or inadmissible in court.                              
 
At the same time, pursuing other forms of accountability in the absence of investigations and                             
prosecutions (particularly within a process framed as seeking accountability) may entrench a sense of                           
impunity, make it easier for those responsible to be rehabilitated and/or reclaim positions of power,                             
and engender disappointment or disillusionment among the public.98 Further, in contexts of human                         
rights abuses elsewhere, victims have tended to find other accountability processes acceptable in part                           
because those “most responsible” still faced prosecution; various instances where prosecutions were                       
sidelined became sources of disappointment, resentment, and sometimes retaliation.99                 
 
In many contexts, prosecutions are accepted as a necessary but certainly insufficient accountability                         
instrument to work towards non-recurrence of transgressions.100             
 
Benefits of prosecutions. Prosecutions send potent signals that even the most powerful face                         
repercussions on equal footing for their actions.101              
 
There exists increasingly firm evidence from other countries’ experiences that prosecutions after                       
periods of grave government misconduct deter similar behavior by future political leaders; and they                           
possibly weaken incentives for those with nefarious objectives to run for office.102 The deterrent                           
effects are especially pronounced in countries where the judicial infrastructure is well-developed.103                       
Beliefs about the certainty of consequences (as opposed to the severity of punishment) shapes the                             
likelihood that officials will engage in future lawbreaking.104                
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Other evidence from contexts involving serious state-sanctioned abuses finds that evading                     
prosecutions has long-term effects on the increased probability of recurrence.105 Especially with elite                         
criminal behavior, including in the U.S., not pursuing punishment works to undermine confidence                         
in government by visibly carving out exceptions in the rule of law, and broadcasts to other powerful                                 
actors that criminality is rewarding.106         
 
Prosecutions also work to reaffirm social norms that govern political behavior, including the sanctity                           
of the rule of law.107 In this way, the benefits of prosecutions extend beyond their deterrent effects                                 
narrowly (i.e., disincentivizing certain officials from recommitting transgressions); they also change                     
the normative environment more broadly, such that society generally, including other would-be                       
lawbreakers, refrain from criminal behavior.          
 
As the most widely understood form of accountability, prosecutions can also help to guard against the                               
disillusionment, cynicism, and political apathy that a lack of accountability for brazen lawlessness                         
might engender among the public. Finally, prosecutions and the media attention they garner may                           
also help to ensure that the concerned wrongdoings are not forgotten and those responsible are not                               
reputationally rehabilitated.   
   
Drawbacks and limitations of prosecutions. While prosecutions may be the most anticipated form                         
of accountability, they are also often the most controversial. If not well managed, they can appear                               
politically motivated, exacerbate partisan division, turn the accused into martyrs, and risk a                         
downward spiral of retaliatory political investigations. (However, while many commentators                   
cautioning against prosecutions are specifically referring to President Trump, it remains plausible that                         
the identified risks do not generalize to other public officials, particularly to other decision-makers,                           
implementers and enablers who are largely unfamiliar to the public.)                   
 
Additionally, prosecutions alone focus on narrowly construed problems—the potentially unlawful                   
actions of individual actors—rather than the broader contexts that permitted transgressions,                     
particularly patterns of transgressions at great scale.108 Prosecutions may help the public to ground                           
transgressions in individual stories: to make them real. But they are still an incomplete solution to                               
diagnosing and solving deeper social ills. Further, many investigations may not lead to verdicts of                             
unlawful behavior, even if the behavior is evidently antidemocratic and a breach of long standing                             
norms. A reliance on rule of law alone assumes that the law itself is fully reflective of democratic                                   
values to which we should hold ourselves accountable.                 

 
 

 

 
 

Vetting and lustration involves screening government employees for their individual roles in                       
executing or enabling past wrongdoings in order to make decisions about incorporating or                         
dismissing such personnel in government. Vetting and lustration schemes (henceforth referred to as                         
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“vetting”) focus on individual responsibility, but also work towards the broader goal of strengthening                           
the real and perceived integrity and trustworthiness of public institutions.109                    
 
Traditionally, vetting has often focused on rule of law institutions, such as the judiciary, law                             
enforcement, and intelligence agencies. However, it can also more broadly span public institutions,                         
semi-public positions (e.g., public universities or public media), and other positions of public trust.                           
Ideally, vetting happens through tailored schemes that transparently assess individual responsibility                     
judged against clear and impartial criteria, and provide opportunities for appealing decisions.110 Based                         
on the outcome of a vetting scheme, individuals may be removed from their positions, blocked from                               
assuming new positions, or encouraged to voluntarily resign or to confess to past wrongdoing as a                               
form of accountability. Indeed, not all such schemes result in dismissals.111 Some, such as those in                               
post-communist Hungary and Poland, offered officials implicated in prior wrongdoings                   
opportunities to continue in public service in exchange for truth.112                   
  
Vetting can be implemented in a variety of forms.113 It may occur through a review of sitting                                 
employees, a reappointment process whereby all must resign and reapply for their positions (during                           
which their applications will be screened according to the relevant criteria), or a process limited to                               
only new appointments. Vetting can also be wielded by a variety of actors. For example, it can occur                                   
through independent review agencies, intra-agency processes, or judicial review. Research finds that                       
vetting is particularly effective when it not only addresses the top echelon of wrongdoers, but also                               
“unknown collaborators” whose otherwise concealed involvement had been instrumental to                   
transgressions and institutional erosion.114       
 
Benefits of vetting.Most directly, carefully tailored vetting helps to ensure those responsible for                           
wrongdoings are not positioned to continue effecting transgressive policies and orders, whether                       
through maintaining their current positions or through claiming new ones in which they repeat past                             
transgressions (or inspire others to do so).              
 
Vetting schemes also aid in restoring public trust in government institutions, signaling an                         
institutional break from prior policies and their architects and enablers.115 As the U.S. government                           
recommends to other countries emerging from periods of autocratic abuses, vetting is “a way to build                               
confidence in the public sector” and works towards “guarantees of non-recurrence.”116 Vetting                       
schemes may also broadcast an important signal within government, shoring up trust among other                           
public servants in the institutions they serve. Additionally, as with investigations and prosecutions,                         
vetting can function as a deterrent for future misconduct, communicating to wrongdoers that they                           
will pay professional and reputational consequences for their actions.                  
 
Drawbacks and limitations of vetting. Tailored vetting demands significant time and other                       
resources, particularly given the volume of information needed for its thorough implementation.117                       
This suggests that wrongdoers may continue to hold positions of influence well into the future. In                               
the U.S. context, the Trump administration’s repeated destruction of presidential and other federal                         
records, as well as long-running information access issues stemming from a complex and burdened                           
security classification system (including overclassification), might also present formidable obstacles in                     
developing and implementing a tailored vetting scheme that relies on exhaustive and detailed                         
information.118  
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Depending on its breadth, a vetting scheme may result in the loss of institutional expertise and could                                 
create a pool of well-trained but unemployed personnel.119 In the U.S., this could be particularly                             
problematic for law enforcement given its expanding links with armed militia groups.120 Additionally,                         
in its most poorly managed form, vetting improperly dismisses individuals based on arbitrary criteria,                           
like rank and affiliation (rather than past actions), fueling grievances and pushing well-trained                         
professionals into alternative and radicalized lines of work, as was the case with de-Baathification in                             
Iraq.121  
 
In contrast to overly expansive and poorly managed vetting schemes, overly narrow ones—especially                         
in the absence of other accountability mechanisms—could obscure the systemic nature of                       
wrongdoings, depicting a “few bad apples” now removed from the government as wholly responsible                           
for the concerned transgressions. This limitation underscores how, in exposing the broader context of                           
transgressions, truth-seeking mechanisms could complement vetting efforts.              
 
Finally, vetting schemes do not account for the previous exit of well-qualified, competent, and law                             
abiding public officials. Given that abuses of power often include assaults on public institutions and                             
purging of disloyal officials, efforts to strengthen those institutions may also require proactive efforts                           
to reenlist public servants. Consider, for example, the many civil servants who left government service                             
during the Trump administration—both voluntarily and forcibly.122 Institutions that require recovery                     
from previous assaults and reforms to withstand future ones will necessite more than vetting alone.                              

 
 
 

 
 

Public apologies involve public officials and institutions acknowledging wrongdoings that occurred,                     
for which they take responsibility, and for the harm they caused.                      
 
Apologies may be a function of other accountability measures, including commissions, vetting, or                         
prosecutions. In practice, however, public apologies are often delivered after significant periods of                         
time have passed given that they “sometimes mark either the commencement or the culmination of a                               
long, sometimes divisive period of debate and reflection in a society”—as with David Cameron’s                           
public apology for the Bloody Sunday massacre that had occurred 38 years earlier.123 Likewise, in the                               
U.S., the Commission on Wartime Relocation and Internment of Civilians led to a public apology                             
from Congress over 30 years after the abuses.124               
 
Individual apologies for harms to others may certainly play a productive role in broader efforts                             
towards social restoration. However, atonement is likely most effective when it reflects a systemic                           
reckoning with the past, helping to explain what has been learned and how past violations will be                                 
prevented from recurring. Thus, apologies need not only come from individual wrongdoers, but also                           
from institutions. For example, in 2008, the Canadian government issued a formal apology for a                             
policy that began in the late 1800s of separating indigenous children from their families as part of a                                   

 
 
TOWARDS NON-RECURRENCE  Protect Democracy           27 

 

PUBLIC APOLOGIES 
 

https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/c73c/d5cf739981f9350f2d48a5bd81305c392477.pdf?_ga=2.64490664.642403719.1604027952-1930896421.1602165577
https://acleddata.com/2020/10/21/standing-by-militias-election/
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-Report-Iraq-De-Baathification-2013-ENG.pdf
https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2018/02/tillerson-trump-state-foreign-service/553034/
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-Report-Apologies-2015.pdf
https://www.bbc.com/news/10322295
https://www.bbc.com/news/10322295
https://www.archives.gov/research/japanese-americans/hearings
https://www.rcaanc-cirnac.gc.ca/eng/1100100015644/1571589171655


forced assimilation scheme.125 (Of note, various other accountability instruments also featured in                       
Canada’s efforts to reckon with this past, including a truth commission and legal settlements.)126                            
 
In various countries, public apologies have been made by heads of state, heads of the police and                                 
intelligence services, as well as local officials.127              
 
Benefits of public apologies. Public apologies signal a break with a period of state-sanctioned                           
abuses and establish that such conduct was wrong and caused harm to victims and the country.                               
Ideally, they mark a “before and after,” helping a country to move forward without ignoring its                               
past.128 
 
As public apologies, especially those on behalf of public institutions, typically contain an                         
acknowledgement of the facts surrounding the concerned transgressions, they can help to instigate or                           
perpetuate a national dialogue around a period that might otherwise be used to fuel partisan                             
recriminations. This may help to construct a shared narrative (a “communal reckoning”) as part of a                               
broader accountability process. Apologies themselves can become memorialized as a way to ensure a                           
country continually reflects on past wrongdoings well into the future.129 For instance, in Australia,                           
the government’s 2008 formal apology to the “stolen generation” of Aboriginal children separated                         
from their families is today marked by National Sorry Day, a national day of remembrance.                             
 
Apologies are considered “symbolic reparations” that, though individually insufficient to account for                       
wrongs, can also help mobilize support for other measures, like material reparations and institutional                           
commitments to non-recurrence.       
 
Drawbacks and limitations of public apologies. Particularly in contexts of direct harms to people,                           
public apologies are insufficient to restore trust with victim communities and address the long-term                           
harm caused absent other reparative measures. Indeed, absent the latter, they risk being dismissed as                             
hollow. Apologies may also be ineffective when there has been limited engagement with victims’                           
groups to ensure the apology adequately addresses the harms suffered, the parties responsible, and                           
how recurrence will be prevented.130          
 
Additionally, public apologies decoupled from other actions can be a low-cost way for governments                           
to “give lip service” to accountability while abdicating responsibility for pursuing other difficult                         
accountability processes—such as truth-finding and truth-telling efforts, investigations and                 
prosecutions, and so forth.131 Further, depending upon their timing and other contextual features,                         
public apologies by individuals may appear insincere or driven by ulterior motives, such as a lighter                               
prison sentence or laundering of one’s professional reputation.132                
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“Sanctioning” is the exercise of enforcing group-norms by ostracizing or otherwise punishing                       
members who violate them. Sanctioning can represent a less formal but no less effective effort to                               
work towards non-recurrence of wrongdoing.         
 
Sanctioning efforts effectively expand public sector vetting into the private realm. They help to                           
prevent those responsible for transgressions from reaping financial, professional, and/or other                     
reputational rewards on the backs of the harms caused. Sanctioning can be expressed through a                             
variety of means, such as naming and shaming campaigns, lobbying various entities such as                           
professional organizations to address ethics violations and promulgate hiring recommendations                   
responsive to ethics rules, and backchannel lobbying to companies or other entities that typically hire                             
former public officials. For instance, among those implicated in the Watergate burglary and                         
subsequent cover-up efforts were sixteen lawyers, some of whom were disbarred by the American                           
Bar Association (ABA).133     
 
Sanctioning may also lay the groundwork for forward-looking reforms that establish new or clearer                           
professional obligations and duties. In response to Watergate, the ABA promulgated significant                       
revisions to its ethics rules, establishing new standards of expected conduct that govern the legal                             
profession (and the licensing of lawyers).134 The ABA also mandated that law schools teach legal                             
ethics in order for graduates to qualify for admittance to state bars.                        
 
Importantly, and in contrast to other instruments such as investigations and prosecutions, these efforts                           
are wielded “from within.” Sanctioning efforts, by definition, represent communities wrestling with                       
their own standards and methods of enforcing them—not external standards enforced by outside                         
parties. They therefore require that in-group members engage in difficult conversations and make                         
difficult decisions in relation to their peers in order to establish or reinforce normative boundaries.                             
We use the example of private sector sanctioning below.                 
 
Benefits of professional sanctioning. Private sector sanctioning ensures those responsible for                     
transgressions are not able to financially or reputationally benefit from or in spite of their actions.                               
Limiting lucrative or prestigious private sector career opportunities provides a constraint on career                         
prospects for wrongdoers, preventing rehabilitation and, ultimately, the reentering of government or                       
other influential positions such that transgressions are recommited.               
 
Sanctioning can also send potent signals to the broader professional community about what                         
constitutes acceptable behavior by its members, and can thus have significant deterrent value for                           
similar actions by other would-be transgressors. Indeed, just as prosecutions can serve this broader                           
normative function, so too can sanctioning by private entities.                 
 
Finally, depending upon the public profile of the wrongdoer in question, sanctioning may also send a                               
powerful signal to the public that, regardless of the fate of prosecutions and other legal mechanisms,                               
there are consequences for one’s actions within one’s professional community. This may be especially                           
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true when the transgressions in question are violations of democratic and rule of law norms, rather                               
than violations of the law.         
 
Drawbacks and limitations of professional sanctioning. Entities must assume the role and                       
responsibility of enforcing old or constructing new group-norms; and they may opt not to.                           
 
Especially in the absence of a regular practice of doing so, sanctioning by private entities may be                                 
perceived as overzealous and disproportionately retributive. For instance, such efforts may be viewed                         
as “blacklisting” individuals and further stoking partisan retribution. Sanctioning may also be                       
construed as punishing and ultimately disincentivizing public service. Most commonly, perhaps,                     
sanctioning efforts may be viewed as turning otherwise supposedly apolitical private entities into                         
perceived political tools.      
 
Additionally, sanctioning may risk crowding-out other forms of accountability, such as spaces for                         
public apologies or other forms of atonement. Indeed, it may not be desirable to categorically prevent                               
individuals who have committed wrongdoings from being rehabilitated. Sanctioning efforts and                     
providing avenues for redemption may thus be in tension with one another and require resolution.                             
 
Given these risks and limitations, it may be helpful to consider certain principles here: for instance,                               
encouraging sanctioning only for those most responsible for the design of particularly egregious or                           
harmful policies or orders, rather than categorically sanctioning anyone implicated in the actions of a                             
prior administration; establishing clear and transparent standards for sanctioning to avoid perceptions                       
of arbitrariness or retribution; and ensuring that the relevant private entities develop and manage such                             
accountability efforts internally, with professional community buy-in to legitimize and sustain them.                       
 

* * *      
 
As suggested in this paper’s introduction, working towards non-recurrence will require more than                         
accountability efforts alone, as materialized through the sampling of instruments above. However,                       
accountability efforts can also provide important and complementary support for other approaches                       
used to hedge against the recurrence of transgressions, including institutional reforms.                     
 
Impartial prosecutions, for instance, are an essential instrument used to deter future lawbreaking; and                           
in this way, directly contribute to non-recurrence. But through the process of gathering and                           
revealing evidence, prosecutions can also highlight for lawmakers and the public where guardrails are                           
especially weak and need strengthening. Similarly, truth-telling efforts can work towards a shared                         
narrative—and in this way, again, directly contribute to non-recurrence. But they can also through                           
their storytelling generate popular support for reform ideas.                
 
For example, in the post-Watergate era, commissions of inquiry and prosecutions, among other                         
instruments, clarified the scope of wrongdoing and vulnerabilities in current systems, and in turn                           
prompted far-reaching institutional reforms—such as those that reined in executive power.135 The                       
above instruments may be used to pursue accountability; but they may also provide support for other                               
approaches to democratic recovery and reform.           
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V. ACCOUNTABILITY BY WHOM? 
           Who are the appropriate parties to pursue accountability? 
 

 
Just as there is a wide range of mechanisms to effectuate accountability, there is an equally broad set                                   
of actors who can wield these instruments.              
 
This implies a need to engage a variety of groups at the local and national levels to formally and                                     
informally play a role in accountability processes. Beyond government, this could include affected                         
communities, community organizations, former government officials, religious and moral authorities,                   
professional associations, and private sector actors. Rather than considering who is legally entrusted or                           
traditionally responsible for pursuing accountability, we should consider who is best positioned to effect                           
accountability and who would find that accountability most valuable. Various parties are capable of                           
wielding various accountability instruments in service of accountability’s manifold goals.                   
 
Below is a short summary intended to illustrate the variety of possible parties to consider; it is                                 
certainly not exhaustive.      
 
Public officials & civil servants. While government actors themselves are expected parties when                         
wielding certain instruments (e.g., investigations and prosecutions; vetting and lustration), it may be                         
useful to conceive of their roles more broadly. For example, civil servants within institutions that have                               
suffered a serious erosion of integrity enjoy disproportionate knowledge of events. They can                         
therefore also meaningfully contribute to truth-telling, helping to construct a truthful chronicling of                         
history and work towards a shared narrative. Additionally, given their insider positions, they can be                             
instrumental in suggesting and contributing to reforms. Accountability efforts should consider                     
methods to elevate the voices of public officials within institutions, including those who have not                             
necessarily been responsible for transgressions but have borne witness and may be a reservoir of                             
constructive ideas.    
 
Victims’ groups & affected communities. Particularly regarding transgressions that constitute                   
direct harms to people, representatives from affected communities and victims’ groups can play a                           
central role in informing the design and implementation of relevant accountability mechanisms.136                       
More broadly, measures that only elevate elite voices may not only fail in being responsive to victims’                                 
priorities and concerns, but they may also fail in building the public case for the measures in question.                                     
 
Religious figures & other moral authorities. Religious leaders and other moral authorities can play                           
a role in both overseeing certain mechanisms and galvanizing public support for and participation in                             
the relevant processes. In South Africa, Archbishop Desmond Tutu and other religious figures helped                           
to oversee the Truth and Reconciliation Commission, contributing to the commission’s legitimacy                       
from the outset.137 Faith communities were also heavily involved in its design.138 Moral authorities                           
need not only be religious, but can include figureheads that are trusted to speak on difficult issues.                                 
These may include media personalities and former government officials.                 
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Local and national media. Media can play a key role in publicizing and ultimately shaping public                               
opinion surrounding accountability efforts. However, media of course engages different social                     
spheres. For instance, various elite editorial boards have advocated for certain accountability measures                         
in the past, such as prosecution for the architects of the Bush administration’s torture program.139 This                               
may have been appropriate to speak to elite audiences; but it was unlikely to have shaped public                                 
opinion more broadly. Moreover, media should not only be understood as broadcasting stories and                           
opinions. Media can also support public outreach and engagement efforts as part of an accountability                             
scheme, as they do with town halls and debates throughout elections.                       
 
Private sector & professional societies. The private sector and other prominent professional groups                         
such as bar associations can play a role in ensuring those most responsible for the concerned abuses                                 
are not reputationally rehabilitated and/or financially rewarded for their actions.140 Where formal                       
instruments by government actors stop, informal instruments used by such parties can begin. For                           
example, lustration and vetting may prohibit officials’ return into government, but not elsewhere.                         
Thus, in addition to refusing to launder reputations, various non-governmental institutions                     
(including professional associations, civil society groups, and so forth) may play a role in deterring                             
future misconduct by enforcing repercussions and reinforcing norms of socially acceptable behavior.                       
 
International actors. Foreign governments and international organizations have often played both                     
tangential and central roles in various other countries’ accountability processes. Non-domestic                     
institutions can lend expertise and institutional support in contexts where certain resources are                         
lacking; but can also apply pressure to push for accountability, or even pursue their own                             
accountability efforts in the absence of domestic initiatives (or insufficient ones).141 This could involve                           
efforts among international NGOs, the Inter-American Human Rights System, the United Nations,                       
and foreign governments.142      
 

 
Different parties will be more or less adept at wielding different accountability instruments and in                             
service of different goals. This paper has argued for a more expansive perspective along each of these                                 
dimensions: goals that support non-recurrence, the mechanisms available, and the parties involved.                       
We lastly turn to the question of the legitimacy of accountability processes.                       
 

 
 

 
 

VI. ACCOUNTABILITY SUPPORTED BY WHOM? 
           Who must legitimize an accountability scheme with their support? 
 

 
Absent support, an accountability process may appear politically motivated and risk entrenching                       
division, distrust, and disillusionment. Findings may be discounted as corrupt or irrelevant, and efforts                           
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may fall short in consensus-building around what happened and why it must be prevented from                             
recurring. Accountability processes may backfire, turning the accused into martyrs and legitimizing                       
the very types of behavior they sought to deter.                   
 
While these are real risks, it is also unlikely that an accountability process will ever enjoy anything                                 
close to universal popularity.143 Especially in deeply polarized societies, such an expectation would be                           
unreasonable. Further, while in some countries emerging from periods of state-sanctioned abuses                       
there are clear “winners and losers,” in many others there is no such distinction, complicating the                               
ability to garner broad-based support for most accountability efforts. For instance, in both                         
post-conflict Lebanon and Thailand, social polarization and the political strength of various factions                         
remained largely unchanged.144 Accountability processes could not be a popular exercise of one                         
faction adjudicating the wrongs of another.           
 
Moreover, accountability processes may be valuable not despite enduring polarization, but rather                       
because of it. Efforts to open new dialogues and confront controversial histories are perhaps most                             
important in societies defined by deep social cleavages.145                
 
A. Construing legitimacy narrowly. Despite some of the risk dynamics referenced above, it is not                             
a given that broad-based support is in fact a necessary criterion for the effectiveness of every                               
accountability instrument.    
 
For instance, investigations and prosecutions by law enforcement, even if generally unpopular, can                         
still effectively deter future misconduct.146 Sanctioning programs within certain professional                   
communities may also, by definition, not require broad-based support. Professional law, business, or                         
other societies that may choose not to welcome wrongdoers back into their ranks may need the                               
support of their own in-group members—but not necessarily the public generally. Vetting and                         
lustration schemes may narrowly require the support of the civil service to accomplish the goal of                               
rebuilding the integrity of public institutions.147 And so forth.                 
 
This suggests that “legitimacy” be conceived of more precisely: who exactly needs to support which                             
efforts in order to make them successful, beyond “society” generally?                   
 
B. Generating legitimacy over time. Various instruments through the process of being used can also                             
generate legitimacy. Accountability efforts that engage in public exercises of truth-seeking and                       
truth-telling, for instance, can broaden support for themselves. For example, through the process of                           
finding and producing evidence, support for prosecutions may change over time. Indeed, public                         
approval of any instrument, including high-profile investigations and prosecutions, are dynamic; as                       
they progress, public attitudes change (see, Snapshot: Support for Prosecution in Peru). This is not to                               
suggest that the evolution of support is one-directional; support may also erode. But legitimacy                           
should be understood as a dynamic rather than a static factor.                     
 
Certain accountability efforts, such as truth-telling efforts managed by respected parties (e.g., through                         
commissions of inquiry), can also build popular support for other instruments. In various countries,                           
truth commissions—through the uncovering of evidence, direct public engagement, and public                     
storytelling—have facilitated greater public support for referral of criminal misconduct to law                       
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enforcement for prosecutions.148 Accountability instruments may interact to produce support for each                       
other over time.     

 
 

 
  

With instruments that may require significant public support, approaches are available to generate it.                           
Public engagement and education campaigns, including strategic communication campaigns, can                   
play a key role.155 They can explain a processes’ goals and guiding principles and the individuals                               
overseeing an effort, and manage concerns or questions in real-time. Where appropriate, outreach                         
can also provide avenues for the public to weigh in on the scope and design of a particular                                   
mechanism. While these efforts may never popularize accountability, they can demystify it,                       
broadening its understanding and acceptability among the public, inoculating against misinformation                     
and conspiracy theories, and benefiting a process’ design and implementation along the way.                         
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SNAPSHOT: Support for Prosecution in Peru 
 

 
Former President of Peru Alberto Fujimori, who had dissolved the legislature and politicized the                           
judiciary upon assuming office in 1990, garnered popularity for ruling by decree in the face of                               
years of legislative gridlock.        
 
In 2008, when a special tribunal in Peru sentenced Fujimori to 25 years in prison for human rights                                   
violations, two-thirds of polled Peruvians said they approved of his time in office.149 In 2003, the                               
Peruvian Congress had authorized criminal charges and prosecutions of Fujimori, lifting the                       
immunity enjoyed by former presidents. The former President claimed that the investigations were                         
“politically motivated.” Majorities in both rural and urban areas of the country disagreed with the                             
court’s ruling, siding with the President; majorities also favored pardoning him.150                      
 
Fujimori’s legacy, and the political party he led (Popular Front), have changed significantly                         
since. While still competitive, the party—now led by his daughter—has weakened and no                         
longer holds its once “unbreakable majority” in Congress.151 Center-right parties have made                       
inroads as an alternative to the right-wing Popular Front.152 Other institutions that were                         
formally politicized and corrupted under Fujimori, while still troubled, have been                     
strengthened, including a more independent judiciary.153 While Fujimori’s legacy remains                   
unsettled, and polarization in Peru runs deep, the once broad-based support for the former                           
President has given way to a more complicated and changing political environment.154                          
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PRINCIPLES 

 
This paper has aimed to pose operative questions. We have erred on the side of providing a resource to                                     
generate and improve accountability ideas, rather than simply offering our own.                     
 
A variety of parties across government, civil society, media, and the private sector, among others, will                               
necessarily face the kind of questions presented here. No one organization (ours included) has a full view                                 
into the universe of effective accountability options to repair and strengthen democratic institutions.                         
Therefore, this paper presents a framework for asking and analyzing questions in support of those many                               
potential parties.   
 
While we do not offer prescriptive answers, some general principles emerge for the design of                             
accountability schemes from our analysis above. These principles reflect key observations from the                         
research summarized here. Indeed, these are only general principles—they would not hold in every                           
circumstance. But given the analysis above, we nonetheless believe these may be useful considerations as                             
the U.S. confronts difficult choices after a period of systematic transgressions by public officials.                             
 
While certainly not the only relevant considerations, the below are eight principles to consider in the                               
design of any U.S. accountability scheme working towards non-recurrence.                 
 
 

1. Assessing and managing risks is more desirable than avoiding accountability                   
efforts altogether. Given the risks and limitations associated with accountability                   
schemes, the bias towards inaction may feel justified. However, the risks of not pursuing                           
accountability can be even steeper. A general policy of “moving on” is likely to leave the                               
U.S. more vulnerable to a repeat of similar transgressions. Risks should therefore be                         
carefully identified, analyzed, and managed.         
 

2. Investigations and prosecutions are a necessary but insufficient accountability                 
instrument to guard against recurrence. Evidence is robust that prosecutions for                     
unlawful misconduct can effectively deter future lawbreaking, including at the highest                     
levels of government, while making exceptions for powerful political actors can increase                       
the likelihood of future lawbreaking. At the same time, prosecutions are only relevant in                           
circumstances where there is sufficient, admissible evidence that there have been                     
violations of the law; they do not account for various other transgressions, including                         
violations of democratic and rule of law norms, or the propagation of direct harms that                             
may not be outside the bounds of the law.                 

 
3. Non-recurrence requires employing a broad menu of complementary, not                 

competing instruments. Unearthing a full and truthful record of wrongdoing,                   
rebuilding robust social norms governing acceptable political behavior, and constructing                   
a shared narrative may be just as important as enforcing consequences for transgressions.                         
Thus, mechanisms ranging from commissions of inquiry to public apologies and                     
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professional sanctioning of dangerous behavior should be considered as part of broader                       
accountability schemes working towards non-recurrence. These mechanisms should be                 
viewed as self-reinforcing rather than competing.           

 
4. Types of transgressions should be distinguished from each other, and in turn                       

approached differently. Abuses of power do not only come in the form of lawbreaking.                           
Democratic and rule of law norms can be violated in ways that still may comport with                               
the law. While these transgressions should be approached differently, they warrant equal                       
scrutiny given that all contribute to democratic erosion.                
 

5. Types of wrongdoers should be distinguished from one another, without focusing                     
on some at the expense of others. Transgressions are made possible not only by                           
executive decision-makers, but also by those who enable and implement transgressions.                     
Preventing future transgressions requires that different categories of wrongdoers be                   
evaluated for their contributions to wrongdoings. Only focusing, for instance, on                     
high-level decision-makers and not on lower-level implementers and enablers can                   
obscure a complete picture of responsibility, as can only focusing on enablers and                         
implementers at the expense of those ultimately directing wrongdoing.                 
 

6. Non-governmental and informal institutions should be engaged as parties                 
responsible for generating accountability. Institutions ranging from business to                 
academia to professional associations can enforce their own rules of appropriate conduct                       
by condemning wrongdoing and communicating clear expectations of permissible                 
behavior. Some, like bar associations, may also enforce and/or update their own codes of                           
conduct. These institutions, although lacking the force of government, can nonetheless                     
promote powerful prescriptive norms that govern political behavior.               

 
7. Accountability efforts do not universally need to be “popular” to be effective. The                         

real or perceived lack of support for certain accountability efforts should not alone                         
preclude them. Various instruments may not require general public support to                     
accomplish their goals. For example, that investigations and prosecutions may be                     
unpopular among some may not diminish their deterrence effect; or that vetting and                         
lustration schemes may be viewed negatively by some may not impair their effectiveness                         
at ensuring wrongdoers do not maintain or regain positions of power. Legitimacy for                         
any particular accountability effort should therefore be construed narrowly and precisely.                     

 
8. Accountability efforts can lay the groundwork for other approaches to                   

non-recurrence, like institutional reforms. Accountability is one avenue among                 
many to protect against the recurrence of transgressions by officials vested with public                         
trust. Other approaches, like institutional reforms, can find support from accountability                     
efforts. For instance, prosecutions and commissions of inquiry can build a body of                         
evidence and corresponding narratives that generate support for certain reforms, like                     
limiting executive power or shoring up the integrity of elections and other weakened                         
public institutions.   
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CONCLUSION 
 
An expansive understanding of accountability—not as retributive, but as a process that works towards                           
non-recurrence by constructing a full record, deterring misconduct, rebuilding prescriptive norms, and                       
generating shared narratives—suggests that reckoning with wrongdoing and national healing are not                       
invariably at-odds. More likely, they are interdependent. Accountability processes can rebuild trust in the                           
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integrity of public institutions and public officials, and their capacity to do their jobs in service of the                                   
general welfare.    
 
Certainly, there are real risks and unavoidable costs associated with accountability efforts. This paper                           
reviews both generalizable risks and limitations as well as those associated with distinct instruments. But                             
there are also serious risks and costs to inaction. Any analysis that raises the former should also contend                                   
with the latter.      
 
Finally, reversing democratic backsliding cannot be the job of accountability processes alone. But as this                             
paper has suggested, especially as the U.S. government is near to changing executive hands, amnesia is an                                 
ineffective remedy to abuses of government power. To fortify U.S. institutions and the public against the                               
specter of recurrence, accountability options are deserving of full and careful consideration.                       
   

 
 
TOWARDS NON-RECURRENCE  Protect Democracy           38 



ENDNOTES 
 

1. Rachel Kleinfeld and David Solimini, What Comes Next? Lessons for the Recovery of Liberal Democracy, Democracy                                 
Fund and Carnegie Endowment for Peace (Oct. 2018).                

2. Michael J. Abramowitz, Democracy in Crisis, Freedom House (Feb. 5, 2018).                        

3. Carol E. Lee, Kristen Welker and Mike Memoli, Biden hopes to avoid divisive Trump investigations, preferring unity,                                   
NBC News (Nov. 17, 2020).           

4. Christopher Ingraham, Trump’s most worrying attacks on democracy, in one giant chart, The Washington Post (Oct.                                 
29, 2020); The Economist, Donald Trump’s record on corruption and conflicts-of-interest (Oct. 31, 2020); Eric Katz,                               
White House Confirms It's Purging Disloyal Employees 'From the Bowels of the Federal Government', Government                             
Executive (Feb. 25, 2020); Lisa Lambert and Makini Brice, Trump removes top coronavirus watchdog, widens attack on                                 
inspectors general, Reuters (Apr. 7, 2020); Leonard Downie Jr., The Trump Administration and the Media, Committee to                                 
Protect Journalists (Apr. 16, 2020); Jessica Guynn, From COVID-19 to voting: Trump is nation's single largest spreader of                                   
disinformation, studies say, USA Today (Oct. 5, 2020); Mike Levine, 'No Blame?' ABC News finds 54 cases invoking                                   
'Trump' in connection with violence, threats, alleged assaults, ABC News (May 30, 2020).                          

5. Kate Cronin-Furman, The Treatment of Migrants Likely ‘Meets the Definition of a Mass Atrocity,’ The New York                                   
Times (June 29, 2019).        

6. Kleinfeld and Solimini, What Comes Next?              

7. Vincent Bevins, The Dirty Problems With Operation Car Wash, The Atlantic (Aug. 21, 2019).                              

8. Jill Lepore, Let history, not partisans, prosecute Trump, The Washington Post (Oct. 16, 2020); Paul Musgrave,                                 
America Needs to Prosecute Its Presidents, Foreign Policy (Sept. 29, 2020).                      

9. Adam Serwer, Obama's Legacy of Impunity for Torture, The Atlantic (Mar. 14, 2018); Paul Rosenzweig, Trump Has                                   
Justified Breaking One of America’s Most Sacred Norms, The Atlantic (Oct. 27, 2020).                          

10. Eoin Higgins, If Democrats win, they need to enact a transformative agenda, fully prosecute Trump — and ignore any                                       
hand-wringing from pundits, Business Insider (Oct. 30, 2020); Jeff Wise, The People v. Donald J. Trump: The criminal                                   
case against him is already in the works — and it could go to trial sooner than you think, Intelligencer (Sept. 14, 2020);                                             
Sam Tanenhaus, Will Trump face charges after the presidency?, The Washington Post (Oct. 16, 2020); Jonathan Chait,                                 
Lock Him Up? For the Republic to survive Trump’s presidency, he must be tried for his crimes. Even if that sparks a                                           
constitutional crisis of its own, Intelligencer (Sept. 14, 2020).                  

11. Musgrave, America Needs to Prosecute Its Presidents.                

12. Ibid.    

13. CNN/ORC, Poll 7 (July 2014).            

14. Adam Martin, The Nixon Library Has Finally Stopped Calling Watergate a 'Coup,’ The Atlantic (Mar. 31, 2011).                                    

15. Human Rights Watch, Selling Justice Short: Why Accountability Matters for Peace (July 7, 2009).                              

16. Sean Gailmard, Accountability and Principal-Agent Models, Oxford Handbook of Public Accountability (Aug.                         
2012).  

17. Jaya Ramji-Nogales, Designing Bespoke Transitional Justice: A Pluralist Process Approach, Michigan Journal of                           
International Law (Fall 2010); Martha Minow, Making History or Making Peace: When Prosecutions Should Give Way                               
to Truth Commissions and Peace Negotiations, Journal of Human Rights (June 14, 2008).                          

 
 
TOWARDS NON-RECURRENCE  Protect Democracy           39 

https://democracyfund.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/2018_WhatComesNext_vFINAL.pdf
https://freedomhouse.org/report/freedom-world/2018/democracy-crisis
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/justice-department/president-elect-biden-wary-trump-focused-investigations-sources-say-n1247959
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2020/10/29/trump-democracy-abnormal-ratings/
https://www.economist.com/united-states/2020/10/31/donald-trumps-record-on-corruption-and-conflicts-of-interest
https://www.govexec.com/workforce/2020/02/white-house-confirms-its-purging-disloyal-employees-bowels-federal-government/163316/
https://www.govexec.com/workforce/2020/02/white-house-confirms-its-purging-disloyal-employees-bowels-federal-government/163316/
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-health-coronavirus-usa-inspector-gene/trump-removes-top-coronavirus-watchdog-widens-attack-on-inspectors-general-idUSKBN21P2OM
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-health-coronavirus-usa-inspector-gene/trump-removes-top-coronavirus-watchdog-widens-attack-on-inspectors-general-idUSKBN21P2OM
https://cpj.org/reports/2020/04/trump-media-attacks-credibility-leaks/
https://cpj.org/reports/2020/04/trump-media-attacks-credibility-leaks/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/tech/2020/10/05/trump-covid-19-coronavirus-disinformation-facebook-twitter-election/3632194001/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/tech/2020/10/05/trump-covid-19-coronavirus-disinformation-facebook-twitter-election/3632194001/
https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/blame-abc-news-finds-17-cases-invoking-trump/story?id=58912889
https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/blame-abc-news-finds-17-cases-invoking-trump/story?id=58912889
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/06/29/opinion/immigration-children-detention.html
https://democracyfund.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/2018_WhatComesNext_vFINAL.pdf
https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2019/08/anti-corruption-crusades-paved-way-bolsonaro/596449/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/truth-reconciliation-tribunal-trump-historians/2020/10/16/84026810-0e88-11eb-b1e8-16b59b92b36d_story.html
https://foreignpolicy.com/2020/09/29/america-prosecute-presidents-pardon-trump-nixon/
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/03/obamas-legacy-of-impunity-for-torture/555578/
https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2020/10/case-criminally-investigating-ex-president/616804/
https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2020/10/case-criminally-investigating-ex-president/616804/
https://www.businessinsider.com/democrats-prosecute-election-trump-accountable-republicans-progressives-moderates-2020-10
https://www.businessinsider.com/democrats-prosecute-election-trump-accountable-republicans-progressives-moderates-2020-10
https://nymag.com/intelligencer/article/donald-trump-criminal-case.html
https://nymag.com/intelligencer/article/donald-trump-criminal-case.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/2020/10/16/prosecute-trump-accountability-presidency/?arc404=true
https://nymag.com/intelligencer/article/donald-trump-criminal-prosecution.html
https://nymag.com/intelligencer/article/donald-trump-criminal-prosecution.html
https://foreignpolicy.com/2020/09/29/america-prosecute-presidents-pardon-trump-nixon/
https://i2.cdn.turner.com/cnn/2014/images/08/08/rel7g.pdf
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2011/03/watergate-called-coup-nixon-library/349208/
https://www.hrw.org/report/2009/07/07/selling-justice-short/why-accountability-matters-peace#
https://www.law.berkeley.edu/files/csls/Gailmard_-_Accountability_and_Principal-Agent_Models(2).pdf
https://repository.law.umich.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1055&context=mjil
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14754830802073295
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14754830802073295


18. Alexander Vinman and John Gans, Trump Has Sold Off America’s Credibility for His Personal Gain, The New                                   
York Times (Sept. 29, 2020); Roger Cohen, How Trump Lowered America’s Standing in the World, The New York                                   
Times (Oct. 29, 2020).        

19. U.S. Agency for International Development, Community Participation in Transitional Justice: A Role for                           
Participatory Research (2014).      

20. Sam Berger, How a Future President Can Hold the Trump Administration Accountable, Center for American                               
Progress (Aug. 5, 2020).        

21. Daniel Ellsberg, Lying About Vietnam, the New York Times (June 29, 2001); Serwer, Obama's Legacy of Impunity                                   
for Torture.    

22. Ryan Lizza, Daniel Lippman, and Meredith McGraw, AOC wants to cancel those who worked for Trump. Good                                   
luck with that, they say, Politico (Nov. 9, 2020).                  

23. Uri Friedman, Trust Is Collapsing in America, The Atlantic (Jan. 21, 2018).                          

24. Mary Kreiner Ramirez, Criminal Affirmance: Going Beyond the Deterrence Paradigm to Examine the Social Meaning                               
of Declining Prosecution of Elite Crime, Connecticut Law Review (2013); Patrick Radden Keefe, Why Corrupt Bankers                               
Avoid Jail, The New Yorker (July 24, 2017).               

25. Dalibor Rohac, Liz Kennedy, and Vikram Singh, Drivers of Authoritarian Populism in the United States, Center for                                   
American Progress (May 10, 2018); Jeremy Reed Porter, The Relationship Between Political Cynicism and Right-Wing                             
Authoritarianism, Department of Sociology, University of Louisville (Aug. 2004).                  

26. Institute for Integrated Transitions, Changing the Narrative: The Role of Communications in Transitional Justice                             
(2020). 

27. Minow, Making History or Making Peace.              

28. Christopher Kutz, How Norms Die: Torture and Assassination in American Security Policy, Ethics & International                               
Affairs (Dec. 12, 2014).        

29. Ibid.    

30. Jonathan Leader Maynard and Susan Benesch, Dangerous Speech and Dangerous Ideology: An                         

31. Lily Rothman, How Roger Stone Connects Donald Trump to Richard Nixon, TIME (Jan. 25, 2019).                               

32. The Editorial Board, Prosecute Torturers and Their Bosses, The New York Times (Dec. 21, 2014).                                

33. Adam Serwer, Investigation of Bush-era Torture Concludes With No Charges, Mother Jones (Aug. 31, 2012).                                

34. Dahlia Lithwick, Torture Roulette, Slate (Dec. 14, 2009).                  

35. David Luban, David Margolis Is Wrong, Slate (Feb. 22, 2010); Andrew Cohen, Torture Memo Author, Now a                                   
Federal Judge, Still Justifying Torture, The Atlantic (Feb. 9 2013); Catherine Hsu, UC Berkeley law professor advises                                 
White House on how to pass policies without Congress, The Daily Californian (July 27, 2020).                              

36. Katherine Hawkins, We Can’t “Look Forward” on the Trump Administration’s Abuses. Just Security (Dec. 11, 2020)                                 

37. Serwer, Obama's Legacy of Impunity for Torture.                

38. Filip Rudic, Admir Muslimovic, Marija Ristic and Sven Milekic, Hague Tribunal Closes Down, Leaving Disputed                               
Legacy, Balkan Insight (Dec. 21, 2017).            

39. Axe Files, Holder cautions against prosecuting Trump post presidency, CNN (Sept. 14, 2019).                            

40. Zack Stanton, Is Prosecuting a Former President Worth It?, Politico Magazine (Oct. 1, 2020); Steven Levitsky and                                   
Daniel Ziblatt, How Wobbly is Our Democracy?, The New York Times (Jan. 27, 2018).                            

 
 
TOWARDS NON-RECURRENCE  Protect Democracy           40 

https://www.nytimes.com/2020/09/29/opinion/trump-foreign-policy.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/10/29/opinion/trump-foreign-policy-us-allies.html
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1866/CPTJUSAID.pdf
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1866/CPTJUSAID.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/democracy/reports/2020/08/05/488773/future-president-can-hold-trump-administration-accountable/
https://www.nytimes.com/2001/06/29/opinion/lying-about-vietnam.html
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/03/obamas-legacy-of-impunity-for-torture/555578/
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/03/obamas-legacy-of-impunity-for-torture/555578/
https://www.politico.com/news/2020/11/09/aoc-cancel-worked-for-trump-435293
https://www.politico.com/news/2020/11/09/aoc-cancel-worked-for-trump-435293
https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2018/01/trust-trump-america-world/550964/
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2039785
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2039785
https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2017/07/31/why-corrupt-bankers-avoid-jail
https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2017/07/31/why-corrupt-bankers-avoid-jail
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/democracy/reports/2018/05/10/450552/drivers-authoritarian-populism-united-states/
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.471.6539&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.471.6539&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://www.ifit-transitions.org/publications/major-publications-briefings/changing-the-narrative-the-role-of-communications-in-transitional-justice/changing-the-narrative-en.pdf/view
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14754830802073295
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/ethics-and-international-affairs/article/how-norms-die-torture-and-assassination-in-american-security-policy/26547EB3D53A077EEFF54FFEF2CF4277
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:ef01f01c-2803-4a8a-9718-7a8306e34a6a/download_file?file_format=pdf&safe_filename=maynardbeneschVoR2016.pdf&type_of_work=Journal+article
https://time.com/5513051/roger-stone-richard-nixon-donald-trump/
https://www.nytimes.com/2014/12/22/opinion/prosecute-torturers-and-their-bosses.html
https://www.motherjones.com/politics/2012/08/durham-torture-cia-obama-holder/
https://slate.com/news-and-politics/2009/12/the-obama-administration-has-picked-the-worst-possible-case-for-its-first-torture-trial.html
https://slate.com/news-and-politics/2010/02/john-yoo-and-jay-bybee-shouldn-t-be-home-free.html
http://h/
http://h/
https://www.dailycal.org/2020/07/26/uc-berkeley-law-professor-advises-white-house-on-how-to-pass-policies-without-congress/
https://www.dailycal.org/2020/07/26/uc-berkeley-law-professor-advises-white-house-on-how-to-pass-policies-without-congress/
https://www.justsecurity.org/73825/we-cant-look-forward-on-the-trump-administrations-abuses/
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/03/obamas-legacy-of-impunity-for-torture/555578/
https://balkaninsight.com/2017/12/21/hague-tribunal-closes-down-leaving-disputed-legacy-12-20-2017/
https://balkaninsight.com/2017/12/21/hague-tribunal-closes-down-leaving-disputed-legacy-12-20-2017/
https://edition.cnn.com/videos/politics/2019/09/14/eric-holder-cautions-prosecuting-trump-sot-axefiles-vpx.cnn
https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2020/10/01/after-trump-prosecute-president-office-bauer-goldsmith-book-424580
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/01/27/opinion/sunday/democracy-polarization.html


41. Christopher Clark, South Africa’s ‘moral compromise’: Why more than 300 apartheid-era atrocities remain unsolved,                             
The Washington Post (Aug. 7, 2019).            

42. Raymond S. Nickerson, Confirmation Bias: A Ubiquitous Phenomenon in Many Guises, Review of general                             
Psychology (June 1, 1998).        

43. Bevins, The Dirty Problems With Operation Car Wash.                  

44. Lisa Magarrell and Blaz Gutierrez, Lessons in Truth-Seeking: International Experiences Informing United States                           
Initiatives, International Center for Transitional Justice (Sept. 2006).                

45. Jan Krasni, How to hijack a discourse? Reflections on the concepts of post-truth and fake news, Humanities and Social                                       
Sciences Communications (2020).      

46. Francis Fukuyama, Political Order and Political Decay, From the Industrial Revolution to the Present Day, Farrar,                                 
Straus and Giroux (September 30, 2014); Guillermo A. O’Donnell, Horizontal accountability in new democracies,                           
Journal of Democracy (1998).       

47. Institute for Integrated Transitions, Changing the Narrative: The Role of Communications in Transitional                           
Justice (2020).   

48. John McMurtrie, Ben Parker, Stephanie Steinbrecher, Kelsey Ronan, Amy Sumerton, Rachel VIlla, and Sophia                             
DuRose, Lest We Forget the Horrors: A Catalog of Trump’s Worst Cruelties, Collusions, Corruptions, and Crimes,                               
McSweeney’s (Updated Dec. 15, 2020).          

49. Scott Horton, Justice After Bush, Harper’s Magazine (Dec. 2008).                    

50. Minow, Making History or Making Peace.              

51. Quinta Jurecic, Obstruction of Justice in the Mueller Report: A Heat Map, Lawfare (Apr, 21, 2019); Priscilla Alvarez,                                     
Whistleblower alleges high rate of hysterectomies and medical neglect at ICE facility, CNN (Sept. 16, 2020); Ken                                 
Bredemier, Former US Justice Lawyers Call for Investigation of Barr, VOA (June 10, 2020); Gabe Lezra, Profiting off the                                     
Presidency: Trump’s Violations of the Emoluments Clauses, American Constitution Society (Oct. 1, 2019); Richard                           
Tofel, Why Trump Would Almost Certainly Be Violating the Constitution If He Continues to Own His Businesses,                                 
ProPublica (Dec. 2, 2016); Alana Abramson, Richard Nixon Is the Reason President Trump's Aides Have to Repair                                 
Documents He Rips Up, TIME (June 11, 2018).                

52. Ciara Torres-Spelliscy, How Trump’s Tax Records Could Point to Campaign Finance Violations, The Brennan                             
Center for Justice (Oct. 16, 2020); Danny Hakim, Mike McIntire, William K. Rashbaum and Ben Protess, Trump                                 
Tax Write-Offs Are Ensnared in 2 New York Fraud Investigations, The New York Times (Nov. 19, 2020); William K.                                     
Rashbaum and Benjamin Weiser, D.A. Is Investigating Trump and His Company Over Fraud, Filing Suggests, The New                                 
York Times (Aug. 3, 2020); Jan Ransom, E. Jean Carroll, Who Accused Trump of Rape, Sues Him for Defamation, The                                       
New York Times (Oct. 19, 2020); Sarah Maslin Nir, Trump Can Be Sued for Defamation by Summer Zervos,                                   
‘Apprentice’ Contestant, Court Rules, (Mar. 14, 2019).             

53. John Cassidy, The Long-Term Damage of Trump’s Antidemocratic Lies, The New Yorker (Nov. 13, 2020); Susan                                 
Scutti, Cesar Sayoc, who sent pipe bombs to prominent Democrats, sentenced to 20 years, CNN (Aug. 6, 2020); Mark                                     
Greenberg and Harry Litman, Trump’s Corrupt Use of the Pardon Power, Lawfare (June 19, 2018); Brian Bennett and                                   
Tessa Berenson, Past Presidents Tried to Hide It. Now Trump’s Political Use of Office is Part of the Show, TIME (Aug.                                         
27, 2020); Jen Kirby, Trump’s purge of inspectors general, explained, Vox (May 28, 2020); Tofel, Why Trump Would                                   
Almost Certainly Be Violating the Constitution If He Continues to Own His Businesses; Philip Ewing, DOJ                               
Whistleblowers Allege Political Interference In Big Cases, NPR (June 24, 2020); Charlie Savage, Trump Vows Stonewall                               
of ‘All’ House Subpoenas, Setting Up Fight Over Powers, The New York Times (Apr. 24, 2019); Anne Applebaum,                                   
Trump Is a Super-Spreader of Disinformation, The Atlantic (Oct. 3, 2020); Reid J. Epstein, Emily Cochrane and Glenn                                   
Thrush, Trump Again Sows Doubt About Election as G.O.P. Scrambles to Assure Voters, The New York Times (Sept.                                   
24, 2020).    

 
 
TOWARDS NON-RECURRENCE  Protect Democracy           41 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/africa/south-africas-moral-compromise-why-more-than-300-apartheid-era-atrocities-remain-unsolved/2019/08/07/d76daa50-b493-11e9-acc8-1d847bacca73_story.html
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1037/1089-2680.2.2.175
https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2019/08/anti-corruption-crusades-paved-way-bolsonaro/596449/
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-USA-Truth-Initiatives-2006-English.pdf
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-USA-Truth-Initiatives-2006-English.pdf
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41599-020-0527-z
https://muse.jhu.edu/article/16904
https://www.mcsweeneys.net/articles/the-complete-listing-so-far-atrocities-1-1-028
https://harpers.org/archive/2008/12/justice-after-bush/
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14754830802073295
https://www.lawfareblog.com/obstruction-justice-mueller-report-heat-map
https://www.cnn.com/2020/09/15/politics/immigration-customs-enforcement-medical-care-detainees/index.html
https://www.voanews.com/usa/former-us-justice-lawyers-call-investigation-barr
https://www.acslaw.org/expertforum/profiting-off-the-presidency-trumps-violations-of-the-emoluments-clauses/
https://www.acslaw.org/expertforum/profiting-off-the-presidency-trumps-violations-of-the-emoluments-clauses/
https://www.propublica.org/article/trump-would-be-violating-constitution-if-he-continues-to-own-his-businesses
https://time.com/5308542/trump-presidential-records-nixon/
https://time.com/5308542/trump-presidential-records-nixon/
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/analysis-opinion/how-trumps-tax-records-could-point-campaign-finance-violations
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/11/19/nyregion/trump-fraud-investigations-taxes.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/11/19/nyregion/trump-fraud-investigations-taxes.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/08/03/nyregion/donald-trump-taxes-cyrus-vance.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/11/04/nyregion/jean-carroll-sues-trump.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/03/14/nyregion/summer-zervos-trump-defamation-lawsuit.html?action=click&module=RelatedLinks&pgtype=Article
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/03/14/nyregion/summer-zervos-trump-defamation-lawsuit.html?action=click&module=RelatedLinks&pgtype=Article
https://www.newyorker.com/news/our-columnists/the-long-term-damage-of-trumps-antidemocratic-lies
https://www.cnn.com/2019/08/05/us/cesar-sayoc-sentencing-monday/index.html
https://www.lawfareblog.com/trumps-corrupt-use-pardon-power
https://time.com/5884318/trump-political-use-of-office-convention/
https://www.vox.com/2020/5/28/21265799/inspectors-general-trump-linick-atkinson
https://www.propublica.org/article/trump-would-be-violating-constitution-if-he-continues-to-own-his-businesses
https://www.propublica.org/article/trump-would-be-violating-constitution-if-he-continues-to-own-his-businesses
https://www.npr.org/2020/06/24/882765956/watch-live-doj-whistleblowers-allege-political-interference-in-big-cases
https://www.npr.org/2020/06/24/882765956/watch-live-doj-whistleblowers-allege-political-interference-in-big-cases
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/04/24/us/politics/donald-trump-subpoenas.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/04/24/us/politics/donald-trump-subpoenas.html
https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2020/10/trump-super-spreader-disinformation/616604/
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/09/24/us/politics/trump-republicans-election-transition.html


54. Grant Tudor, Justin Florence, Aditi Juneja, Rachel Homer, and Justin Vail, Preventing Pardon Abuse: Abuses of the                                   
Pardon Power and a Role for Congress, Protect Democracy (Dec. 2020).                     

55. Scott Nover, The Legal Precedent That Could Protect Jim Acosta’s Credentials, The Atlantic (Nov. 9. 2018).                                  

56. Clara Long, Written Testimony: Kids in Cages: Inhumane Treatment at the Border, Human Rights Watch (July 11,                                   
2019); Miranda Bryant, Allegations of unwanted Ice hysterectomies recall grim time in US history, The Guardian (Sept.                                 
21, 2020); Fabiola Cineas, Donald Trump is the accelerant, Vox (Oct. 9. 2020); Levine, 'No Blame?'; Peter Baker and                                     
Michael D. Shear, El Paso Shooting Suspect’s Manifesto Echoes Trump’s Language, The New York Times (Aug. 4,                                 
2019); Rosie Gray, Trump Defends White-Nationalist Protesters: 'Some Very Fine People on Both Sides,’ The Atlantic                               
(Aug. 15, 2017); Sheera Frenkel and Annie Karni, Proud Boys celebrate Trump’s ‘stand by’ remark about them at the                                     
debate, The New York Times (Sept. 29, 2020); Thomas Fuller and Derrick Bryston Taylor, Trump Reverses Decision                                 
to Reject California’s Request for Wildfire Relief, The New York Times (Oct. 16, 2020); Erica Werner, White House                                   
threatens to veto Puerto Rico earthquake aid package ahead of House vote, The Washington Post (Feb. 5, 2020).                                   

57. The American Civil Liberties Union, ICE and Border Patrol Abuses (2020).                        

58. Olivia Nuzzi, Enablement: The tortured self-justification of one very powerful Trump-loathing anonymous Republican,                           
Intelligencer (Oct. 26, 2020).        

59. Juliet Eilperin, Lisa Rein, and Marc Fisher, Resistance from within: Federal workers push back against Trump, The                                   
Washington Post (Jan. 30, 2017).          

60. Campaign Legal Center, Complaint regarding Commerce Secretary Wilbur L. Ross Jr. from the Campaign Legal                               

61. Aaron Rupar, Kayleigh McEnany has made a mockery of her promise not to lie. Tuesday’s briefing was case in point,                                         
Vox (Sept. 23, 2020); Tim Alberta, How Mark Meadows Became the White House’s Unreliable Source, Politico (Oct. 4,                                   
2020).  

62. Peter Baker, Maggie Haberman, Katie Rogers, Zolan Kanno-Youngs and Katie Benner, How Trump’s Idea for a                                 
Photo Op Led to Havoc in a Park, The New York Times (June 2, 2020).                              

63. Protect Democracy, Preventing and Deterring Unlawful Pardons (Updated Apr. 29, 2019).                        

64. Simon Shuster, TIME, and Ilya Marritz, Rick Perry’s Ukranian Dream, ProPublica (Sept. 10, 2019).                              

65. Michael D. Shear, Katie Benner and Michael S. Schmidt, ‘We Need to Take Away Children,’ No Matter How                                     
Young, Justice Dept. Officials Said, The New York Times (Oct. 6, 2020).                        

66. Eric Tucker, Judge sharply rebukes Barr’s handling of Mueller report, The Associated Press (Mar. 5, 2020).                                   

67. Christina A. Cassidy and Mary Clare Jalonick, Senate hearing elevates baseless claims of election fraud, The                                 
Associated Press (Dec. 16, 2020).          

68. Rachel Tresiman, Whistleblower Alleges 'Medical Neglect,' Questionable Hysterectomies Of ICE Detainees, NPR                         
(Sept. 16, 2020).      

69. Pinkerton v. United States, 328 U.S. 640 (1946).                  

70. Christina A. Cassidy and Mary Clare Jalonick, Senate hearing elevates baseless claims of election fraud, Associated                                 
Press (Dec. 16, 2020).       

71. Minow, Making History or Making Peace.              

72. United States Institute of Peace, Truth Commission: El Salvador (July 1, 1992); United States Institute of Peace,                                   
Truth Commission: South Africa (Dec. 1, 1995); United States Institute of Peace, Truth Commission: Argentina (Dec,                               
16, 1983); The Eisenhower Foundation, Report of the National Advisory Commission on Civil Disorder (1967); The                               
9/11 Commission, The 9/11 Commission Report (July 22, 2004); Thomas Young, 40 years ago, Church Committee                                
investigated Americans spying on Americans, The Brookings Institution (May 6, 2015); C. Jeanne Bassett, House Bill                               

 
 
TOWARDS NON-RECURRENCE  Protect Democracy           42 

https://assets.documentcloud.org/documents/20423834/pardons-policy-brief.pdf
https://assets.documentcloud.org/documents/20423834/pardons-policy-brief.pdf
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/11/legality-revoking-jim-acostas-press-pass/575479/
https://www.hrw.org/news/2019/07/11/written-testimony-kids-cages-inhumane-treatment-border
https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2020/sep/21/unwanted-hysterectomy-allegations-ice-georgia-immigration
https://www.vox.com/21506029/trump-violence-tweets-racist-hate-speech
https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/blame-abc-news-finds-17-cases-invoking-trump/story?id=58912889
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/08/04/us/politics/trump-mass-shootings.html
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2017/08/trump-defends-white-nationalist-protesters-some-very-fine-people-on-both-sides/537012/
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/09/29/us/trump-proud-boys-biden.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/09/29/us/trump-proud-boys-biden.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/10/16/us/trump-california-wildfire-relief.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/10/16/us/trump-california-wildfire-relief.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/us-policy/2020/02/05/white-house-threatens-veto-puerto-rico-earthquake-aid-package-ahead-house-vote/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/us-policy/2020/02/05/white-house-threatens-veto-puerto-rico-earthquake-aid-package-ahead-house-vote/
https://www.aclu.org/issues/immigrants-rights/ice-and-border-patrol-abuses
https://nymag.com/intelligencer/2020/10/anonymous-republican-donald-trump.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/resistance-from-within-federal-workers-push-back-against-trump/2017/01/31/c65b110e-e7cb-11e6-b82f-687d6e6a3e7c_story.html
https://assets.documentcloud.org/documents/4754986/Campaign-Legal-Center-Complaint-Against-Wilbur.pdf
https://www.vox.com/2020/9/23/21451585/kayleigh-mcenany-white-house-press-briefing-lies
https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2020/10/04/mark-meadows-trump-covid-425912
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/06/02/us/politics/trump-walk-lafayette-square.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/06/02/us/politics/trump-walk-lafayette-square.html
https://protectdemocracy.org/project/preventing-and-deterring-unlawful-pardons/#section-3
https://www.propublica.org/article/rick-perrys-ukrainian-dream
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/10/06/us/politics/family-separation-border-immigration-jeff-sessions-rod-rosenstein.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/10/06/us/politics/family-separation-border-immigration-jeff-sessions-rod-rosenstein.html
https://apnews.com/article/fe8eee387b53888c478a24021fc101aa
https://apnews.com/article/election-2020-joe-biden-donald-trump-senate-elections-elections-c827ef1b2d0415383dff4aa881d7d3fe
https://www.npr.org/2020/09/16/913398383/whistleblower-alleges-medical-neglect-questionable-hysterectomies-of-ice-detaine
https://apnews.com/article/election-2020-joe-biden-donald-trump-senate-elections-elections-c827ef1b2d0415383dff4aa881d7d3fe
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14754830802073295
https://www.usip.org/publications/1992/07/truth-commission-el-salvador
https://www.usip.org/publications/1995/12/truth-commission-south-africa
https://www.usip.org/publications/1983/12/truth-commission-argentina
http://www.eisenhowerfoundation.org/docs/kerner.pdf
https://www.9-11commission.gov/report/911Report.pdf
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/brookings-now/2015/05/06/40-years-ago-church-committee-investigated-americans-spying-on-americans/
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/brookings-now/2015/05/06/40-years-ago-church-committee-investigated-americans-spying-on-americans/
https://ir.law.fsu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1498&context=lr


591: Florida Compensates Rosewood Victims and Their Families for a Seventy-One-Year-Old Injury, Florida State                           
University Law Review (Winter 1994); The Greensboro Truth and Reconciliation Commission, Final Report (May                           
25, 2006); United States Institute of Peace, Truth Commission:Brazil (Jan. 1, 1979); Ramji-Nogales, Designing Bespoke                             
Transitional Justice.    

73. Ramji-Nogales, Designing Bespoke Transitional Justice.            

74. Paul van Zyl, Dilemmas of Transitional Justice: The Case of South Africa's Truth and Reconciliation Commission,                                 
Journal of International Affairs (Spring 1999).            

75. Minow, Making History or Making Peace.              

76. Robert Samuels, After Reparations, The Washington Post (Apr. 3, 2020); Young, 40 years ago, Church Committee                                 
investigated Americans spying on Americans; Congressional Committees Investigating the Iran-Contra Affair, Report of                         
Congressional Committees Investigating Iran Contra; Excerpts (Nov. 18, 1987); The 9/11 Commission, The 9/11                           
Commission Report.    

77. National Archives, About the Commission on Wartime Relocation and Internment of Civilians (CWRIC) (2016).                              

78. Maryland State Archives, Maryland Lynching Truth and Reconciliation Commission (Updated Dec. 2020); Legiscan,                           
Maryland House Bill 307 (Apr. 18 2019).              

79. Tom Jackman, Prosecutors in three cities launch commissions for victims of unjust policing and prosecution, The                                 
Washington Post (July 1, 2020).          

80. United States Department of State Transitional Justice Initiative, Truth Commissions (May 16, 2016).                            

81. Paul Musgrave, Trump’s presidential library will be a shrine to his ego, The Washington Post (Nov. 18, 2020).                                      

82. Samuels, After Reparations,        

83. Ibid.    

84. Magarrell and Gutierrez, Lessons in Truth-Seeking.              

85. Victor Luckerson, What a Florida Reparations Case Can Teach Us About Justice in America, TIME (Sept. 10,                                   
2020).  

86. Minow, Making History or Making Peace.              

87. Thomas Buergenthal, The United Nations Truth Commission on El Salvador, Vanderbilt Journal of Transitional                             
Law (Oct. 1994).      

88. New York Times Opinion, The Truth About Steve Biko, The New York Times (Feb. 4, 1997).                                  

89. Magarrell and Gutierrez, Lessons in Truth-Seeking.              

90. Ibid.    

91. Reparations, Responsibility & Victimhood in Transitional Societies, From Truth to Repair: Implementing Truth                           
Commissions’ Recommendations on Reparations (Jan. 2020); Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for                           
Human Rights, Rule-Of-Law Tools for Post-Conflict States (2006).                 

92. Ramji-Nogales, Designing Bespoke Transitional Justice.            

93. Clark, South Africa’s ‘moral compromise.’           

94. Magarrell and Gutierrez, Lessons in Truth-Seeking.              

95. Duncan McCargo and Naruemon Thabchumpon, Wreck/Conciliation? The Politics of Truth Commissions in                         
Thailand, Journal of East Asian Studies (Sept.-Dec. 2014).                

 
 
TOWARDS NON-RECURRENCE  Protect Democracy           43 

https://ir.law.fsu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1498&context=lr
https://greensborotrc.org/
https://www.usip.org/publications/1979/01/commission-inquiry-brazil
https://repository.law.umich.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1055&context=mjil
https://repository.law.umich.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1055&context=mjil
https://repository.law.umich.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1055&context=mjil
https://www.jstor.org/stable/24358058?seq=1
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14754830802073295
https://www.washingtonpost.com/graphics/2020/national/rosewood-reparations/
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/brookings-now/2015/05/06/40-years-ago-church-committee-investigated-americans-spying-on-americans/
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/brookings-now/2015/05/06/40-years-ago-church-committee-investigated-americans-spying-on-americans/
https://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/documents/report-congressional-committees-investigating-iran-contra-excerpts
https://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/documents/report-congressional-committees-investigating-iran-contra-excerpts
https://www.9-11commission.gov/report/911Report.pdf
https://www.9-11commission.gov/report/911Report.pdf
https://www.archives.gov/research/japanese-americans/hearings
https://msa.maryland.gov/lynching-truth-reconciliation/
https://legiscan.com/MD/bill/HB307/2019
https://www.washingtonpost.com/crime-law/2020/07/01/prosecutors-philadelphia-boston-sf-launch-truth-justice-reconciliation-commissions-justice-system-victims/
https://2009-2017.state.gov/documents/organization/257772.pdf
https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/trump-presidential-library-narrative/2020/11/17/fcd27b9e-1edd-11eb-ba21-f2f001f0554b_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/graphics/2020/national/rosewood-reparations/
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-USA-Truth-Initiatives-2006-English.pdf
https://time.com/5887247/reparations-america-rosewood-massacre/
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14754830802073295
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/vantl27&div=21&id=&page=
https://www.nytimes.com/1997/02/04/opinion/the-truth-about-steve-biko.html
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-USA-Truth-Initiatives-2006-English.pdf
https://reparations.qub.ac.uk/assets/uploads/QUB-TRCs_Report_UPDATED130120.pdf
https://reparations.qub.ac.uk/assets/uploads/QUB-TRCs_Report_UPDATED130120.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/RuleoflawTruthCommissionsen.pdf
https://repository.law.umich.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1055&context=mjil
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/africa/south-africas-moral-compromise-why-more-than-300-apartheid-era-atrocities-remain-unsolved/2019/08/07/d76daa50-b493-11e9-acc8-1d847bacca73_story.html
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-USA-Truth-Initiatives-2006-English.pdf
https://www.jstor.org/stable/26335153?seq=1
https://www.jstor.org/stable/26335153?seq=1


96. Margaret Urban Walker, Troubles with Truth Commissions: Putting the Moral Aims of Truth Commissions to the                                 
Fore, Marquette University Department of Philosophy (Jan. 1, 2015).                  

97. Minow, Making History or Making Peace.              

98. Musgrave, America Needs to Prosecute Its Presidents.                

99. Ramji-Nogales, Designing Bespoke Transitional Justice.            

100. United Nations Secretary-General, United Nations Approach to Transitional Justice (Mar. 2010).                        

101. Daniel S. Nagin, Criminal Deterrence Research at the Outset of the Twenty-First Century, Crime and Justice                                 
(1998).  

102. Hunjoon Kim and Kathryn Sikkink, Explaining the Deterrence Effect of Human Rights Prosecutions for                             
Transitional Countries, Hauser Globalization Colloquium (Fall 2009).              

103. Jack Snyder and Leslie Vinjamuri, Trials and Errors: Principle and Pragmatism in Strategies of International Justice,                                 
International Security (Winter 2003/2004).        

104. Valerie Wright, Deterrence in Criminal Justice: Evaluating Certainty vs. Severity of Punishment, The Sentencing                             
Project (Nov. 2010); U.S. Department of Justice National Institute of Justice, Five Things About Deterrence (May                               
2016).  

105. Geoff Dancy and Eric Wiebelhaus-Brahm, Trials of Peace: Post-Conflict Criminal Prosecutions and Conflict                           
Recurrence (Feb. 5, 2019).        

106. Oskar N.T. Thoms, James Ron, and Roland Paris, State-Level Effects of Transitional Justice: What Do We                                 
Know?, International Journal of Transitional Justice (Nov. 2010).                

107. Ibid.    

108. Minow, Making History or Making Peace.             

109. Roman David, Lustration and Transitional Justice Personnel Systems in the Czech Republic, Hungary, and Poland,                               
University of Pennsylvania Press (Aug. 29, 2011).              

110. United Nations Development Programme, Vetting Public Employees in Post-conflict Settings (2006).                        

111. Cynthia M. Horne, Transitional Justice: Vetting and Lustration, Western Washington University (June 30, 2017).                              

112. David, Lustration and Transitional Justice Personnel Systems in the Czech Republic, Hungary, and Poland.                              

113. Roman David, Lustration Laws in Action: The Motives and Evaluation of Lustration Policy in the Czech Republic                                   
and Poland (1989-2001), Law & Social Inquiry (July 2006).                  

114. Genevieve Bates, Ipek Cinar, and Monika Nalepa, Accountability by Numbers: A New Global Transitional Justice                               
Dataset (1946–2016), Cambridge University Press (June 25, 2019).                

115. United Nations Development Programme, Vetting Public Employees in Post-conflict Settings; Daniel Blocq,                         
Alexander Mayer-Rieckh, and Roger Duthie, Reflections and Recommendations for Transitional Vetting, The                       
International Center for Transitional Justice (June 2020).              

116. United States Department of State Transitional Justice Initiative, Lustration and Vetting (May 16, 2016).                              

117. Bates, Cinar, and Nalepa, Accountability by Numbers.                

118. Brian Naylor, Off The Record: Trump Administration Criticized For How It Keeps Documents, NPR (Feb. 24,                                 
2020); Adelia Henderson and Gave Rottman, Overclassification is an even bigger problem in an age of leak-hunting,                                 
Reporters Committee for Freedom of the Press (Aug. 26, 2019).                    

119. Horne, Transitional Justice.        

 
 
TOWARDS NON-RECURRENCE  Protect Democracy           44 

https://epublications.marquette.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1552&context=phil_fac
https://epublications.marquette.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1552&context=phil_fac
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14754830802073295
https://foreignpolicy.com/2020/09/29/america-prosecute-presidents-pardon-trump-nixon/
https://repository.law.umich.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1055&context=mjil
https://www.un.org/ruleoflaw/files/TJ_Guidance_Note_March_2010FINAL.pdf
https://www.jstor.org/stable/1147539?seq=1
https://www.iilj.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/Sikkink-Explaining-the-Deterrence-Effect-of-Human-Rights-Prosecution-ofr-Transitional-Countries-2009.pdf
https://www.iilj.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/Sikkink-Explaining-the-Deterrence-Effect-of-Human-Rights-Prosecution-ofr-Transitional-Countries-2009.pdf
https://www.jstor.org/stable/4137476?seq=1
https://www.sentencingproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/Deterrence-in-Criminal-Justice.pdf
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/247350.pdf
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3320577
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3320577
https://academic.oup.com/ijtj/article-abstract/4/3/329/2357004?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://academic.oup.com/ijtj/article-abstract/4/3/329/2357004?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14754830802073295
https://www.upenn.edu/pennpress/book/14845.html
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-UNDP-Global-Vetting-Operational-Guidelines-2006-English.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/c73c/d5cf739981f9350f2d48a5bd81305c392477.pdf?_ga=2.64490664.642403719.1604027952-1930896421.1602165577
https://www.upenn.edu/pennpress/book/14845.html
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Roman_David/publication/227561078_Lustration_Laws_in_Action_The_Motives_and_Evaluation_of_Lustration_Policy_in_the_Czech_Republic_and_Poland_1989-2001/links/59f873dc458515547c26923a/Lustration-Laws-in-Action-The-Motives-and-Evaluation-of-Lustration-Policy-in-the-Czech-Republic-and-Poland-1989-2001.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Roman_David/publication/227561078_Lustration_Laws_in_Action_The_Motives_and_Evaluation_of_Lustration_Policy_in_the_Czech_Republic_and_Poland_1989-2001/links/59f873dc458515547c26923a/Lustration-Laws-in-Action-The-Motives-and-Evaluation-of-Lustration-Policy-in-the-Czech-Republic-and-Poland-1989-2001.pdf
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/perspectives-on-politics/article/accountability-by-numbers-a-new-global-transitional-justice-dataset-19462016/E11C0335090B49B73060A181B68E4E4B
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/perspectives-on-politics/article/accountability-by-numbers-a-new-global-transitional-justice-dataset-19462016/E11C0335090B49B73060A181B68E4E4B
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-UNDP-Global-Vetting-Operational-Guidelines-2006-English.pdf
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ_Policy_Kenya_Police_Vetting_Web.pdf
https://2009-2017.state.gov/documents/organization/257775.pdf
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/perspectives-on-politics/article/accountability-by-numbers-a-new-global-transitional-justice-dataset-19462016/E11C0335090B49B73060A181B68E4E4B
https://www.npr.org/2020/02/24/808214593/off-the-record-trump-administration-criticized-for-how-it-keeps-documents
https://www.rcfp.org/overclassification-bigger-problem-leak-hunting/
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/c73c/d5cf739981f9350f2d48a5bd81305c392477.pdf?_ga=2.64490664.642403719.1604027952-1930896421.1602165577


120. Armed Conflict Location & Event Data Project, Standing By: Right-Wing Militia Groups & the US Election                                 
(Oct. 2020).    

121. Miranda Sissons and Abdulrazzaq Al-Saiedi, A Bitter Legacy: Lessons of De-Baathification in Iraq, International                             
Center for Transitional Justice (Mar. 2013).            

122. Jay Corrigan and Government Executive, The Hollowing-Out of the State Department Continues, The Atlantic                              
(Feb. 11, 2018).      

123. BBC News, Bloody Sunday: PM David Cameron's full statement (June 15, 2010).                          

124. National Archives, About the Commission on Wartime Relocation and Internment of Civilians (CWRIC).                            

125. Government of Canada, Statement of apology to former students of Indian Residential Schools (June 11, 2008).                                  

126. Ian Austen, Canada’s Forced Schooling of Aboriginal Children Was ‘Cultural Genocide,’ Report Finds, The New                               
York Times (June 2, 2015); Ian Austen, Trudeau Apologizes for Abuse and ‘Profound Cultural Loss’ at Indigenous                                 
Schools, The New York Times (Nov. 24, 2017).                

127. Ruben Carranza, Cristián Correa, and Elena Naughton, More Than Words: Apologies as a Form of Reparation,                                 
International Center for Transitional Justice (Dec. 2015).              

128. Ibid.    

129. Ibid.    

130. Ibid.    

131. Ibid.    

132. Refik Hodzic, What Makes a Public Apology Meaningful? ICTJ Report Explores Apologies for Past Abuses,                               
International Center for Transitional Justice (Jan. 28, 2016).                

133. Mark Curriden, The Lawyers of Watergate: How a '3rd-Rate Burglary' Provoked New Standards for Lawyer Ethics,                                 
ABA Journal (June 1, 2012).          

134. Stephen Gillers, One Lasting Change: Bar Association’s Ethics Rules, The New York Times (July 11, 2016).                                  

135. United States Senate, Senate Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with Respect to Intelligence                             
Activities (1975-1976); National Archives, Records of the Watergate Special Prosecution Force (1971-1977); R. Gordon                           
Hoxie, The Nixon Resignation and the Watergate Era Reforms Viewed Ten Years Later, Presidential Studies Quarterly                               
(Fall 1984).    

136. Ramji-Nogales, Designing Bespoke Transitional Justice.            

137. Van Zyl, Dilemmas of Transitional Justice.              

138. J Meiring, Truth and Reconciliation in South Africa: the role of the faith communities, Verbum et Ecclesia (Oct.                                     
2005).  

139. The Editorial Board, Prosecute Torturers and Their Bosses.                  

140. Kyle Cheney, Legal professionals vow to stand against DOJ political interference, Politico (Oct. 8, 2020).                                

141. Michael Ratner, Bringing the 'Bush Six' to justice, The Guardian (Jan. 7, 2011).                            

142. Sara Robinson and Meg Satterthwaite, Two Regional Human Rights Tribunals Forge Ahead Despite Trump’s                             
Attacks on International Institutions, Just Security (Aug. 25, 2020).                  

143. Clara Ramirez-Barat, Transitional Justice, Culture, and Society: Beyond Outreach, International Center for                         
Transitional Justice (2014).      

 
 
TOWARDS NON-RECURRENCE  Protect Democracy           45 

https://acleddata.com/2020/10/21/standing-by-militias-election/
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-Report-Iraq-De-Baathification-2013-ENG.pdf
https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2018/02/tillerson-trump-state-foreign-service/553034/
https://www.bbc.com/news/10322295
https://www.archives.gov/research/japanese-americans/hearings
https://www.rcaanc-cirnac.gc.ca/eng/1100100015644/1571589171655
https://www.nytimes.com/2015/06/03/world/americas/canadas-forced-schooling-of-aboriginal-children-was-cultural-genocide-report-finds.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/11/24/world/canada/trudeau-indigenous-schools-newfoundland-labrador.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/11/24/world/canada/trudeau-indigenous-schools-newfoundland-labrador.html
https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-Report-Apologies-2015.pdf
https://www.ictj.org/news/ictj-report-explores-apologies-past-abuses
https://www.abajournal.com/magazine/article/the_lawyers_of_watergate_how_a_3rd-rate_burglary_provoked_new_standards
https://www.nytimes.com/roomfordebate/2012/06/13/did-any-good-come-of-watergate/one-lasting-change-bar-associations-ethics-ruleshttps://www.nytimes.com/roomfordebate/2012/06/13/did-any-good-come-of-watergate/one-lasting-change-bar-associations-ethics-rules
https://www.senate.gov/about/powers-procedures/investigations/church-committee.htm
https://www.senate.gov/about/powers-procedures/investigations/church-committee.htm
https://www.archives.gov/research/investigations/watergate
https://www.jstor.org/stable/27550156?seq=1
https://repository.law.umich.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1055&context=mjil
https://www.jstor.org/stable/24358058?seq=1
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/267225024_Truth_and_Reconciliation_in_South_Africa_the_role_of_the_faith_communities
https://www.nytimes.com/2014/12/22/opinion/prosecute-torturers-and-their-bosses.html
https://www.politico.com/news/2020/10/08/lawyers-justice-politics-election-427742
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/cifamerica/2011/jan/06/george-bush-torture
https://www.justsecurity.org/72173/two-regional-human-rights-tribunals-forge-ahead-despite-trumps-attacks-on-international-institutions/
https://www.justsecurity.org/72173/two-regional-human-rights-tribunals-forge-ahead-despite-trumps-attacks-on-international-institutions/
https://s3.amazonaws.com/ssrc-cdn1/crmuploads/new_publication_3/transitional-justice-and-development-beyond-outreach.pdf


144. Dima Smaira and Roxane Cassehgari, Failing to Deal with the Past: What Cost to Lebanon?, International Center                                   
for Transitional Justice (Jan. 2014); Council on Foreign Relations, Political Instability in Lebanon (Updated Dec. 17,                               
2020); Janjira Sombatpoonsiri, Two Thailands: Clashing Political Orders and Entrenched Polarization, Carnegie                       
Endowment for International Peace (Aug. 18, 2020).              

145. Katia Papagianni, The promise and perils of national dialogues, Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue (2017); United                               
Nations Development Programme, Why dialogue matters for conflict prevention and peacebuilding, (Feb 2009)                         

146. Oskar N.T. Thoms, James Ron, and Roland Paris, State-Level Effects of Transitional Justice: What Do We                                 
Know?, The International Journal of Transitional Justice (Aug. 31, 2010).                    

147. Roman David, Lustration and Transitional Justice Personnel Systems in the Czech Republic, Hungary, and Poland.                                

148. Alexander Dukalskis, Interactions in Transition: How Truth Commissions and Trials Complement or Constrain Each                             
Other, International Studies Review (Sept. 2011).            

149. The Associated Press, Peru court sentences Fujimori to 25 years in prison for 'dirty war,’ CBC (Apr. 7, 2009).                                        

150. Correo Lima, 59.4% en desacuerdo con sentencia a Fujimori (Apr. 10, 2009).                          

151. Marcelo Rochabrun, ‘Stunning defeat': Fujimori's ghost fades in Peru after legislative gamble, Reuters (Jan. 27,                               
2020).  

152. Luis Jaime Cisnernos, Peru Congress fragmented by Fujimori opposition's collapse, The Japan Times (Jan. 28,                               
2020).  

153. Steven Levitsky, Fujimori and Post-Party Politics in Peru, National Endowment for Democracy (1999); Kleinfeld                             
and Solimini, What Comes Next? Lessons for the Recovery of Liberal Democracy.                        

154. Democracia Abierta/Open Democracy, Institutional crisis deepens in Peru (Nov. 27, 2019).                        

155. Ramji-Nogales, Designing Bespoke Transitional Justice.            
 
  

 
 
TOWARDS NON-RECURRENCE  Protect Democracy           46 

https://www.ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-Lebanon-Impunity-Report-2014.pdf
https://www.cfr.org/global-conflict-tracker/conflict/political-instability-lebanon
https://carnegieendowment.org/2020/08/18/two-thailands-clashing-political-orders-and-entrenched-polarization-pub-82438
https://www.hdcentre.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/Oslo-Forum-Background-Paper_The-promise-and-perils-of-national-dialogues.pdf
https://www.undp.org/content/dam/undp/library/crisis%20prevention/dialogue_conflict.pdf
https://academic.oup.com/ijtj/article-abstract/4/3/329/2357004?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://academic.oup.com/ijtj/article-abstract/4/3/329/2357004?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://www.upenn.edu/pennpress/book/14845.html
https://www.jstor.org/stable/23016717?seq=1
https://www.jstor.org/stable/23016717?seq=1
https://www.cbc.ca/news/world/peru-court-sentences-fujimori-to-25-years-in-prison-for-dirty-war-1.805650
https://web.archive.org/web/20090410174652/http://www.correoperu.com.pe/correo/nota.php?txtEdi_id=4&txtSecci_id=101&txtSecci_parent=&txtNota_id=34893
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-peru-election-analysis/stunning-defeat-fujimoris-ghost-fades-in-peru-after-legislative-gamble-idUSKBN1ZQ290
https://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2020/01/28/world/politics-diplomacy-world/peru-congress-fragmented-fujimori-oppositions-collapse/
https://scholar.harvard.edu/files/levitsky/files/SL_fujimori.pdf
https://democracyfund.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/2018_WhatComesNext_vFINAL.pdf
https://www.opendemocracy.net/en/democraciaabierta/crisis-institucional-se-profundiza-en-peru-en/
https://repository.law.umich.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1055&context=mjil


 




