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Document 1 -  Could Europe be about to benefit from Trump’s US brain drain? 

Amid Donald Trump’s cuts to federal institutions and grants, more US-based scientists are considering 
jumping ship – and Europe will be waiting with open arms. 

Simon Bouvier.  Monocle  July 2nd, 2025 

Is the world’s leading research-and-development (R&D) nation scaring away its best and brightest? As 
relations between the Trump administration and American universities grow increasingly confrontational – 
and sweeping cuts to government funding put thousands of scientific jobs in limbo – up to 75 per cent of US-
based scientists say that they are considering leaving the country.  

But the US’s loss could be Europe’s gain. The number of top researchers looking for a more welcoming 
environment is just the opportunity to start closing the R&D gap that has long existed between the Old 
Continent and the US. 

Andrew Michael Liebhold is one such example. After almost four decades at the US Forest Service (USFS), 
the invasive species expert accepted an offer to become chief scientist at the Czech University of Life 
Sciences in Prague, which funded his position with the help of investments by the European Commission. 

“It turns out that I got out just in time,” Liebhold tells Monocle. A few months after his move, his previous 
department at the USFS – with roughly 1,500 staff, nearly a third of whom hold doctorates – came under 
threat when the Trump administration proposed major cuts to its funding by 2026. “I’ve received phone calls 
from former colleagues who are afraid they will be out of a job soon.” 

The USFS is far from the only example. The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
which conducts critical climate studies, is also being targeted by the White House. Meanwhile, the National 
Institute of Health (NIH), which has supported some of the highest-quality research on healthcare and 
medicine, has already cancelled nearly $2bn (€1.7bn) in federal grants to US institutions. The breadth and 
depth of these cuts has led to thousands of scientists and researchers losing funding for their studies – and 
even their jobs. “The Trump administration’s logic seems to be that if we don’t research an issue, then it will 
go away – at least from the public sphere,” says Liebhold. 

France has been especially active in efforts to capitalise on the uncertainty in the US. In 2017, Emmanuel 
Macron called on nations to “Make our planet great again,” inviting US climate scientists to work in France, 
after Donald Trump pulled his country out of the Paris Climate Accords. In May this year, France also 
launched a new national programme called “Choose France for Science”. Macron has since announced that 
additional funds would draw scientists from across disciplines, insisting that his nation “must become a 
refuge”. 

A spokesperson for The Agence Nationale de la Recherche (ANR), the French government agency in charge 
of the programme, told Monocle that “over 15 per cent of researchers who work in France today are foreign 
nationals.” The ANR’s new initiative aims to recruit about 100 foreign scientists, and they have said that 
Choose France for Science will give even more visibility to French research capacity, as well as attract the 
best scientists in the world. 

Aix-Marseille University in the south of France has already welcomed new US recruits – and is set to hire 
more. “Our colleagues in the US are restricted in their academic freedom,” says the university’s president, 
Eric Berton. “It’s in reaction to this that we have created our programme to grant them scientific asylum.” 



To date, the university has received hundreds of applications from researchers at institutions including 
Columbia, Harvard, MIT and NASA. 

But that doesn’t mean the research landscape will shift overnight. Many senior researchers – even Europeans 
– are staying put, even if it means thinking outside the box to make up for lost public investment. 

Columbia geophysics professor Paul Gentine is one of the researchers with no plans to move, telling Monocle 
that “it’s great that Europe has put in place incentives so quickly, but there isn’t the capacity yet to absorb all 
of this research capacity.” 

For many scientists who are out of a job, or fear that they soon will be, the prospect of a fresh start in Europe 
will appeal, despite lower salaries and budgets. With France even considering a scientific refugee status as a 
result of the US exodus, the country is laying the groundwork to capture that talent. While the US shoots 
itself in the foot, Europe might receive a shot in the arm. 

 

Monocle is a British global affairs and lifestyle magazine 

 
 
Document 2 -    America’s assault on science 

The Trump administration’s treatment of science is an act of self-harm 

Leaders 

THE ECONOMIST May 24th 2025 

The attacks have been fast and furious. In a matter of months the Trump administration has cancelled 
thousands of research grants and withheld billions of dollars from scientists. Projects at Harvard and 
Columbia, among the world’s best universities, have been abruptly cut off. A proposed budget measure would 
slash as much as 50% from America’s main research-funding bodies. Because America’s technological and 
scientific prowess is world-beating, the country has long been a magnet for talent. Now some of the world’s 
brightest minds are anxiously looking for the exit. 

Why is the administration undermining its own scientific establishment? On May 19th Michael Kratsios, a 
scientific adviser to President Donald Trump, laid out the logic. Science needs shaking up, he said, because 
it has become inefficient and sclerotic, and its practitioners have been captured by groupthink, especially on 
diversity, equity and inclusion (DEI). You might find that reasonable enough. Look closely at what is 
happening, though, and the picture is alarming. The assault on science is unfocused and disingenuous. Far 
from unshackling scientific endeavour, the administration is doing it grievous damage. The consequences 
will be bad for the world, but America will pay the biggest price of all. 

One problem is that actions are less targeted than the administration claims. As Mr Trump’s officials seek to 
stamp out DEI, punish universities for incidents of antisemitism and cut overall government spending, 
science has become collateral damage. A suspicion that scientists are pushing “woke” thinking has led grant-
makers to become allergic to words like “trans” and “equity”. As a consequence, it is not only inclusive 
education schemes that are being culled, but an array of orthodox science. Funding has been nixed for studies 
that seek, say, to assess cancer risk factors by race, or the prevalence of sexually transmitted diseases by sex. 

The attack on elite universities takes this to an illogical extreme. Because the White House sees colleges as 
bastions of wokeness and antisemitism, it has withheld funding for research at Harvard and Columbia, no 
matter in which subject. Overnight, projects on everything from Alzheimer’s disease to quantum physics 
have been stopped. When scientists warn of the harm this does, they risk being seen as part of a scornful anti-
MAGA elite that has been protected for too long. 

More fundamentally, the claim that Mr Trump will stop groupthink is disingenuous. MAGA reserves a 
special hatred for public-health and climate researchers, whom it regards as finger-wagging worrywarts 
determined to suppress Americans’ liberties—as they did in lockdowns and school closures during covid-19. 
The consequence is that spending on vaccine and climate research will be gutted most viciously of all. With 
the stroke of a pen, officials are trying to impose new rules that tell scientists what areas of inquiry they may 
pursue and what is off-limits—a shocking step backwards for a republic founded on the freethinking values 
of the Enlightenment. 



Congress and the courts may yet act to limit the scale and the scope of these anti-science endeavours. Even 
so, the damage of the past few months will soon be felt. Savage cuts to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration mean worse weather-forecasting, making it harder for farmers to know when to plant their 
crops, and for local authorities to prepare for natural disasters. Those to the Centres for Disease Control and 
Prevention will make it harder to monitor, and thus curb, outbreaks of disease. 

There will also be longer-term harm. Although Mr Trump hopes his tariffs will lure businesses to invest in 
America, their research spending is unlikely to fill the same gaps as publicly funded basic work, much of 
which may not be commercialised for years, if ever. As funding is frozen, the danger of a brain drain looms. 
In the first three months of the year the number of applications for overseas jobs from American scientists 
rose by a third compared with the same period in 2024; foreign researchers applying to come to America fell 
by a quarter. The country’s reputation for welcoming talent will not be so easily regained. If the belief that 
academic freedom is curtailed takes hold, the scientists who remain could self-censor their lines of inquiry 
for years to come. 

The consequences will be felt around the world. America is the planet’s biggest backer of public research; it 
is home to half of all science Nobel laureates and four of the ten best scientific-research universities. The 
knowledge uncovered by American scientists and resulting innovations such as the internet and mRNA 
vaccines have been a boon to humanity. When America retreats, everyone is robbed of the fruits of this 
ingenuity. 

It is America, however, that will feel the pain most of all. At the beginning of the 20th century there was no 
branch of science in which Uncle Sam led the world. At the century’s end there was none where it did not. 
America’s triumphs—its economic prowess, and its technological and military might—were interwoven with 
that scientific success. As America pulls back, it will cede ground to authoritarian China as a scientific 
superpower, with all the benefits that confers. MAGA’s assault on science is not just about DEI, nor is it 
about universities. It is first and foremost an act of self-harm. 

 

 
Document 3 -  America’s Brain Drain and the World 

THE NEW YORK TIMES        July 13, 2025 

By Katrin Bennhold 

 
Universities are an easy target for right-wing populists. Polls show that a lot of Americans consider them too 
liberal, too expensive and too elitist, and not entirely without reason. But the fight between the Trump 
administration and Harvard is something more: It has become a test of the president’s ability to impose his 
political agenda on all 2,600 universities in the U.S. Students, professors and scientists are all feeling the 
pressure, and that could undermine the dominant position that American science has enjoyed for decades. 

What does that mean for the world? 

- European countries are wooing U.S.-based scientists, offering them “scientific refuge” or, as one 
French minister put it, “a light in the darkness.” 

- Canada has attracted several prominent American academics, including three tenured Yale 
professors1 who study authoritarianism and fascism. 

- The Australian Strategic Institute described this moment as “a once-in-a-century brain gain 
opportunity.” 

 

In the mid-20th century, America was seen by many as a benign power, committed to scientific freedom and 
democracy. It attracted the best brains fleeing fascism and authoritarianism in Europe. 

Today, the biggest beneficiary could be China and Chinese universities, which have been trying to recruit 
world-class scientific talent for years. Now, Trump is doing their work for them. One indication of the success 

 
1 A tenured professor : un professeur d’université 2tulaire (qui a un poste permanent) 



of China’s campaign to attract the best and brightest is Africa, the world’s youngest continent. Africans are 
learning Mandarin in growing numbers. Nearly twice as many study in China as in America. 

Could America gamble away its scientific supremacy in the service of ideology? It has happened before. 
Under the Nazis, Germany lost its scientific edge to America in the space of a few years. As a German, my 
brain may wander too readily to the lessons of the 1930s, but in this case the analogy feels instructive. Several 
of my colleagues covering the fallout from the crackdown on international students and researchers pointed 
to Hitler’s silencing of scientists and intellectuals. 

No one region can currently replicate the secret sauce of resources, freedom, a culture of risk-taking and 
welcoming immigrants that made America the engine of scientific innovation. But if it tumbles as a scientific 
superpower, and potential breakthroughs are disrupted, it would be a setback for the whole world. 

Katrin Bennhold is the Berlin bureau chief for The New York Times 

 

Document 4 – America is failing to attract new scientists  
 

Source: studyportals          May 21, 2025 

 

Studyportals is an online higher education platform 
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