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The “why” with personal story/values (slide 2)
INTRO
I didn’t become Attorney General to sue the federal government. I actually became Attorney General because I believe deeply in my office’s power to make peoples’ lives better, to protect our consumers, seniors, and working families, to keep communities safe, and to stand up for Oregon’s values. When I took office last year, I couldn’t have imagined being involved in as many lawsuits against the federal government as I am. But our decision of whether to bring a suit or not boils down to this: 1. Is the law being broken? 2. Are Oregonians being harmed? If so, we bring a lawsuit. And we’re the only game in town who CAN do that. 
We’ve heard Oregonians loud and clear and this is work we MUST be doing. We receive tens of thousands of constituent contacts, in 2025 that figure was 33,449. Our lawsuits against the federal government accounted almost half of that outreach (15,858). That outreach has been overwhelmingly positive with 15,112 reaching out to us to express support (over 95%). That really shows us that Oregonians care deeply about this work, just like we do. 
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Big picture of lawsuits and funds protected (slide 3)
To date, we’ve filed  53 lawsuits to challenge unlawful actions by our federal government. In the vast majority, we are getting immediate relief. The Trump administration’s unlawful actions have cost Oregon. But we’re seeing results. Dustin Buehler is here with me and will share more about some of our cases in detail. 
Just this last month we’ve seen a huge win in President Trump backing down from sending the national guard onto Portland streets after our litigation team fought hard to maintain the rule of law. Trump’s unlawful deployment of our national guard into our state cost our state nearly $1million. We’re proud of the fact that we were able to respond within hours to the unlawful action, within 1 month we went from filing a lawsuit to putting on a trial, we were litigating in the district court and the 9th circuit at the same time, and we WON. 
And on top of wins like that, our litigation has resulted in $4.6 billion in federal funds flowing to our state.
Oregon has not only been actively engaged in these cases, we’ve also led. We have a leadership role in 10 of the cases. We spearheaded the multistate lawsuit against Trump’s tariffs, which we’re already seeing jack up prices for all of us. In November Oregon got to argue at the Supreme Court on behalf of all the plaintiff states. 



Tariffs
Oregon v. Trump, 1:.25-cv-00077

« Coalition of 12 states and private businesses
challenging tariffs imposed by the President
« Oregon argued for the states at SCOTUS

« Tariffs tax Oregonians
 30-80% paid by consumers (per Trump)
« $1.6 billion additional costs per year for the
states
« A win means a tax cut worth $200-250
billion for all Americans

The tariffsright now as
imposed by Donald
Trump are an
unconstitutional action.
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Tariffs (slide 4) (Oregon v. Trump, 1:25-cv-00077, C.I.T.).  Oregon led a coalition of states in a lawsuit that challenged four executive orders that aim to increase tariffs worldwide, beyond the powers granted by Congress through the International Emergency Economic Powers Act. Oregon argued the case before the United States Supreme Court in November and our very own now Deputy AG Ben Gutman did an incredible job representing Oregon and all of the states in the coalition. And there were organizations from all over the political spectrum that wrote in support of our position. At the Supreme Court, we heard the lawyer for the president admit that 30-80% of the tariffs are being paid by the American people. Those tariffs are a tax on everyone and a tax on Oregonians. In addition to raising the costs on households, the unlawful tariffs impose $1.6 billion in additional costs per year for the governments of the 12 states that are parties to the lawsuit. I’m proud that we’re leading on this important case that will impact every last one of us in our state. 
Now I’ll turn it over to Special Counsel Dustin Buehler.



Dustin Buehler

Special Counsel to the Attorney
General

Oregon Department of Justice
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Dustin Buehler for 10 minutes (slide 5): 
Chair Prozanski, vice chair Thatcher, and members of the committee…
INTRO self
I’ll take you through some of our major cases that have had impacts to Oregon’s receipt of federal funds, and I’m happy to answer any questions as we dive into the weeds.



SNAP Benefits
Mass. v. US Dept. of Agriculture

« US Dept. of Agriculture failed to
Issue SNAP benefits in
November

e TROs issued, USDA ordered to
Pay

 Oregon processed full November
benefits around $134 million

1in 6 Oregonians rely on SNAP benefits to buy groceries, including
more than 214,000 children and 130,000 older adults.
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SNAP Benefits (slide 6) (Massachusetts v. U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1:25-cv-13165, D. Mass.).  Oregon and 25 other states sued the U.S. Department of Agriculture for failing to issue benefits for the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) in November because of the government shutdown.  A coalition of nonprofit and other groups also sued.  The courts in both cases issued temporary restraining orders requiring USDA to pay at least partial benefits from contingency funds, and to consider shifting other available funds over to pay for full benefits, which the USDA declined to do.  Ultimately, the court in the nonprofits’ case ordered USDA to release funds to pay full benefits to all SNAP recipients.  As a result of these efforts, Oregon was able to process full November benefits—around $134 million—to its SNAP recipients.  About one in six Oregonians rely on SNAP benefits to buy groceries and feed their families—including more than 214,000 children and 130,000 older adults. Spent: $24,900. Net: $133,975,000. Cost for us was .0185% of amount recovered.



Education Funding Freezes
California v. McMahon

 Frozen funding for 6 longstanding US Dept.

of Ed. Programs weeks before school year
start

Mul ate
La it

« Government agreement to release funds
« Oregon received $80 million flowing to
after-school learning programs, teacher

preparation efforts, and students learning
English education
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Education Funding Freezes (slide 7) (California v. McMahon, 1:25-cv-00329, D.R.I.).  Oregon and a coalition of states sued the Trump Administration over its unconstitutional and arbitrary decision to freeze funding for six longstanding U.S. Department of Education programs just weeks before the school year began.  After that lawsuit was filed, the government agreed to release those funds.  As a result, Oregon will receive an estimated $80 million that had wrongly been frozen.  Among other things, that funding supports essential after-school learning programs, teacher preparation efforts, and critical support for students learning English and adult literacy education. Our office was contacted by 1380 Oregonians about this case, and the need for us to sue to protect funding for our kids. Spent: $4,474. Net: $79,995,526. Cost for us was .0056% of amount recovered.



FEMA Disaster Mitigation Grants
Washington v. FEMA

« Attempt to reallocate billions of dollars
intended for FEMA's disaster mitigation

Mul ate
La it

« Permanent injunction
« Oregon will receive more than $128 million
in funds for 29 open projects in our state

Oregon’s FEMA BRIC grants include:
$14 million for Clatsop County

$35 million City of Medford

$50 million City of Grants Pass
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FEMA Disaster Mitigation Grants (slide 8) (Washington v. FEMA, 1:25-cv-12006, D.Mass.).  The district court issued a preliminary injunction—and, later, a permanent injunction—that prohibits the federal government from spending funds allocated to the FEMA Building Resilient Infrastructure and Communities (BRIC) program on other, non-BRIC purposes while litigation is pending.  That relief prevents the government from reallocating billions of dollars in disaster mitigation funds, including more than $128 million in BRIC funding for 29 open projects in Oregon.  Those projects include nearly $14 million in federal funds to help Clatsop County prepare for a potential Cascadia subduction zone earthquake and tsunami; nearly $35 million for critical infrastructure improvements to the City of Medford’s water distribution system; and $50 million to help the City of Grants Pass move its existing water treatment plant outside of a flood hazard area. Spent: $19,430. Net: $127,980,570. Cost for us was .0152% of amount recovered.



Public Health Grants
Colorado v. US Dept. of Health & Human Servs.

« Attempt to terminate critical grants to Oregon
Health Authority

Mul ate
La it

* Preliminary injunction
« Oregon will continue to receive $117 million
that goes toward:
* Vaccine programs for children
* Substance abuse and mental health grants
 Funding to support public health responses,
including wildfire response
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Termination of Public Health Grants (slide 9) (Colorado v. U.S. Dept. of Health & Human Services, 1:25-cv-00121, D.R.I.).  The district court issued a preliminary injunction that prohibits the Trump Administration from terminating (order allows states to receive in process) $117 million in critical public health grants to the Oregon Health Authority.  Just a few examples of those funds include funding for vaccination programs for children; substance abuse and mental health services grants; and funding to support real-time emerging public health responses (such as a measles outbreak, opioid overdose epidemic, and threats associated with summer wildfires). Spent: $24,678. Net: $116,975,322. Cost for us was .021% of amount recovered.
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