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   A New Global Institution Centered on Trump 

• The U.S. has circulated a draft charter for a new international body called the Board of 

Peace. 

• Donald J. Trump is named as the inaugural—and extremely powerful—chairman, with 

authority to: 

• Approve agendas 

• Invite members 

• Dissolve the board 

• Designate his own successor 

• The structure places Trump personally at the center of the organization’s power. 

              Early Membership and Support 

• Countries including Hungary, Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Israel, Belarus, and Pakistan have 

agreed to join. 

• Trump allies, such as Hungary’s Viktor Orbán, publicly praised the initiative. 

    Overlap—and Tension—with the United Nations 

• The U.N. Security Council previously endorsed a limited “Board of Peace” concept as part 

of Gaza reconstruction. 

• The Trump administration has expanded the mission far beyond Gaza, overlapping with 

the U.N.’s core peace and security role. 

• Experts describe the move as a direct challenge to the post–World War II 

international system. 

  A Broader Foreign Policy Shift 

• The initiative follows a series of unilateral U.S. actions: 

• Strikes in Venezuela 

• Threats toward Iran 

• A push to take over Greenland 

• Allies in Europe and Canada express growing distrust and concern about U.S. overreach. 

   Funding and Membership Terms 

• Countries staying beyond a three-year term would owe $1 billion. 

• Russia offered to contribute $1 billion—if it could use frozen Russian assets. 

• The U.S. says the board will have strict financial controls. 

        Trump’s Role Beyond His Presidency 

• Trump can remain chairman indefinitely, unless he resigns. 

• A future U.S. president could choose a different U.S. representative, but Trump’s personal 

role is structurally embedded. 

  Mixed Global Response 

• Some nations (e.g., France, Norway, Sweden) have declined to join. 

• Russia and China have not committed but are engaging cautiously. 

         Concerns from Experts 

• Critics argue the board: 

• Could siphon funding from the U.N. 

• Concentrates unprecedented power in one individual 

• Lacks the broad consensus required for sustainable global peace 


