
New U.S. Proposal Would Require Tourists 
to Submit Five Years of Social Media 
History: Understanding the Trump-Era 
Plan and Its Impact 
​
A new proposal introduced during former President Donald Trump’s term outlined a significant 
expansion of information collection for foreign visitors entering the United States. Under the 
plan, most travelers applying for U.S. visas would be required to disclose five years of social 
media activity, along with other historical personal data. 

The proposal marked a major shift in how the U.S. evaluates visa applicants, representing one 
of the broadest attempts to incorporate social media screening into immigration and national 
security processes. The requirement sparked international debate, raising questions about 
privacy, security, global travel norms, and the growing role of digital footprints in border control. 

This article breaks down the proposed policy, its goals, potential implications, and public 
reactions from around the world. 

 

What the Policy Proposed 
The plan sought to significantly expand the background information collected from individuals 
seeking temporary travel visas—including tourists, students, business travelers, and others who 
visit the U.S. each year. 

Under the proposal, applicants would be asked to submit: 

●​ Five years of social media usernames from major platforms​
 

●​ Five years of previously used phone numbers​
 

●​ Five years of email addresses​
 

●​ Five years of international travel history​
 



●​ Five years of former passport numbers​
 

●​ Any past immigration violations​
 

●​ Family background information, when required​
 

Importantly, the requirement focused on usernames rather than passwords, meaning U.S. 
authorities would not be logging into accounts directly but would be able to observe public 
activity associated with those profiles. 

 

Why Social Media Became Part of Visa 
Screening 
The rationale for the change stemmed from evolving national security concerns in the digital 
age. Social media has increasingly become a tool for communication, political expression, 
community building, and—in some cases—harmful or extremist activity. Officials argued that 
collecting social media identifiers could help: 

●​ Identify potential threats​
 

●​ Verify identity and background information​
 

●​ Detect inconsistencies in visa applications​
 

●​ Monitor affiliations with extremist groups​
 

●​ Improve immigration vetting​
 

The Trump administration characterized the plan as a step toward strengthening national 
security systems and modernizing visa screening to reflect current communication trends. 

 

Who Would Be Affected 
The policy was designed to apply to nearly all visa applicants, including: 



●​ Tourists​
 

●​ Students​
 

●​ Temporary workers​
 

●​ Business travelers​
 

●​ Exchange program participants​
 

●​ Family or medical visitors​
 

Only travelers entering under the Visa Waiver Program—typically from countries with low 
security risk profiles—would be exempt. However, even these travelers might voluntarily be 
asked for additional information depending on circumstances. 

In total, the requirement could affect millions of people per year, making it one of the 
largest-scale data collection efforts linked to travel screening. 

 

How the Screening Would Work 
The process envisioned by the proposal was straightforward in practice but far-reaching in 
impact. 

Step 1: Applicants enter social media usernames 

They would provide handles used on major platforms over the past five years—including 
popular global networks. 

Step 2: Screening agents review public posts 

Officials could search for concerning content, contradictions in personal claims, or indicators of 
extremist associations. 

Step 3: Information is cross-referenced 

Social media data might be compared with other submitted information, travel records, security 
databases, or law enforcement alert systems. 

Step 4: Decision-making 



Consular officers would incorporate findings into visa approvals, denials, or requests for 
additional information. 

This process added a digital layer to traditional background checks. 

 

Supporters’ View: Strengthening Security 
and Modernizing Vetting 
Supporters of the proposal argued that digital activity has become an essential component of 
understanding an individual’s identity and behavior. Their key points included: 

1. National security modernization 

As global communication increasingly moves online, vetting systems must adapt to reflect these 
changes. 

2. Filling information gaps 

Social media could reveal connections or behaviors not shown in official documents. 

3. Identifying extremist signals 

Openly posted content may help detect radicalization or harmful intent. 

4. Keeping pace with other nations 

Some countries already use social media screening for immigration or security purposes. 

5. Enhancing vetting consistency 

Formalized data collection ensures that all applicants are screened using similar criteria. 

Supporters viewed the requirement as a natural extension of existing background checks. 

 

Critics’ Concerns: Privacy, Freedom of 
Expression, and Practical Challenges 



The proposal also sparked significant criticism from civil liberties groups, privacy advocates, and 
international organizations. Their concerns included: 

1. Privacy risks 

Requiring years of personal social media activity raised worries about government intrusion into 
private lives. 

2. Free expression implications 

Some feared that applicants might censor their online speech—even in their home countries—to 
avoid harming visa chances. 

3. Potential for misinterpretation 

Cultural humor, local slang, satire, or political opinions could be wrongly interpreted by officials 
unfamiliar with regional contexts. 

4. Disproportionate impact on certain communities 

Critics argued that some groups might be unfairly scrutinized based on language, religion, or 
geopolitical background. 

5. Administrative challenges 

Screening millions of usernames each year could overwhelm existing resources, creating 
processing delays. 

Many also questioned whether social media screening can reliably identify actual security 
threats. 

 

Global Reactions from Travelers and 
International Governments 
Because the U.S. is a major destination for tourism, education, and business, the proposal drew 
significant global attention. 

Travelers expressed concerns such as: 



●​ Worries about privacy and potential data misuse​
 

●​ Confusion over which accounts must be listed​
 

●​ Fears that old posts could be taken out of context​
 

●​ Anxiety about political or religious expression being scrutinized​
 

Some foreign governments voiced diplomatic concerns, noting that the 
policy could affect international mobility, cultural exchange, and business 
relationships. 

Educational institutions—especially universities with large international student 
populations—also expressed concern about how increased visa hurdles could affect enrollment. 

 

Digital Footprints and the Future of Border 
Control 
The proposal reflects a broader global trend: the increasing use of online data for immigration 
and border security. Countries around the world are experimenting with tools that analyze: 

●​ Social media activity​
 

●​ Digital communication logs​
 

●​ Public online footprints​
 

●​ Biometrics and identity verification technologies​
 

Governments argue that these tools are necessary to keep pace with modern threats. Critics 
caution that such tools must be balanced with robust privacy safeguards. 

The debate signals that the future of travel may increasingly involve digital transparency 
requirements, whether travelers like it or not. 

 



Potential Long-Term Effects of the 
Proposal 
Even though policy specifics may evolve, the ideas underlying the proposal could shape future 
immigration and security measures. 

1. Increased digital transparency expectations 

Travelers may need to become more aware of their digital presence. 

2. Standardization across countries 

Other nations may adopt similar requirements, creating new global norms. 

3. Changes in online behavior 

Some individuals may moderate their posts, even in private settings, due to fear of 
misinterpretation. 

4. More comprehensive background checks 

Social media could join biometrics, financial records, and travel histories in vetting systems. 

5. Tech-based screening innovations 

AI tools might one day evaluate digital behavior more efficiently—raising further ethical 
questions. 

Whether viewed as necessary security or government overreach, the impact on global travel is 
likely to be significant. 

 

Conclusion: A Controversial Proposal at 
the Intersection of Travel, Security, and 
Digital Privacy 
The proposal requiring tourists and other visitors to submit five years of social media activity 
represented a major shift in U.S. visa screening. Supporters saw it as an essential 



modernization effort, while critics argued it raised privacy concerns and risked chilling free 
speech. 

Regardless of one’s viewpoint, the debate highlights an important reality of contemporary life: 
our online identities are increasingly intertwined with our physical movements, border crossings, 
and interactions with government systems. 

The plan serves as a critical marker in the ongoing conversation about how nations balance 
security with individual rights in an age where digital footprints are larger—and more 
revealing—than ever before. 
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