2026 set to redefine technology regulation with a focus on artificial intelligence, competition, and transatlantic rivalry
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If 2026 unfolds as some observers expect, it will be a consequential year for technology and innovation policy as courts, regulators and legislatures move from broad contestation to concrete decisions about markets, competition and the public interest. The coming months look set to crystallise several threads that have been building for years: the limits of structural antitrust remedies, the European Union’s robust regulatory trajectory, unfinished business on privacy and spectrum, and the national mobilisation around artificial intelligence and broadband access. [1][2]
The momentum against structural break-ups of large digital platforms has hardened following recent court rulings. U.S. District Judge Amit Mehta rejected a Justice Department demand for sweeping divestitures in the Google search case while still ordering changes to exclusive contracting and data-sharing practices, and Judge James Boasberg ruled that the Federal Trade Commission had failed to prove Meta unlawfully monopolised personal social networking. According to reporting by major outlets, those decisions have undercut neo-Brandeisian arguments for dismantling the largest tech firms and left behavioural remedies as the more legally durable path. [1][3][4][6][7]
That judicial environment is unlikely to end political hostility towards Big Tech. Industry observers note that litigation defeats do not equate to acquittal in the court of public opinion, and elected officials may still pursue legislative responses. The lead analysis argues that Congress could yet deliver bipartisan achievements in 2026, ranging from a baseline national privacy law to pre-emption of fragmented state AI rules and targeted high-skill immigration reform, but it cautions that slim majorities and polarisation make such outcomes uncertain. [1][2]
Across the Atlantic, the European Union appears poised to continue a precautionary, interventionist approach to emerging technologies. The lead assessment suggests Brussels will maintain its regulatory emphasis even after internal calls for moderation, with policies that frequently produce greater constraints on U.S. firms. Industry analysts and policymakers on both sides of the Atlantic increasingly frame the dynamic as regulatory competition with geopolitical overtones. [1][2]
On infrastructure and spectrum, the consensus among policy analysts is that 2026 could be pivotal. Continued private investment, deployment of low-earth-orbit satellite systems and rollout of BEAD funding should, if plans proceed, close remaining broadband access gaps in the United States, shifting public support towards affordability and digital skills. Simultaneously, experts urge modernising spectrum policy to unleash additional commercial capacity by reassigning outdated federal holdings and treating terrestrial and satellite uses as part of a converged ecosystem. [1][2]
Defence of public research funding and the university research ecosystem remains a political flashpoint. The lead analysis warns that cutting federal research support in reaction to cultural disputes would undermine longer-term national competitiveness and calls for appropriators to restore and reorient science funding toward strategic priorities. Government figures and industry stakeholders say sustaining a robust research base is essential to maintain leadership in advanced technologies. [1][2]
Artificial intelligence will be both a policy priority and a test of national strategy. The piece urges a national AI adoption plan that measures uptake, addresses barriers to deployment and invests in skills and infrastructure, arguing that countries and companies that “go all-in” on AI will gain substantial advantages. At the same time, it downplays near-term job-apocalypse scenarios, projecting that AI-driven job losses will remain a small share of total employment displacements in 2026. Critics of unfettered optimism continue to press for safeguards, oversight and labour transitions as adoption accelerates. [1][2]
Finally, trade policy and transatlantic cooperation will influence technological competition with China. The analysis suggests that unless U.S. trade disputes with allies are resolved, collective focus on Chinese industrial policy will be harder to sustain. The combination of persistent anti-tech sentiment domestically and fractious trade relations abroad poses risks to coordinated techno-economic strategies that many analysts regard as essential to counter Beijing’s ambitions in critical industries. [1][2]
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