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Clark County Commissioners vote
to eliminate 7,000 small businesses
BCC only care about the millions they receive from Wall St. corporations
By Ed Uehling
Las Vegas Tribune
On Tuesday, June 7, 2022, the
Board of County Commissioners
(BCC) chose: 1) to ignore 200
pages of opposing comments from
citizens; 2) to violate Nevada State
law which encourages private
business; 3) to extinguish 7,000
small privately-owned businesses
(as short-term rentals are officially
labeled by Clark County), while 4)
saying nothing about the program
of Governor Sisolak to subsidize
with taxpayer funds out-of-state
businesses he wants to move to
(See Businesses Gone, Page 4)
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Brown closing in on Laxalt:
Do you believe in miracles?
By Chuck Muth
By all accounts and conventional wisdom, Republican U.S.
Senate candidate Adam Laxalt
should be running away with the
primary and should have put fellow
GOP challenger Sam Brown away
months ago.
But a funny thing happened on
the way to the coronation.
As Brown said in an interview
just a couple days ago, “Turns out,
I’m hard to kill.”
That’s an understatement!
Two national publications —

NBC News and TIME Magazine
— ran stories this week on the
tightening race that was, and still
is, Adam’s to lose.
Alas, so was his race against
Steve Sisolak for governor in 2018.
“Last August, Donald Trump
made a seemingly low-risk bet,”
TIME noted on Trump’s endorsement of Laxalt. “But with less than
two weeks until the June 14 primary, Trump’s bet has turned into more
of a crapshoot.”
As NBC notes, Laxalt led brown
(See Brown vs Laxalt, Page 5)

By John Kruzel
The Hill
The Supreme Court on Monday
turned away an appeal by a St.
Louis couple whose law licenses
were sanctioned after they pointed
guns at Black Lives Matter protesters near their home in the summer
of 2020.
The demonstrations came on the
heels of George Floyd’s murder by
a Minneapolis police officer, and
images of the couple — Mark and
Patricia McCloskey — brandishing

an assault-style rifle and pistol became a potent symbol of America’s
culture war, drawing widespread
condemnation, as well as praise
from President Trump and Republican lawmakers.
The couple asked the justices to
vacate the sanctions against them,
arguing the disciplinary action they
received ran afoul of their Second
Amendment right to protect themselves and their home in the face of
what they say was a violent threat.
(See Appeal Denied, Page 6)

Justices won’t hear appeal from couple who
pointed guns at Black Lives Matter protesters

‘The Biden Blitzkrieg’: Destroying U.S. as fast as Nazis on meth
By Wayne Allyn Root
I’m a Jewish-American and I
understand my history. The speed
with which Biden and his Marxist
handlers are destroying America
and the U.S. economy has never
been seen in world history — except for Nazi Germany.
I call this “THE BIDEN
BLITZKRIEG.”
Because I compare what’s happening to America today to the
Nazi Blitzkrieg. The Nazi Army
conquered Europe at a speed never

before seen in world history. Do
you know how the Nazi’s did it?
Hitler pumped his troops with
METH (ie speed).
That’s right, the Nazi Army was
literally drugged with speed. They
became super human speed freaks
who could run, fight and kill 24/7
for weeks on end — until their
bodies collapsed and died of a heart
attack, or they were killed in action.
This is how Hitler conquered each
country in Europe in a matter of
(See Wayne Allyn Root, Page 2)
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Quote of the Week:
“Be the parent today
that you want your
kids to remember
tomorrow.”
— Unknown

Please Note:

Although the Las Vegas Tribune is open to all and sundry
opinions about what we publish,
we wish to inform all those who
choose to submit their opinions
in writing to refrain from threatening anyone about whom an
article is written or the writer of
the article. In other words, any
opinions containing threats will
not be published. We thank you
for adhering to this policy.

Mission Statement

We search for the truth, embrace the truth, and print the
truth. If we inadvertently print
something that is not true, we
will let our readers know. We are
open to documented information
to shed light on any issue of
concern to our readers. We are
of service to our community, and
it is our intention to serve our
community the best way we can.

Eight candidates are running in the
GOP primary for U.S. Senate in Nevada

By Juan Garcia de Paredes
The Center Square
Eight candidates are running in
the Republican primary for U.S.
Senate in Nevada on June 14. Incumbent Catherine Cortez Masto
(D) is running for re-election.
As of June 1, 2022, three election forecasters rated the general
election as a Toss-up. Politico’s
Sabrina Rodriguez wrote, “Republicans […] see Nevada as one
of the prime states to pick up a
Senate seat.”
Sam Brown and Adam Laxalt
have led in polling and fundraising.
Former President Donald Trump
(R), Sen. Ted Cruz (R), Gov. Ron
DeSantis (R), and other national
Republican figures have endorsed
Laxalt, and Laxalt has made these
endorsements a key part of his
campaign message. At a May 9
debate, Laxalt said, “President
Trump looked into a camera and
said the only person that he can

ADAM LAXALT
trust in this state is me, and that’s
because I have stood consistently
and concretely for our conservative
values.”
Brown has the endorsement of
the Nevada Republican Party. To
win an official endorsement from
the state party, a candidate needed
to earn the support of more than
50 percent of the delegates present

SAM BROWN
at the state convention, and the
delegates could vote to endorse
more than one candidate in the
race. Brown received the vote of 80
percent of the delegates, and Laxalt received the vote of exactly 50
percent, below the threshold needed
for an official endorsement. After
the vote, Brown said, “I’m grateful
to be the only U.S. Senate candidate

SHARELLE MENDENHALL
to receive the endorsement of the
Nevada Republican Party.”
Both Laxalt and Brown have
highlighted inflation and immigration as key issues. On inflation,
Laxalt has said he would reduce
government spending and pursue
energy independence, while Brown
said the Federal Reserve should
(See 8-Person GOP Race, Page 4 )

lines and $10 per gallon.
Grocery prices are exploding to
unimaginable levels.
The supply chain is ruined.
Massive food shortages are coming.
Baby formula shortages are getting worse. There are one-mile lines
across America when government
airlifts in baby formula. Airlifts?
America now looks like “the Fall
of Saigon.”
It’s only going to get much
worse this summer. Energy experts
are promising mass blackouts of
the electric grid across America
this summer.
Then there’s the massive crime
and theft wave enveloping America’s Democrat run big cities.
Under Joe Biden and his Marxist
handlers…
America has become a “third
world craphole.”
Don’t forget open borders. Biden
is desperate to open the floodgates
and allow the whole world in. If
Biden gets his way and Title 42
is lifted, millions of the world’s
poorest and sickest migrants and

violent criminals will pour through
our open borders.
Let’s not forget Democrats want
to take our guns away. I’ve seen a
movie where only the government,
military and police have guns. It’s
called “Schindler’s List.”
Forced experimental vaccines
also remind me of the Nazi regime.
And just in time for the midterm
elections, I predict we’ll see attempts to bring back lockdowns,
vaccine mandates and vaccine passports. What a perfect time for crisis!
Add in censorship, banning,
intimidation and persecution of
conservatives, patriots and even
parents at PTA meetings by government agencies like the DOJ
and FBI. Exhibit A is the arrest of
high-ranking Trump official Peter
Navarro this week.
Then there’s the education
system trying to brainwash and
indoctrinate our children with
communist, anti-American, anti-White, transgender and sex
identity ideology.
And don’t forget Biden’s pro-

voking Putin again and again —
daring him to start World War 3.
Does Biden want to provoke a nuclear Armageddon, or EMP attack
to turn America into “Mad Max?”
Is this all about selling out the USA
to China?
This is a total decline, destruction and collapse of America —
happening at a speed none of us
has ever seen.
This is “the Biden Blitzkrieg.”
It’s now clear we’re dealing with
radical Marxist traitors combined
with Nazis on meth.
*****
Wayne Allyn Root is known as
“the Conservative Warrior.” “The
Great Patriot Protest & Boycott
Book” is Wayne’s new #1 bestseller.
Wayne is a CEO, entrepreneur and
host of the nationally-syndicated
“Wayne Allyn Root: Raw & Unfiltered” aired daily in Las Vegas on
KMZQ, 670 AM from 3 p.m. to 7
p.m. and the “WAR RAW” podcast.
Read Wayne’s commentaries and
see his videos at ROOTforAmerica.
com

Wayne Allyn Root
(Continued from Page 1)
days.
Let’s now reflect on the speed
and depth of the destruction of
America and the U.S. economy
by this “BIDEN BLITZKRIEG.”
It takes your breath away. We are
being attacked and destroyed from
a thousand different directions at
once. The speed of the attack is
stunning.
Biden must be employing an
army of lawyers, bureaucrats, regulators, and radical Marxist activists
on meth, to carry out this vicious
24/7 attack on the American people
and American business.
Bookmakers across the world
have made Donald J. Trump the
huge favorite to win the presidency
in 2024. All that’s well and good.
But I have bad news for America.
We aren’t going to make it to 2024.
America is hanging by a thread.
America and the U.S. economy
are being destroyed so fast, I’m
not even sure we can make it to
the November midterms.
Ask the smartest billionaires in
America. Jamie Dimon, the CEO
of JP Morgan, just warned that an
“economic hurricane” is about to
hit America. Then John Waldron,
the President of Goldman Sachs,
added that he has never seen so
many major “shocks to the system”
facing our economy at one time.
The richest man on the planet
Elon Musk said this week he has “a
super bad feeling about the economy” and asked his top executives
to stop all hiring worldwide.
What are these nonstop “shocks
to the system” all these brilliant
billionaires and Wall Street titans
are talking about?
Read ‘em and weep…
GDP (economic growth) is collapsing. Interest rates are rising.
Inflation is exploding. Home sales
are cratering.
The stock market has just suffered the worst few months since
the 1929 stock market crash —
which of course led to The Great
Depression.
Gas is headed for shortages, gas
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Don’t mention inflation! Democrat Cortez
Masto’s gamble in a tough election year
By Tim Reid
LAS VEGAS (Reuters) — The
campaign website of Democrat
Catherine Cortez Masto does not
mention the word “inflation.” Voters will not find it on her Twitter
feed, or in any of her ads as she
faces a tough re-election battle for
her U.S. Senate seat in Nevada, a
contest that could determine which
party controls Congress.
In an election year when opinion polls show inflation as the top
concern for voters, Cortez Masto
is gambling that tiptoeing around
the subject, while playing up her
role in delivering COVID relief to
Nevadans, will allow her to survive
a brutal political environment.
Analysts say her playbook,
which also involves attacking her
likely Republican opponent over
his support for curbing abortion
rights, is probably the best hope
a Democratic candidate has of
surviving at a time when U.S. President Joe Biden, a Democrat, has
low approval ratings and inflation
is at a 40-year high.
“If you ask her a question about
inflation, she will want to talk
about anything else, and especially
about the abortion issue, because
like many Democrats she sees that
as a winning issue while inflation
is an impossible issue,” said Jon
Ralston, a veteran Nevada political
commentator.
Whether such a strategy can
succeed is an open question. In a
dozen interviews with voters in Las
Vegas, 11 said they usually voted
for Democrats. Yet only one said
they were definitely going to cast
their ballot for Cortez Masto this

November. Most were undecided,
dismayed by high inflation and
blaming Democrats for not doing
enough to lower prices.
Nevada is one of a handful of
toss-up Senate races this November that will decide control of the
upper chamber now controlled by
Democrats.
The party in power nearly always suffers at the ballot box in the
first midterm election after a new
president is elected. Democrats fear
with inflation added into the mix
this year, results — particularly in
the House of Representatives —
will be bad.

(Continued from Page 2)
raise interest rates at a rapid pace.
On immigration, Laxalt’s website says he supports the Migrant
Protection Protocols, a policy under
which the U.S. returns to Mexico
citizens and nationals of countries
other than Mexico while their U.S.
removal proceedings are processed.
Brown has said the length of the immigration process should be expedited, but said he “opposed amnesty
in any way, shape or form.”
Brown has accused Laxalt of
ignoring instances of election fraud
while serving as attorney general.
At the May 9 debate, Brown told
Laxalt, “You knew that in 2016,

non-citizens did vote, and you did
nothing about that. And then in
2020 […] the only thing you did
was to file a lawsuit that, by your
own admission, was late.” Laxalt
responded by saying that it was the
secretary of state’s responsibility to
investigate voter fraud. He also criticized Brown for his ties to Texas,
saying, “You were running in Texas
and living in Texas when you’re
accusing me of doing these things.”
Laxalt served as attorney general
of Nevada from 2015 to 2019 and
was the Republican gubernatorial
nominee in 2018, losing to Steve
Sisolak (D) 49.4 percent to 45.3
percent. Laxalt is the grandson of

8-Person GOP Race

Businesses Gone

(Continued from Page 1)
Clark County, and 5) to lie blatantly about what those
7,000 businesses actually contribute to the well-being
of Las Vegas and its tourist industry.
What are the benefits gained from this travesty?
There is only one: The Commissioners guaranteed their
personal flood of campaign funds from the corporate
vultures on the Strip.
The BCC has a recent history of inflicting pain on
small business and each of us — their two million serfs
struggling to pay their own bills AND keep up with the
demands of our predatory industry. This industry, which
includes some of the wealthiest corporations on Planet
Earth, is hell-bent on making sure every visitor dollar
passes through its hands FIRST. But that’s not enough
to satisfy these barbarians: They use OUR relative
handful of pitifully weak elected leaders to compel all
of US to subsidize the sugar daddies of our “leaders.”
Direct giveaways like this to our State’s biggest
industry do not end there. Its corollary union — the
extremely politicized (to elect its Democratic Party
thugs), wealthy and typically corrupt Culinary Union
— is handed millions of dollars of OUR tax money
by the members of the BCC to re-elect members of
the BCC!
All four parties in this circle of corruption — the
Resorts, the Culinary Union, the Democratic Party and
the BCC commissioners themselves — have (perhaps
unwittingly) bought into the same pattern of economic
destruction that was pioneered by the corporations,

AD BLITZ
In ads on TV and across social
media platforms, Cortez Masto
emphasizes the billions of dollars
she helped secure for Nevadans in
pandemic relief. During the height
of the COVID outbreak, the state
— which relies heavily on tourism
and gambling revenue — was essentially shut down.
That relief included unemployment benefits, cash payments,
special federal relief for the travel
and gaming industries, and bailouts
that helped nearly 120,000 Nevada
businesses.
In April 2020, Nevada had an

former Nevada Sen. Paul Laxalt (R)
and the son of former New Mexico
Sen. Pete Domenici (R).
Brown, a small business owner, served in the U.S. Army until
2011. In 2008, while deployed in
Afghanistan, Brown was wounded
by an IED explosion that injured
his face. Brown has highlighted
that experience and his recovery
process throughout his campaign.
Brown was a candidate for Texas
House District 102 in 2014 before
moving to Nevada in 2018.
William Conrad, William Hockstedler, Sharelle Mendenhall, Tyler
Perkins, Carlo Poliak, and Paul
Rodriguez are also in the primary.

unions and politicians of countless Midwestern US
cities in the 1970’s. Today, these drug-addled, corruption-ridden, poverty-stricken rust belt communities
can’t even raise sufficient tax monies to be able to
demolish the abandoned houses and other buildings
barely standing.
Is that what our commissioners want for future commissioners and residents of Clark County? The answer
appears to be a resounding “yes” as they choose to vote
exclusively for their own pocketbooks. Unfortunately,
they have sent clear messages that:
—Independent thinking and financial initiative are
bad and must be discouraged
—They have no compunction about destroying
7000 businesses and putting their owners and thousands of other employees out of work
—They don’t care if dozens of elderly and handicapped operators might end up living on the streets
of Las Vegas
—It really matters to them that the Wall Street corporate interests be protected so that MGM and Caesars
be allowed to grab undeserved billions from Las Vegas
to construct competing resorts all over the world
—Neither they nor the resorts care about creating a
divide between the citizens of Las Vegas and its biggest
industry after 70 years of mutual support
—The commissioners do not care about creating an
environment in which no property or property owner
is safe
Is this the Las Vegas you dreamed of living in?

unemployment rate of more than
28 percent, one of the highest in the
United States. Last month that had
fallen to 5 percent, with jobs and
gambling revenues in Las Vegas
back to pre-pandemic levels. It’s an
economic recovery Cortez Masto
claims a key role in.
Up until May 8, the latest data
available, Cortez Masto had already
aired TV ads over 4,600 times,
compared to fewer than 1,000 by
her Republican opponents.
Campaign aides to Cortez Masto acknowledge that the word
“inflation” is absent from her ads,
tweets and public statements. But
they stress that she frequently talks
about her efforts to lower the cost
of drugs, housing, gas, and healthcare, and so is implicitly addressing
inflation.
For instance, in March she introduced a bill to lower insulin costs,
and she has secured carve-outs from
federal spending packages to help
create jobs in the state.
“She knows the challenges
Nevadans still face, including inflation,” said Josh Marcus-Blank,
a Cortez Masto campaign spokesman.
HELP A DISTANT MEMORY
Billy Vassiliadis, a longtime
Democratic political adviser in
Nevada, believes Cortez Masto is
pursuing the right strategy.
“She was instrumental in getting

a lot of relief. She has capital to
draw on,” said Vassiliadis, who is
not advising the campaign.
One of Cortez Masto’s ads features a Las Vegas hotel housekeeper called Gladis Blanco. “When
COVID first hit, there was a lot to
worry about,” Blanco says. “I was
very worried about making a living
when no-one was coming to Nevada. Catherine Cortez Masto led the
fight to protect Nevada and made
sure we got the help we needed.”
That help is a distant memory for
Vanessa Hernandez, 29, who works
at the Bellagio hotel and casino on
the Las Vegas strip.
She was laid off for over a year
during the pandemic shutdown. She
received unemployment payments
and cash payments from the Biden
administration during that time, a
lifeline.
Yet that relief, which Cortez
Masto says she helped deliver, has
been all but forgotten by the mother
of four who says today’s high prices
are brutal for her on her $21.27
hourly wage. She normally votes
Democratic but is undecided this
year, unsure if Cortez Masto and the
Democrats can lower costs.
“Who can you trust now? They
say one thing and do another,”
Hernandez said in an interview at
her home.
Priscilla Morales, 31, a barber,
(See Cortez Masto, Page 6)

Labor unions pressure Biden to
extend Trump-era China tariffs
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By Monique Beals
The Hill
Leading unions in the U.S. are
pressing for the Biden administration to extend former President
Trump’s tariffs on Chinese goods.
Leaders from the unions filed an
official comment to the Office of
the U.S. Trade Representative on
Monday asking that all Section 301
tariffs relating to China be extended, according to an Axios report.
“Our government must act in the
national interest to strengthen our
economy for the future,” said the
letter, signed by Thomas Conway,

Brown vs Laxalt

(Continued from Page 1)
by 38 points in March. The latest
poll, two weeks ago, showed the
race tightening to 15 points. And
Brown shared with NBC internal
polls showing the race now within
the margin of error, while the Laxalt
campaign “would not share their
own internal polling.”
That means it must be bad.
Another sign that Brown might
be poised to pull off “one of the biggest upsets to date in the midterm
primaries” is that the DC-based
Club for Growth is suddenly spending “nearly $850,000 to run attack
ads against Brown.”
Remember the last time Club for
Growth played in a Nevada U.S.
Senate primary?
That was back in 2010 when
they helped Harry Reid pick Sharron Angle as the GOP nominee.
And we all remember how THAT
turned out.
And CFG’s distain for Brown
makes no sense. If you look at the
organization’s mission statement,
Brown checks off all the boxes.
He’s certainly no RINO, which is
what CFG has historically been
opposed to.
The only fathomable explanation is they want another controllable Republican “swamp creature”
in their stable, not a wild-card like
Brown.
Nevertheless, it wasn’t supposed to be this way. On paper,
Adam should have been a slam
dunk for the GOP nomination.
He is, as TIME put it, “a descendant of GOP royalty.” His
father was New Mexico Sen. Pete
Domenici and his grandfather was
Nevada Sen. Paul Laxalt.
He was born in Reno, but was
raised in “the swamp.” Adam attended an elite private school in
Virginia and went on to work in
the Bush administration for John
Bolton — one of President Trump’s
fiercest critics.
His privileged heritage has resulted in what one Washoe County
GOP activist, Kathy Doyle, described as Adam’s “entitled, ‘it’shis-turn’ attitude.”
Brown, on the other hand, “ain’t
no senator’s son.”

As TIME notes, he “was born
in Arkansas into a military family.”
Both “his father and a brother also
served in Afghanistan” — where
Sam received his near-death war
injuries and Purple Heart — while
“another brother served in Iraq.”
Sam himself graduated from
West Point, while Adam went to
the prestigious Georgetown law
school in the swamp. Sam was an
actual combat soldier. Adam was
JAG attorney.
But that hasn’t stopped Team
Laxalt from attacking Sam over
Sam’s great-grandfather founding the Cleveland Browns and a
great-uncle currently owning the
Cincinnati Bengals.
“He comes from a billionaire
family that started two NFL franchises in Ohio,” John Burke, Laxalt’s spokesman, snarked to TIME.
But Sam has no involvement
with, nor receives any financial
benefit from, that distant family
relationship whatsoever. He doesn’t
even get season tickets! Pretty
cheap shot from the Laxalt camp.
Speaking of cheap shots, Laxalt
is also attacking Sam for supposedly being a “carpetbagging political
tourist who only moved to Nevada
because he lost a Texas state assembly primary.”
If that’s the best they’ve got,
no wonder they’re running scared.
The fact is, after Sam was blown
up and set on fire by an IED in
Afghanistan, he was transferred to
Fort Sam Houston in Texas where
he spent three painful years recovering from his war injuries.
And yes, while there he did run
unsuccessfully for the Texas Legislature in 2014.
Four years later, Sam moved his
family to Reno and took a job at an
Amazon warehouse before starting
a business helping wounded veterans. And four more years later, he’s
now running for the Senate here.
Sam didn’t move to Nevada to
run for office. He moved here for a
better life for his young family —
just like over 75 percent of current
Nevadans who moved here from
other states (yours truly included).
Adam, on the other hand, DID
“carpetbag” himself to Nevada

from Virginia for the sole purpose of running for office. After
spending almost his entire life in
the swamp, he moved back to Las
Vegas in 2012, told everyone he
planned to run for office, and did
exactly that just two years later.
What do they say about people
living in glass houses?
But let’s get back to the race and
the reasons why it appears to now
be a barn-burner…
NBC notes that “Brown has won
three straw polls, including one
taken of the Nevada Republican
Party” (which has officially endorsed Brown) and he’s “outpacing
Laxalt more than 4 to 1 in small
dollar donations” and “has some
40,000 individual donations to his
campaign.”
While Brown and Laxalt have
raised similar amounts — over $1
million in each quarter for the last
three quarters — Laxalt’s financial
support comes more from major
donors and DC connections. That’s
one of the reasons Nevada voters
who NBC interviewed said Laxalt
was “too close to the Republican
establishment.”
One of those voters, “longtime
Nevada businessman and influential donor” Perry Di Loreto, told
NBC that he “backed Laxalt’s 2018
run for governor but personally told
Laxalt he wouldn’t support him
this time.”
“(Sam’s) an outsider,” Di Loreto
said. “A lot of our problem is too
many people have been there too
long. We have managed to establish
a ruling class in this country.”
Laxalt, indeed, is clearly in
the camp of the DC insiders. He’s
got all the best outside-Nevada
endorsements, including Trump’s.
But unlike in recent races that
have been positively affected by
Trump’s late backing, the sheen of
his endorsement in Nevada seems
to have worn off.
“Just so you know,” wrote a
Muth’s Truths reader a couple
days ago, “even if Laxalt ‘pulls
out the big gun, Trump himself,’ I
still won’t vote for him. He’s a ‘hell
no.’ Sam Brown is my choice. I’ll go
see Trump, always support Trump,
and campaign for Trump. But not

who chairs the Labor Advisory
Committee for Trade Negotiations
and Trade Policy.
The push to retain the tariffs
comes as President Biden considers
the possibility of waiving Section
301 tariffs, which affect roughly
$300 billion worth of goods from
China.
Commerce Secretary Gina Raimondo told CNN on Sunday that
Biden has asked her and other
administration officials to analyze
the removal of some tariffs, a move
some Democrats think would lower
costs for consumers.

Raimondo added that the administration has decided to keep
some of the tariffs, including those
imposed on steel, as a matter of
national security and to protect
American workers. But she said the
administration may remove tariffs
on other Chinese imports, including
household goods and bicycles, to
ease inflation.
“It may make sense, and I know
the president is looking at that,”
she said.
In hopes of cooling record-setting inflation, retailers have pressed
(See Trump-era Tariffs, Page 8)

Laxalt. Trump doesn’t know Laxalt
like we do.”
Indeed, LOTS of Trump supporters in Nevada are flocking to
Brown’s camp. Voters NBC spoke
with say they support Trump but
also say “the former president
simply got it wrong in this race by
endorsing Laxalt.”
Those people, according Ric
Grenell — a close Trump adviser
and fawning Laxalt BFF (best
friends forever) — are being “disloyal” to the President.
Those people, however, don’t
see it that way. As I’ve pointed out
often, just because you like pizza
doesn’t mean you have to like
anchovies.
Laxalt has also received support
from Senate Minority Leader Mitch
McConnell’s campaign operation.
And in their only televised debate,
Laxalt refused to say whether or not
he’d vote for McConnell to remain
as leader.
That means, of course, he will.
And THAT’S not sitting well with
a lot of Nevada Trump supporters
either, as McConnell, like Bolton,
has been a staunch antagonist and
fierce critic of the former president.
Laxalt’s also taking heat, not
only for his failure to win the 2018
gubernatorial race that was his to
lose, but for Trump losing Nevada
to Sleepy Joe in 2020 when Adam
was his state campaign chairman.
Yes, he did spearhead efforts
and lawsuits calling into question
the validity of the 2020 election
results — which is largely why
Trump pre-maturely endorsed
him so early — but all of those
efforts failed because Laxalt and
the Nevada Republican Party were
unable to provide actual evidence
of voting fraud.
And before you jump down my
throat and shout, “Yes there was!”
let me ask you this: Where’s the
evidence?
The fact remains, to this day,
that neither Laxalt nor the Nevada
GOP has ever publicly released
the supposed 120,000 pieces of
“evidence” they claim to have that
proves election fraud. If they really
have 120,000 examples of voting
fraud, why can’t you or I see it?

They should put up or shut up.
Truth is, both Laxalt and the
party screwed the pooch on this
one. Bigly.
Let’s wrap up with this…
Because of the predicted “red
wave” coming in November —
“Let’s Go Brandon!” — either
Laxalt or Brown will be in a good
position to take out incumbent
Democrat Sen. Catherine Cortez-Masto-Reid. But it’s far from
a done deal.
And as the TIME story notes,
“some Republican sources in Nevada argue Laxalt would be an
easier opponent for Cortez Masto
to defeat.”
“If I’m on Masto’s team, I
would want Laxalt to get the nomination,” said an unnamed GOP
consultant interviewed by TIME.
“How do you run against Brown?”
Indeed, Laxalt has more baggage than a Samsonite factory.
All of which led TIME to conclude in its article…
“While Laxalt is a known quantity, Brown would be more of a leap
into the unknown for Republicans.
That sense of unpredictability is
part of what has excited Brown’s
supporters, and might be precisely what helps him deliver one of
the biggest primary upsets of the
season.”
Make no mistake, this remains
Laxalt’s race to lose. Then again,
he’s done it before.
Either way, whichever candidate
emerges from the primary will have
PLENTY of money and national
GOP support for the general election. That’s not even a question.
Nevada’s U.S. Senate race is one
of THE top seats ripe for a GOP
pickup.
So the bottom line for me is this:
Which candidate, Brown or Laxalt,
would have the BEST chance in
November? And I share the opinion
that that person is the Purple Heart
war hero…
Captain Sam Brown.
“Do you believe in miracles?!!”
*****
Chuck Muth is president of
Citizen Outreach, publisher of
Nevada News & Views and blogs
at MuthsTruths.com
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Biden increasingly relies
on DPA, drawing GOP scorn

By Alex Gangitano
and Morgan Chalfant
The Hill
President Biden is repeatedly
turning to the Defense Production
Act (DPA), a decades-old law that
gives the president broad authority
to increase the manufacturing output of critical items in a national
emergency.
The DPA has been a prong of
the pandemic response since the
Trump administration, but Biden
has turned to it for other uses. Most
recently, Biden invoked it ﬁve times
to boost domestic production of
goods used to make solar panels.
The move was hailed by environmental groups and climate-minded
lawmakers as the kind of bold
action needed to address climate
change, at a time when Biden’s
legislative climate agenda is stalled
in Congress.
At the same time, it triggered
some criticism from Republicans,
with Sen. Pat Toomey (R-Pa.) accusing Biden of abusing a law that
was initially passed in response to
the Korean War for defense purposes. The policy, ﬁrst authorized

in 1950, allows the president and
executive branch to order private
companies to focus on the production of a needed good.
“When you get out of a national
security space or something like
pandemic response, the more that
people are going to say, ‘Is this
appropriate?’ “ said Jerry McGinn,
executive director of the Center
for Government Contracting at

Cortez Masto
(Continued from Page 4)
voted for Biden. She’s unsure if
she will vote for Cortez Masto in
November.
“Inflation is a huge issue for
everyone,” she said outside her
home. “It’s very unfair. I come
from the working class. I want to
see politicians have control over it.”
Above-average inflation is a
problem impacting many countries,
caused by a surge in demand and
lack of supply in the wake of the
pandemic, as well as the Ukraine
conﬂict affecting food and energy
costs. But Republicans and some
economists accuse Biden and his
fellow Democrats of exacerbating
the situation in the United States
with high levels of government
spending and regulation.
Cortez Masto’s likely Republican opponent, former state attorney
general Adam Laxalt, is blaming
her and Biden for inﬂation. It’s the
Republicans’ main line of attack

across the country.
“Catherine Cortez Masto has
been nothing more that a rubber
stamp for Biden’s agenda pushing
prices to record highs,” Laxalt said
in a statement to Reuters.
In TV and Facebook ads Cortez
Masto is attacking Laxalt over his
support for restrictions to abortion
rights and his efforts to overturn
Biden’s 2020 victory over Donald
Trump, who has endorsed Laxalt in
this election.
There is another word that Cortez Masto rarely mentions as she
campaigns: Biden. His approval
rating fell last week to 36 percent,
the lowest level of his presidency,
driven by discontent over his handling of the economy.
“She’s doing everything she can
not to talk about the Biden administration,” said Ralston, the political
commentator. “But to untether
herself from Biden is going to be
very, very difﬁcult.”

George Mason University’s School
of Business.
“It’s not surprising Republicans
are going to criticize a Democrat or
vice versa. But the authority’s very
clear, it’s got to be essential for national defense, and are solar panels
essential for national defense? So
that’s where we have the debate on
this,” he said.
The White House called invoking the DPA for solar panels
an important ﬁrst step toward the
administration’s clean energy goals
when questioned about how it

won’t impact the increase in electricity rates for the summer.
“The steps we’re taking today
are in response to an urgent need
of — to grow the domestic clean
energy economy and strengthen
U.S. energy security. They are part
of the president’s multipronged approach to accelerating the transition
to a cleaner, a clean energy future
made right here in America,” White
House press secretary Karine JeanPierre told reporters on Monday.
Biden also invoked the law to
speed up the production of materials used to make baby formula
amid the nationwide shortage, after
receiving bipartisan calls from
Congress to do so. Earlier this year,
Biden used it to boost production of
electric vehicle batteries as the administration looks to further boost
its clean energy agenda.
Former President Trump was
criticized for not moving quickly
enough to invoke the DPA at the
start of the COVID-19 pandemic
to compel the production of medical equipment. He ﬁnally used it
in March 2020 to order General
Motors to ramp up production of
life-saving ventilators despite calls
from the business community to not
use emergency powers to target the
private sector.

Biden has been more aggressive
with his use of the law.
On his ﬁrst day in the White
House, Biden signed a sweeping
executive order for federal agencies to use the DPA to ramp up
supplies of protective equipment,
COVID-19 vaccines and tests and
other supplies needed in the ﬁght
against the pandemic.
The administration regularly
used the law to ramp up at-home
rapid tests, which by the White
House’s count increased from 24
million last August to more than
300 million in December.
“It’s an incredibly important
authority, and the pandemic showed
its power in a very positive way.
They were able to use that to get all
kinds of stuff on contract. It didn’t
directly impact the vaccine development, but as far as masks and
production, it had a big impact,”
McGinn said.
McGinn also said that while
the pandemic put the DPA in the
spotlight, presidents previously
also used it to great effect but less
publicity.
Former President Obama in
2012 invoked the DPA to speed
up the development of biofuels for
military and commercial use, which
(See DPA Dependence, Page 8)

Stavros ANTHONY
for Lieutenant Governor

Appeal Denied

(Continued from Page 1)
The court’s denial of the McCloskeys’ petition for appeal Monday came
in an unsigned order without noted comment or dissent. The move leaves
intact the disciplinary sanctions against the McCloskeys, which includes
the possible indeﬁnite suspension of their law licenses if they commit any
violations over a one-year probationary period that began last February.
They were also ordered to complete 100 hours of pro bono legal work.
Mark McCloskey, a personal injury lawyer who is running as a Republican candidate for the open U.S. Senate seat in Missouri, told The
Hill he was unsurprised the justices turned away his appeal since so few
cases are taken by the Supreme Court.
“I was hoping that they would ﬁnd that a lawyer who’s had a clean
and spotless record for 37 years of practicing — that sanctioning them
for doing no more than defending themselves would be a concept that
they would take seriously and take under submission,” he said. “But I
wasn’t surprised.”
Following their standoff with anti-racism protesters in June 2020, Mark
McCloskey pleaded guilty to misdemeanor assault and Patricia McCloskey
pleaded guilty to misdemeanor harassment. They were pardoned last July
by Missouri’s Republican Gov. Mike Parson.
Two months later, a Missouri panel that handles ethics complaints
against lawyers ﬁled a complaint seeking the suspension of the McCloskeys’ law licenses for their convictions, which led to the couple being
sanctioned in February. The Missouri Supreme Court ruled their offenses
constituted crimes of “moral turpitude,” which prompted the couple’s
petition to the U.S. Supreme Court.
In their ultimately unsuccessful ﬁling to the justices, the McCloskeys
played up the support they had received from Republicans, including
Trump, who once called the disciplinary action against them “absolutely
absurd.”
“In entering its rulings for sanctions against Petitioners Mark T. and
Patricia McCloskey,” they wrote in court papers, “the Supreme Court of
Missouri necessarily determined that the McCloskeys’ actions in standing guard of their home and property with ﬁrearms displayed constitutes
conduct of ‘moral turpitude,’ despite the protections for such action under
the Second and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution,
and despite the fact the McCloskeys were praised by President Trump and
pardoned by Missouri Governor Parson.”

As Lieutenant Governor, Stavros Anthony will
focus on economic development with an emphasis
on small business, public safety across the state
and safe communities, promoting and advancing
tourism, and oversight of the Nevada State Senate.
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White House braces for
the death of Roe v. Wade
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By Morgan Chalfant and Alex Gangitano
The Hill
The White House is quietly preparing for
a Supreme Court ruling overturning Roe v.
Wade, a consequential decision expected to
come this month that will create immediate
pressure to respond and take action.
Members of the administration have held
listening sessions with state officials, advocacy groups and other stakeholders on abortion
rights regarding the legal barriers to abortion
already in place in certain states.
Individuals who participated in those
meetings told The Hill that they are encouraged by the White House’s attention on the issue but are waiting for concrete details about
how it will answer the expected decision.
“I believe that we are at least setting the
stage to fight a bigger fight that’s going to
happen,” said Marsha Jones, executive director of The Afiya Center, an organization
devoted to the health of Black women and
girls in Texas. “The White House, at least
they are giving the perception that they are
willing to fight this fight with us.”
“I do need to see something tangible,”
added Jones, who participated in a May
21 meeting with Gender Policy Council
Executive Director Jennifer Klein and Vice
President Harris’s domestic policy adviser
Rohini Kosoglu. “We’re all just sitting on
pins and needles.”
Publicly, President Biden has been largely
mum on the issue of abortion in the weeks
since he expressed outrage at the Supreme
Court draft ruling nixing Roe, which leaked
at the start of May.
Harris, meanwhile, has become one of
the administration’s leading voices on the
subject, holding a roundtable on Monday
with faith leaders on abortion rights in Los
Angeles and releasing a video on social
media last week arguing that other rights are
at risk if the court overturns the landmark
abortion ruling.
Administration officials have been quiet
about steps they are weighing in response

to the ruling, and the White House is not
expected to announce any specific plans until
after it comes down.
“Protecting Americans’ constitutional
right to make personal decisions about their
own bodies and lives is a top priority for the
President, and as he has said, the Administration will be ready when any ruling is issued,”
said White House spokesperson Alexandra
LaManna.
Since the draft decision leaked, White
House officials have met with advocates
from medical organizations, faith leaders and
businesses, as well as elected officials from
states that have moved ahead with restrictive
abortion laws, such as Texas and Oklahoma,
and states that have passed measures to protect abortion rights, including Connecticut
and Maryland.
The focus on state and local leaders underscores that without action by Congress, the
steps the Biden administration can take are
limited and likely to be subject to Republican-led legal challenges.
The leaked draft ruling suggesting the
high court is poised to overturn Roe v.
Wade, a landmark 1973 decision found the
Constitution protected a woman’s right to
have an abortion, sent shock waves through

Trump-era Tariffs

(Continued from Page 5)
Biden to lift the tariffs amid the
significant uptick in prices.
“Consumers and businesses
continue to feel the pain of higher
prices across the board from everyday goods and services to rent and
groceries and gas,” National Retail
Federation President Matthew Shay
wrote in a letter to Biden last month.

That letter also noted that American importers have paid $136.5
billion on tariffs stemming from the
U.S.-China trade war.
Treasury Secretary Janet Yellen has also said that the Section
301 tariffs “impose more harm on
consumers and businesses” and
“aren’t very strategic in the sense of
addressing real issues” with China.

(Continued from Page 6)
was criticized by Republicans at the
time as a move to boost his own
green energy agenda.
The wartime measure was used
by former President George W.
Bush in 2003 to supply GPS receivers to the British military during the
Iraq War, and it was used by Bush
and former President Clinton in
early 2001 to ensure that emergency
supplies of natural gas flowed to
California utilities to avoid electrical blackouts.
The president can also delegate
authorities of the DPA to agency
heads, like in 2017 when the Federal Emergency Management Agency
used it for manufactured housing
units, food and bottled water, and
restoration projects after the hurricanes in Puerto Rico.
McGinn warned that the DPA’s
broad use could be inappropriate
and result in the law being a subject
of partisan bickering.
“The problem, since the pandemic, people recognized, ‘Wow,
that DPA is something,’ “ he said.
“But the challenge is if we start
using it for things where it’s really
not appropriate for, then it becomes
more political and you can create
problems for its use down the road.
“That’s the biggest concern I
would have, you don’t want to
undermine something that’s very,
very effective by using it where it’s

not appropriate.”
The DPA was last authorized
in 2019 defense policy legislation
and will expire in 2025, meaning
lawmakers will need to renew it
again in the coming years. Toomey
suggested Monday that Congress
should curtail the law if the Biden
administration continues to use it
for nondefense actions.
In his action on Monday, Biden
directed the Energy Department to
use the DPA to boost domestic production of solar panel parts, building insulation, heat pumps, power
grid infrastructure and equipment
used to make clean energy-generated fuels.
Jean Su, director of the left-leaning Center for Biological Diversity’s energy justice program, said
that the actions would spur investment in and manufacturing of those
specific products.
She said that Biden could also
use the DPA to spur growth in the
electric transportation sector by
targeting electric vehicle charging
stations, electric buses and other
green modes of transportation.
“The announcement is a game
changer. On a macro level, we’re
seeing him really flex his muscles
on his executive powers, which he
has not yet done to date,” Su said.
“That’s a huge sea change in terms
of his approach for climate.”

Washington last month and engendered a new
sense of urgency in the West Wing.
Advocates for abortion access who have
met with the administration told The Hill that
the White House has been interested to hear
about needs on the ground while it is deciding
how to respond.
“They wanted us to let them know how the
White House can help in our advocacy and in
our battles in our states,” said North Carolina
state Rep. Julie von Haefen (D), who along
with other state lawmakers participated in a
meeting with Klein and White House intergovernmental affairs director Julie Chavez
Rodriguez on Friday.
Von Haefen said that questions from
White House officials included ones about
access to abortion medication and any state
bills prohibiting expenses for travel to receive
an abortion.
“They’re really curious about what’s on
the ground, and I know they’re weighing all
of their options,” added Yvonne Hsu, chief
policy and government affairs officer of the
National Asian Pacific American Women’s
Forum.
She pointed to areas the White House can
focus on immediately to lessen the burden
on women that were discussed in the May

21 meeting, including addressing the lack
of access to information in languages other
than English, squashing disinformation and
curtailing fear in immigrant communities.
“What I am thankful to this White House
for is not only calling those meetings, but
calling them actually to listen, listen to what
our concerns were across states,” said Kelly
Davis, executive director of New Voices for
Reproductive Justice.
She said she expressed a “series of concerns,” including that, compared to other
groups, “Black pregnant people are going to
experience the majority of health, finance and
self-determination consequences.”
Still, other crises have seemed to take precedence at the White House in recent weeks,
such as the string of mass shootings and the
subsequent renewed push for gun control
legislation, leaving some to worry that the
abortion fight has taken a back seat.
“I think the moment has kind of passed
and it isn’t on the front burner now as far as I
can tell. The administration has got consumed
with Ukraine, firearms and inflation,” said
Lawrence Gostin, a public health law professor at Georgetown University.
“It’s not that they don’t want to do anything, it’s just that they just don’t think there’s
anything immediate and powerful that they
can do under the law,” he said.
In the immediate wake of the leaked draft
opinion, Biden, who is a devout Catholic,
used the word “abortion,” which marked a
shift from not publicly speaking the word
out loud during his presidency. Advocates
for abortion access are hopeful that Biden
leaning into the issue could mean he is more
bullish when a ruling is out.
“I would love to see the White House take
the following steps in the coming months,
including that linguistically they have managed to actually speak in alignment with
movements that talk about the word abortion,” Davis said.
With limited action available now, Dem(See Roe v. Wade Death, Page 9)
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Senators say they need
more time on gun talks
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By Alexander Bolton
The Hill
Senate negotiators say they are
making progress toward a deal
to address gun violence, but they
aren’t there yet.
Sen. John Cornyn (Texas), the
lead Republican negotiator, on
Monday said negotiators are “hovering above the target” but haven’t
nailed down anything.
Cornyn said negotiators need
at least another week to resolve
their differences and urged Senate
Majority Leader Charles Schumer
(D-N.Y.), who has warned he will
only give negotiators a short period
of time to reach a deal, not to rush
anything to the floor.
“Good consensus legislation
takes time,” Cornyn said in remarks

on the Senate floor. “So I hope Sen.
Schumer will let his members work.
There’s no use in rushing a vote on a

By Alexander Bolton
The Hill
Senate Majority Leader Charles
Schumer (D-N.Y.) said Tuesday he
is encouraging a bipartisan group
of negotiators to keep working on
a compromise proposal to respond
to recent mass shootings in Buffalo,
N.Y., and Uvalde, Texas.
The Senate Democratic leader
said last month he would give
Senate Republicans only a short
amount of time to agree to compromise legislation and warned if they
do not strike a deal, he will force
a vote on Democratic-crafted gun
control legislation.
On Tuesday, Schumer indicated he thinks the talks are making
enough progress to give them more
time.
“I’m encouraging my Democratic colleagues to keep talking, to see
if Republicans will work with us to
come up with something that will
make a meaningful change in the
lives of the American people and
stop gun violence,” Schumer said
on the Senate floor.
“Making real progress is very
important. Sen. [Chris] Murphy
[D-Conn.] has asked for space to
have the talks continue, and I have
given him the space,” Schumer
said. “I look forward to discussing
the status of those talks with my
colleagues today.”
Murphy, the lead Democratic negotiator on gun legislation, said he
would answer colleagues’ questions
about the talks at the weekly Senate Democratic luncheon Tuesday.
However, he noted, “I don’t think
I’ll be presenting anything [to the
caucus]. We’re just not ready.”
Murphy met with the lead Republican negotiator, Sen. John
Cornyn (Texas), and Sen. Kyrsten
Sinema (D-Ariz.) for more than two
hours in Sinema’s office Monday
evening to discuss ideas to curb
gun violence.

“We continue to make progress
on narrowing and refining the scope
of the package. I think we have
work to do with our colleagues
this week to make sure what we’re
talking about can get 60 votes. I
think it can. I think what we have
on the table now can be a consensus
package,” Murphy told reporters.
“Obviously it’s not close to what
I want but it’s meaningful,” he said,
acknowledging that proposals to require universal background checks
or a ban on assault-style rifles and
high-capacity magazines won’t be
included in any bipartisan deal.
The White House announced
that President Biden would meet
with Murphy on Tuesday morning
to discuss the Senate negotiations.
Cornyn said on Monday that
proposals to prohibit assault-style
rifles, raise the minimum age for
purchasing such rifles to 21 and
ban high-capacity magazines are
off the table.
Instead, the negotiators are
looking at proposals to encourage
states to establish red flag laws to
take guns away from people who
are deemed to pose a threat to
themselves or others.
The senators are also discussing
requiring or encouraging states
to provide juvenile crime records
to the federal background check
database.

(Continued from Page 8)
ocrats are also looking to make
abortion an issue on the campaign
trail ahead of the looming midterm
elections, hoping that the fight will
help energize members of the base
and bring in swing voters.
Biden has called for voters to
mobilize and elect more pro-abortion rights lawmakers to the state
and federal levels, a call he reiterated when a vote failed in the 50-50
Senate last month on legislation
that would have protected various
abortion procedures. Harris has also

echoed that message.
The White House has sought
to paint Republicans as extreme
for enacting abortion restrictions
at the state level and opposing the
Women’s Health Protection Act,
a law that would codify federal
abortion rights.
“The Biden-Harris Administration is continuing to speak out as
extremist Republican leaders are
weaponizing the use of the law in
states across the country to punish and control women,” a White
House official said.

Schumer giving more time
for bipartisan talks on guns

doomed partisan bill like the House
is expected to vote on this week.”
The House is set to vote this
week on legislation to raise the
legal age for buying some semi-automatic rifles to 21, create tax
incentives for gun dealers to create
safe storage equipment and ban the
sale of large-capacity magazines.
But that legislation is doomed in
the Senate, where it will not garner
the 60 votes necessary to overcome
a filibuster.
Senate negotiators say proposals
to ban assault-style rifles, such as
the AR-15—style weapons that
were used in recent mass shootings
in Buffalo, N.Y., and Uvalde, Texas,
and to require background checks
for all gun sales and transfers are
off the table.
Instead, they are focused on
more modest proposals to encourage states to set up red flag laws,
promote safe storage of firearms
and provide more money to address
mental health.
They are also looking at
strengthening and reforming the
background check process and
raising the minimum age for purchasing an AR-15—style rifle from
18 years old to 21.
But a Senate Republican aide
familiar with the negotiations said
whatever proposal emerges from
the negotiation will not expand
background check requirements
like the amendment crafted by
Sens. Joe Manchin (D-W.Va.) and

Pat Toomey (R-Pa.) in 2013 would
have done.
The aide said Republicans are
looking at “strengthening and
reforming” the process for conducting background checks but not
expanding the universe of transfers
that would require them.
“We are not talking about
restricting the rights of current
law-abiding gun owners or citizens,” Cornyn emphasized on the
Senate floor Monday afternoon.
“This is a constitutional right, as
much as that may go against the
grain of some of our colleagues
who like to do things to restrict the
rights of American citizens under
the Second Amendment.”
One proposal under discussion
is to include juvenile crime records
into the background check database
to flag people in the 18-21 age
group who recently committed
crimes but might still be able to pass
an FBI check.
Manchin, who voted against a
proposed assault weapons ban in
2013, on Monday said he “wouldn’t
have a problem” with raising the
minimum age for owning an assault-style rifle.
“Why do we have driver’s licenses? Why is there a certain age
for everything that we do in this
society?” Manchin told CNN. “I
don’t see how this one thing can
be any different than other things
we do.”
But Cornyn later said that restricting law-abiding citizens from
purchasing assault-style rifles is off
the table.
Asked about raising the age limit
for purchasing assault weapons,
Cornyn said: “I think the president
said that, and I think Sen. [Chris]
Murphy, sounds like he’s taken that
off the table.”
Murphy (D-Conn.) is the lead
Democrat in the negotiations on
gun legislation.
Cornyn on Monday emphasized identifying people who are
dangers to themselves or others
and providing more resources for
mental health treatment and more
money for securing schools as his

top priorities.
“If our schools need more resources to harden their infrastructure and to evaluate their physical
security measures and to make
necessary improvements, that’s
something we can agree on and we
need to do,” he said.
Democrats are desperate for an
accomplishment on gun control
but acknowledge it will be tough
getting 10 Republicans even for a
modest proposal to create incentives to set up red flag laws.
“We’re going to struggle to get
10 votes, but I think it’s possible,”
said Senate Judiciary Committee
Chairman Dick Durbin (D-Ill.).
Durbin acknowledged the political headwinds facing any gun
control deal in reaction to House
Minority Whip Steve Scalise (RLa.) denouncing red flag laws as
unconstitutional.
“They literally come into your
house and take away your gun
without you even knowing that
there was some kind of proceeding
where somebody said, ‘Oh, I think
that gun might be a threat,’” Scalise
said on “Fox News Sunday.”
Durbin predicted that whatever
emerges from the negotiation will
likely secure the votes of all 50
members of the Senate Democratic
Caucus.
He noted that two key swing
votes, Manchin and Sen. Kyrsten
Sinema (D-Ariz.), are personally
involved in the negotiations with
GOP colleagues.
Murphy and Cornyn planned
another meeting of the negotiating
group on Monday evening with
Sinema and Sen. Thom Tillis
(R-N.C.).
The other members of the extended negotiating group are Sens.
Richard Blumenthal (D-Conn.),
Martin Heinrich (D-N.M.), Susan
Collins (R-Maine), Bill Cassidy (RLa.) and Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.).
Murphy conceded during a live
panel discussion with gun control
activists on Monday that the Senate won’t vote this week on gun
violence legislation despite talk
(See More Time, Page 10)
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Why Biden sees fights with Musk, Bezos as good politics
By Brett Samuels
The Hill
President Biden and the White
House are embracing fights with
billionaires like Elon Musk and Jeff
Bezos over the economy.
Biden and his aides have publicly poked at major CEOs like Bezos
and Musk in recent weeks, viewing
it as a potentially popular message
at a time when the president is getting poor marks for his handling of
the economy due mostly to rampant
inflation.
One White House official argued
billionaires like Musk and Bezos
make for good foils at a time when
the president is proposing “an economic agenda for the middle class
that cuts some of the biggest costs
families face,” funded in part by
taxes on the rich.
Biden was asked Friday after
remarks on the May jobs report
if he had a response to Musk, the
Tesla and SpaceX founder, who
had said in a message to executives
that he had a bad feeling about the
direction of the economy.
The president responded by rattling off a list of other companies,

including Ford and Chrysler parent
company Stellantis, that were making investments in the U.S. to build
electric cars in particular. “So, you
know, lots of luck on his trip to the
moon,” Biden said. “I mean, you
know.” The remark was shared
widely by White House aides, who
viewed it as the type of off-the-cuff
comment that can help the president
break through to the public.
“Can’t stop laughing at this,”
Jesse Lee, an economic adviser at
the White House, tweeted with a
video of Biden’s comment.
It also came just two weeks after
the president and his team went
head-to-head with Amazon found-

er Bezos over his criticism of the
administration’s policies.
In both cases, the White House
has chastised Musk and Bezos as
anti-labor for their views on unions
and suggested their animus toward
the administration’s policies is
rooted in Biden’s pledge to make
billionaires pay their fair share.
Biden routinely singles out
Amazon when talking about major
companies that he believes do not
pay enough in taxes. And the president has frequently omitted Tesla,
a major producer of electric cars,
when talking up efforts to invest in
green energy and electric vehicles.
The effect with both men seems

to be turning them away from being
potential partners with the administration. Musk in particular has in
recent weeks been more vocally
critical of the Biden White House
and suggested Democrats are out of
touch with voters.
“This administration doesn’t
seem to get a lot done. The Trump
administration, leaving Trump
aside, there were a lot of people
in the administration who were
effective at getting things done,”
Musk said in a podcast interview
last month, arguing that Biden was
too beholden to labor unions.
Tesla is a major producer of
electric vehicles, and Musk’s other
venture, SpaceX, has partnered
with NASA in its bid to land American astronauts on the moon.
Still, White House officials
believe swinging at billionaires
like Musk and Bezos, and more
broadly large oil companies and
meat conglomerates like they’ve
done in the past, can be an effective
messaging tool.
Biden proposed in his fiscal
2023 budget proposal, released earlier this year, a minimum 20 percent

tax rate on American households
worth more than $100 million.
A YouGov poll conducted in early April found 63 percent of adults
in the U.S. support imposing a 20
percent tax on individuals making
more than $100 million annually,
while just 20 percent oppose such
a tax.
An ABC News-Ipsos poll released Sunday found 37 percent
of respondents approve of Biden’s
handling of the economic recovery
from the COVID-19 pandemic,
down from 53 percent in July.
And inflation, which was at the
heart of the spat with Bezos, has
been a particular point of difficulty
for Biden. The ABC poll found 71
percent of respondents said they
are unsatisfied with the president’s
efforts to bring down costs and 72
percent were frustrated about his
efforts on gas prices specifically.
Support for policies holding
billionaires and major corporations
accountable are one of the few economic areas where voters appear to
back Biden these days, underscoring why the White House is keen to
promote that message.

Senators want Biden to stay out of gun talks

By Alex Gangitano
The Hill
Senate negotiators working to come to
an agreement on gun violence legislation
are asking the White House to stay out of
the talks.
Some have said that President Biden’s
involvement wouldn’t be “helpful” after he
called on Congress to pass gun control measures, some of which aren’t even supported
by all 50 Democrats.
The White House spent much of last
week going back and forth about how much
involvement, if any, the administration would
have in the talks, eventually settling on messaging that the president would give Congress
space to negotiate.
Then an about-face came on Thursday
when Biden gave a prime-time speech calling
on Congress to pass a host of measures that
lawmakers say are not part of the negotiations, resulting in some head-scratching over
the direction the White House was heading
on the matter.
Sen. Chris Murphy (Conn.), the lead

More Time
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last month about setting a 10-day deadline.
He said he hopes the Senate will act “in the
following weeks.”
Schumer warned before the Memorial
Day recess that he would force Republicans
to vote on gun control legislation in June if
they didn’t agree to compromise legislation
to curb gun violence soon.
“If these negotiations do not bear any fruit,
the Senate will vote on gun safety legislation
when we return,” he pledged on May 26.
A Democratic aide, however, said that
Schumer does not plan to schedule a vote on
a gun control bill this week, as the Senate is
already scheduled to consider nominees and
legislation to help veterans exposed to toxic
burn pits.

Democratic negotiator on gun violence
talks, indicated that although he has been in
communication with the White House about
the negotiations, even Democrats on Capitol
Hill think discussions have a better chance of
bearing fruit without the involvement of the
president or his team.
“I think the Senate needs to do this ourselves,” Murphy said on CNN on Sunday. “I
have talked to the White House every single
day since these negotiations began. But
right now, the Senate needs to handle these
negotiations.”
Lawmakers on both sides of the aisle,
including Democrats and Republicans directly involved in the talks, have expressed
some optimism — and caution — about
whether any deal could be reached on gun
violence legislation following the killing
of 19 children at an elementary school in
Uvalde, Texas.
Senate Majority Leader Charles Schumer
(D-N.Y) has given lead negotiators a deadline
of this week to reach an agreement, which
Murphy emphasized needs to happen within
that time frame. The Senate is in for the next
three weeks before it takes off for the July
4 recess.

Stewart Verdery, who helped negotiate
crime and gun legislation when he was a Senate leadership and Judiciary Committee counsel, argued that pressure from the president
on Capitol Hill could be counterproductive.
“The Senate may not work as intended as
much as it used to, but it still works best in
cases where there is not a statutory deadline
for action when a bipartisan group can find
compromise without public badgering by
a president,” said Verdery, the founder of
Monument Advocacy.
“In 2022, a president pushing the other
party to a deal creates a counter-reaction that
is extremely counter-productive,” he added.
Sen. Pat Toomey (R-Pa.), meanwhile,
on Monday appeared to pump the brakes
on comments he made on television the day
before in which he suggested that the Senate
was closer to acting on gun control legislation than at any other time he’s served in the
upper chamber.
“Cautiously, cautiously,” Toomey told
Fox News in response to a question about
whether he was optimistic about negotiators
producing an agreement. “This is — this is
a big challenge.”
On Sunday, Toomey also took a jab at
Biden, saying the president was “not being very helpful” after the chief executive
delivered a rare prime-time address calling
for Congress to ban assault-style weapons
and high-capacity magazines or to raise the
purchasing age for those guns from from
18 to 21.
Biden also called for Congress to expand
background checks, pass “red flag” laws
and safe storage requirements, and repeal
the liability shield for gun manufacturers
and dealers.
“This is going to come down to whether
we can reach a consensus in the United States
Senate,” Toomey said.
The White House on Monday said Biden
was “encouraged by the discussions” on Cap-

itol Hill and that legislative affairs teams have
been in close contact with Senate negotiators.
“We would respectfully disagree with
Sen. Toomey,” White House press secretary
Karine Jean-Pierre said on Monday when
asked to respond to the idea that Biden hasn’t
been helpful.
“He can’t do it all alone, right? He has
taken some actions, some executive actions,”
she said. “And he believes that Congress
should continue to act, and we are going to
see how the negotiations go. We’re going to
give it the space it needs.”
A renewal of the 1994 assault weapons
ban, which expired in 2004, is highly unlikely
to pass the Senate and overcome the 60-vote
threshold. A key moderate Democrat, Sen.
Joe Manchin (W.Va.), said on Monday that he
backs raising the age to 21 to buy semi-automatic rifles, but Republicans are still at odds
with legislation that would in any way restrict
gun purchases.
Toomey essentially called Biden’s speech
ineffective because “he advocated policies
that he knows for sure have no chance of
passing the Senate — probably couldn’t even
get 50 votes and hold the Democrats, much
less get the 60 we would need.”
John LaBombard, former communications
director to Sen. Kyrsten Sinema (D-Ariz.),
argued that aspirational statements from
Biden that don’t reflect reality won’t help to
get legislation done.
“When legislating, we need to start by
recognizing the reality of vote margins, and
some of President Biden’s proposed solutions
have no chance of earning the necessary
support in a 50-50 split Senate,” said LaBombard, now a senior vice president at ROKK.
“The senators engaged in these negotiations know better than anyone else what’s
realistically possible — and they have much
more credibility than the White House does
with the Republican Senators we’ll need if a
deal is reached,” LaBombard added.
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Biden, Democrats out of sync in
pushing assault weapons ban

By Alexander Bolton
The Hill
President Biden and Vice President Harris are calling for bans
on assault rifles and high-capacity
magazines, but they’re out of step
with members of their own party
who don’t want to vote on those
hot-button issues and instead want
to focus on more modest reforms.
Activists would like to see Biden
take executive action to curb gun
violence, but the president said
over the weekend that he can’t do
much by himself, kicking the issue
to congressional Democrats as he
has other elements of his agenda.
Democratic negotiators in the
Senate, however, aren’t talking
about a ban on assault-style rifles,
like the weapon that a gunman used
to kill 21 people at an elementary
school in Uvalde, Texas, or a ban
on high-capacity magazines, like
the 30-round magazines the shooter
took to the school.
They’re focused on what has a
better chance of getting Republican
support, like a proposal to expand
background checks or encourage states to set up red flag laws
that take guns away from people
deemed dangerous to themselves
or others.
“It’s really a study of incrementalism, I think that’s what [Sen.]
Chris Murphy is doing,” said Ross
K. Baker, a professor of political
science at Rutgers University,
referring to the lead Democratic
negotiator on gun control.
“He’s come to the realization
that if he leads with an assault
weapons ban, it’s not going to go
anywhere. To get the 10 Republicans you need to break the filibuster, you can’t lead with a strong
right hand. You’ve got to spar a
little bit,” he said.
Murphy (D-Conn.) says he
wants to get something done that
saves lives, even if it doesn’t directly respond to the recent mass

shootings in Buffalo, N.Y., and
Uvalde, where in each incident
18-year-old shooters deployed AR15—style rifles.
“Republicans are not willing to
support everything that I support,
like banning assault weapons.
But I really think that we could
pass something that saves lives
and breaks this logjam that we’ve
had for 30 years,” Murphy said
on CBS’s “Face the Nation” on
Sunday.
Sen. Gary Peters (D-Mich.), the
chairman of the Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee, who’s
in charge of protecting the Senate
Democratic majority in November,
said he agrees with the strategy of
focusing on proposals that can pick
up bipartisan support and get passed
into law.
Alex Barrio, the director of advocacy for gun violence prevention
policy at the Center for American
Progress, pointed out that keeping
a proposed assault weapons ban on
the back burner keeps Democratic
divisions out of the spotlight.
“There are also Democrats that
do not support an assault weapons
ban. We know that [Sen.] Joe Manchin is one of them. That being said,
keeping off the table for now makes
sense,” he said.
Sens. Michael Bennet (D-Colo.), Martin Heinrich (D-N.M.),
Angus King (I-Maine), Jon Tester
(D-Mont.) and Mark Warner (DVa.) voted with Manchin (D-W.

Va.) and every Senate Republican
against Sen. Dianne Feinstein’s
(D-Calif.) proposal to ban assault
weapons during the Senate’s last
extended gun control debate, in
2013.
Barrio said he supports Murphy’s cautious approach to negotiating with Republicans but added
that if the talks fail to produce a
deal, Democrats should force a vote
on an assault weapons ban.
“We understand why they’re not
pushing it,” he said. “Sen. Murphy
is in a good-faith negotiation to see
what sort of package is possible to
get Republican votes.”
“We know for a fact that no
Republican is going to vote for it,”
he said of the assault weapons ban.
“If Republicans pull back from
these negotiations … if the Republicans refuse to do anything and
they decide at the end that they’re
going to be 50 votes ‘no’ on everything,” even proposals to encourage
red flag laws, “then I do think the
assault weapons [ban] does need to
go on the floor, there does need to
be a vote,” Barrio said.
He argued that public opinion is
behind Democrats who want to ban
assault weapons.
“It is true, over two-thirds of this
country oppose the sale of assault
weapons, and yet a majority of our
senators and probably a majority
of our congresspeople do not share
that value,” he said.
Christian Heyne, vice president

of policy at Brady, a group that
advocates for gun control, said, “I
certainly think the responsible call
to action right now is to call for an
assault weapons ban vote.”
“These are weapons with tactical
features designed for the battlefield to make these weapons more
lethal, which is why they are the
connective tissue between so many
of these mass-casualty shootings,”
he said.
“When you hear about the fear
that law enforcement had in having
to go up against that weapon at the
school, it shows what a chilling effect these weapons have,” he added.
Police officers in Uvalde have
come under criticism for waiting
more than hour outside Robb Elementary School before confronting
the shooter. Eventually members
from a specialized Border Patrol
unit entered the classroom behind a
protective shield and shot the killer.
Thirty-seven members of the
Senate Democratic Caucus have
co-sponsored Feinstein’s proposed
assault weapons ban.
Two Democrats in tough reelection races, Sens. Catherine
Cortez Masto (D-Nev.) and Mark
Kelly (D-Ariz.), haven’t signed on
to Feinstein’s bill, but two other
vulnerable Democrats — Sens.
Maggie Hassan (N.H.) and Raphael
Warnock (Ga.) — have done so.
Biden has taken a more aggressive approach than Senate
Democratic negotiators, repeatedly
expressing support for banning
assault weapons and high-capacity
magazines while visiting the families of victims in Buffalo last month
and on the South Lawn of the White
House Monday.
“I know that it makes no sense
to be able to purchase something
that can fire up to 300 rounds,”
he said Monday, while in Buffalo
last month he noted that Congress
passed a 10-year assault weapons
ban while he was in the Senate.

Harris has been even more direct
in calling for an assault weapons
ban.
“We are not sitting around waiting to figure out what the solution
looks like,” she said Saturday at a
funeral service for one of the Buffalo victims. “We know what works
on this. It includes — let’s have an
assault weapons ban.”
Baker, the political scientist,
called Biden’s and Harris’s calls
for an assault weapons ban “ornamental.”
“It’s catering to the base, and
there is built into that an understanding that Senate Democrats
aren’t going to follow in lockstep,
but it doesn’t damage them to have
the president and vice president
talking about it,” he said.
“It’s important for the base to be
satisfied with what the president is
saying and that individual senators
are given latitude to fashion their
own policy,” he added.
Polls show broad public support
for an assault weapons ban, even
though it has hardly any Republican
support on Capitol Hill.
A Politico-Morning Consult
poll conducted immediately after
the shooting in Uvalde found that
67 percent of registered voters
strongly or somewhat support an
assault-style weapons ban and 69
percent of respondents favored
banning high-capacity ammunition
magazines.
Biden on Monday said he’s not
involved in the negotiations, telling
reporters that he deliberately did not
engage in debate with Republicans
before he visited Uvalde on Sunday.
But on Tuesday, the president
signaled he planned to get more
involved in what’s happening on
Capitol Hill.
“I will meet with the Congress
on guns, I promise you,” Biden
told reporters during a meeting
with New Zealand Prime Minister
Jacinda Ardern at the White House.

Nelson, who is also seeking the
Democratic Senate nomination in
Wisconsin, has also called for a ban.
Others, however, have been
more careful in their approach to
the question.
In a recent interview with the
Wisconsin public affairs show “For
the Record,” Lt. Gov. Mandela
Barnes, one of the leading candidates in his state’s Democratic
Senate primary, said “weapons of
war shouldn’t be as easily accessible as they are.”
Barnes, a former state representative, previously introduced a
bill in the state Assembly in 2013
that would have effectively banned
assault weapons. A spokesperson
for Barnes’ campaign noted that
he does, in fact, support an assault
weapons ban.
Another candidate in the Wisconsin Democratic Senate primary,
state Treasurer Sarah Godlewski,
has thrown her support behind
“common sense” gun control and
safety legislation in the wake of
the Uvalde shooting, but hasn’t yet
endorsed an outright ban on assault
weapons.
Likewise, Cheri Beasley, the
Democratic Senate nominee in
North Carolina, told the Charlotte
Observer that combat-style weapons should be kept “off our streets,”
but did not say whether such firearms should be banned altogether.
In Ohio, Rep. Tim Ryan, the
Democratic Senate nominee, expressed frustration over stalled gun
control and safety legislation in the
Senate, but made no mention of a
federal assault weapons ban.
The reluctance to call for an
outright ban on assault style weapons, like the AR-15-style rifle used
to carry out the mass shooting in
Uvalde as well as other attacks,

underscores a rift between Democrats running for some of the most
hotly contested Senate seats and the
party’s two most prominent figures,
President Biden and Vice President
Harris.
Both have re-upped calls for
an assault weapons prohibition in
recent weeks as a spate of mass
shootings have refocused the national conversation on gun control
and safety. Speaking to reporters on
Monday, Biden said that it “makes
no sense to be able to purchase
something that can fire up to 300
rounds,” before pointing to the
success of a 1994 bill that kicked
off a 10-year ban on assault-style
weapons.
“I know that it makes no sense to
be able to purchase something that
can fire up to 300 rounds,” he said.
“And I know what happened when
we had rational action before, back
in — when the crime bill was — the
law that got passed. It did significantly cut down mass murders.”
For her part, Harris has been
even more direct in calling for a
new assault weapons ban, broaching the topic during a funeral
service over the weekend for the
victims of another mass shooting
in Buffalo, N.Y.
“We are not sitting around waiting to figure out what the solution
looks like,” she said. “We know
what works on this. It includes —
let’s have an assault weapons ban.”
Of course, the previous assault
weapons ban, which also included
a prohibition on certain high-capacity magazines, also brings up
uncomfortable political memories
for Democrats. After the bill was
signed into law in 1994, Democrats
suffered some of their biggest-ever
electoral defeats in that year’s midterm elections, with Republicans
winning unified control of Congress
for the first time since 1952.
Still, there are signs that the
political tides may be turning.
A Morning Consult-Politico
poll conducted in the immediate
aftermath of the shooting in Uvalde found that roughly two-thirds
of U.S. voters — 67 percent —
support a ban on assault-style
weapons, including 49 percent of
Republicans. Slightly more voters
— 69 percent — support prohibiting high-capacity ammunition

magazines.
But even among Democratic
Senate hopefuls who have expressed support for an assault
weapons ban, it’s not the main
focus. Instead, they have more
aggressively called for Congress
to approve proposals to expand
background checks or incentivize
states to establish red flag laws,
arguing that such measures stand
a better chance of winning some
GOP support.
“We have a direct obligation to
do what we can, when we can. And
I believe that those are two pieces
of legislation that have overwhelming public support,” Demings said
during an appearance on CBS’s
“Face the Nation” on Sunday. “We
can get it done, if the Senate has the
political will to do it.”
The focus on other gun control
measures may be as practical as it
is political, born out of the notion
that any attempt to ban assault-style
weapons would almost certainly
face stiff Republican opposition.
In a separate appearance on
“Face the Nation” on Sunday, Sen.
Chris Murphy (D-Conn.), who
emerged as one of the Senate’s most
vocal gun control advocates after
the deadly mass shooting at Sandy
Hook Elementary School in 2012,
said that he was intent on passing
some sort of legislation, even if it
falls short of an outright assault
weapons ban.
“Republicans are not willing to
support everything that I support,
like banning assault weapons,”
Murphy, who’s not up for reelection
this year, said. “But I really think
that we could pass something that
saves lives and breaks this logjam
that we’ve had for 30 years.”
Jon Reinish, a Democratic strategist, said that Democrats would
be wise to embrace a new assault
weapons ban. For one, he said, the
country is “in a very different time”
than it was in 1994 when the first
ban was enacted.
Perhaps more importantly, he argued, Democratic candidates are in
need of a message that can animate
their voters in an otherwise bleak
midterm election year. “I think it’s
a casualty of overall Democratic
malaise and I think it’s an overall
casualty of Democrats being scared
of their own shadows.”

Democratic Senate hopefuls take
cautious tack on assault weapons ban

By Max Greenwood
The Hill
Democratic Senate candidates in
the year’s most competitive races
are treading lightly on an issue that
has the backing of the party’s top
officials: an assault weapons ban.
From Pennsylvania to Arizona, only a handful of Democratic
Senate candidates have homed in
on calls for reinstating the long-expired federal ban on so-called
assault weapons in the wake of
the mass shooting at an Uvalde,
Texas, elementary school that left
21 people — including 19 children
— dead.
Most candidates have walked a
finer line, urging the Senate to take
up other measures, like expanded
background checks for gun purchases and red flag laws, which in
most cases would allow law enforcement officials to temporarily
seize firearms from individuals who
are seen as a threat to themselves
or others.
The reluctance to openly advocate for a new ban on assault-style
weapons illustrates how the issue
has become a political third rail
for battleground-state Democrats
in an already difficult election year
for the party.
Republicans need to net just
five seats in the House and one
in the Senate to recapture their
congressional majorities, and they
have already attacked Democrats
relentlessly for months over everything from skyrocketing inflation to
rising crime rates.
“I think a lot of these candidates
are making a calculated decision
to hang back and stick with the
legislation that’s already on the
table because they know what’s
coming if they get behind the assault weapons ban,” one national
Democratic strategist said. “The
talking point from Republicans is
going to be: ‘the Dems want to ban
guns. Period.’ ”
“It’s good policy and I think
most of them probably support it,”
the strategist added. “But I don’t
know if it’s something they’re
going to hang their campaign on.”
Of the Democratic incumbents
facing the toughest reelection bids
of the 2022 midterms, only two —
Sens. Maggie Hassan (D-N.H.) and

Raphael Warnock (D-Ga.) — have
signed on to a bill introduced by
Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D-Calif.)
that would prohibit the sale, transfer, manufacture or possession of
assault-style weapons.
Two other vulnerable Democrats
— Sens. Catherine Cortez Masto
(D-Nev.) and Mark Kelly (D-Ariz.)
— haven’t done so.
A campaign spokesperson noted
that Kelly, a former astronaut who
established himself as one of the
country’s most prominent gun safety advocates following the near-fatal shooting of his wife, former Rep.
Gabby Giffords (D-Ariz.), in 2011,
has “previously expressed support
for banning assault weapons.”
Meanwhile, Rep. Val Demings
(D-Fla.), the presumptive nominee
for the Democratic Senate nod in
Florida and a former Orlando police
chief, is a co-sponsor of the House’s
version of Feinstein’s bill.
Pennsylvania Lt. Gov. John
Fetterman, the Democratic Senate
nominee in the Keystone State,
has said that he would support an
assault weapons ban if elected this
year, releasing a statement in the
aftermath of the Uvalde shooting
calling for a host of new gun control
policies.
“Enough is enough. It’s long
past time for Congress to act,”
Fetterman said. “If I’m your next
U.S. Senator, I would support
common-sense reform like universal background checks for all gun
sales and a ban on military-grade
assault weapons and high capacity
magazines.”
Another Democratic Senate
hopeful, Milwaukee Bucks executive Alex Lasry, also lists a call
for an assault weapons ban on
his campaign platform. Likewise,
Outagamie County Executive Tom
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Gun groups ready for aggressive
effort against red flag legislation

By Emily Brooks
The Hill
No-compromise gun rights groups are
preparing to mount an aggressive campaign
against any red flag legislation in Congress as
a response to the elementary school massacre
in Uvalde, Texas.
Such measures appear to be gaining some
steam as a potential compromise between
Democrats and Republicans, but opponents
hope to use the same playbook to stop them
that proved impactful in the past.
“We’re already planning our full attack
plan on it,” said Dudley Brown, president
of the National Association for Gun Rights.
Nine states currently have red flag laws,
protection orders that allow a court to prevent
an individual deemed a danger to themselves
or others from possessing or obtaining firearms. Those include New York, where it did
not stop a shooter from targeting Black people at a grocery store in Buffalo last month.
It is unclear if such a law would have stopped
the shooter in Uvalde.
With the shock Uvalde elementary school
massacre that left 19 children and two adults
dead, a bipartisan group of senators formed in
the days after to discuss options for a modest
deal on a legislative response.
Background check expansions and provisions to expand state-level red flag laws
have emerged as top options. Sens. Lindsey
Graham (R-S.C.) and Richard Blumenthal
(D-Conn.) previously negotiated a red flag
bill in 2018.
Separately, House Democratic leadership
is set to bring a bill for a vote next week to
nationalize red flag laws. The legislation,
led by Rep. Lucy McBath (D-Ga.), would
allow federal courts to issue an “extreme risk
protection order” to prohibit an individual
from purchasing or possessing a firearm or
ammunition and allow a family or household
member or law enforcement officer to petition for such an order.
Gun rights activists argue that red flag
laws violate due process rights and that the
system of allowing family members or law
enforcement officers to petition for such an
order is ripe for abuse.

Second Amendment groups put intense
pressure on House Republicans last year to
oppose a red flag provision, underscoring the
challenge to supporters.
A version of the annual National Defense
Authorization Act (NDAA) that passed the
House last year included a provision that
would allow military courts to issue protective orders that allowed confiscation of
personal firearms.
The National Association for Gun Rights
and Gun Owners of America, two groups
that pride themselves as being uncompromising on gun legislation, started to target
Republican members on the issue through
social media and email blasts. The National
Rifle Association’s lobbying arm was also
against the measure, but not as aggressive in
targeting Republicans about it. In that initial
316-113 vote, 135 Republicans were in favor
of the bill.
After the NDAA vote, “congressional
offices were sometimes bombarded with hundreds of calls each day from gun rights voters
accusing them of being sellouts,” according
to the former communications director for the
late Rep. Don Young (R-Alaska).
Some Republican offices said in statements soon after the vote that they had been
assured that the provision would not be
included in the final version of the legislation — and it was not in the final bill that

became law.
After the pushback, 161 House Republicans signed a Sept. 29 letter to the chairs and
ranking members of the House and Senate
Armed Services committees urging them to
strike the section, which they described as
enabling “military court gun confiscation
orders.”
Aidan Johnston, director of federal affairs
at Gun Owners of America, called the letter
“perhaps the biggest statement by Republicans” to date.
“That is important to the debate today
going on over red flag laws, because now
they’re firmly on the other side,” Johnston
said.
It was not always that way. Former President Trump entertained red flag laws in 2019
after mass shootings in El Pasto, Texas, and
Dayton, Ohio.
“Take the guns first, go through due process second,” Trump said at the time.
But the activism did not sit well with some
Republicans.
Rep. Dan Crenshaw (R-Texas), who was
bombarded with messages on social media
about his position, called out the Gun Owners
of America by name when blasting “grifters”
in the party, saying that they misrepresented
his position on red flag laws.
Crenshaw had said in 2019, around the
time that Trump was advocating for red flag

laws, that lawmakers should discuss red flag
laws on the state level and not the federal
level.
He has since opposed red flag laws.
Crenshaw reiterated on CNN over the
weekend that he would not support red flag
laws in the wake of the Uvalde shooting.
“What you’re essentially trying to do with a
red flag law is enforce the law before the law
has been broken,” he said.
For the gun activists, the NDAA campaign
was a win.
“This thing called a vote actually means
something. And if you vote for something
with that provision in it, you can’t walk that
back by saying, ‘Oh, I didn’t really mean it,’”
Brown, of the National Association for Gun
Rights, said.
The NDAA situation highlights the political minefield for Republicans looking to
take action on gun issues. Mass shootings
often prompt Republicans to point to their
support for legislation to boost school security or improve the National Instant Criminal
Background Check System.
“But on the flip side, they know their base
is full of single-issue gun rights voters, so
they can’t lean too far into their support for
those bills, or else they’ll earn themselves
a Newsmax hit piece or worse: a primary
challenge,” Young’s former communications
director said.
Despite the progress on getting Republicans on the record against red flag laws,
the no-compromise activists aren’t taking
anything for granted when it comes to the
latest negotiations.
“We assume the worst, especially when
you have a big tragedy and the leadership of
your party, you know, talking about working
out a bipartisan deal,” Brown said, noting
his 29 years of lobbying on gun issues. “We
expect every bit of a kind of fight we had right
after Newtown, Connecticut.”
And for Republicans who vote for any
red flag provisions, primary challengers
supported by either of the gun groups are on
the table — even if it is not this year.
“We play the long-term game. We don’t
forget this stuff,” Brown said.

Haunted Democrats fear gun control
measures could cost them in midterms

By Amie Parnes
and Morgan Chalfant
The Hill
Democrats are haunted by political fears on the issue of gun control,
making the party reluctant to completely stick its neck out on moves
such as banning assault weapons.
More than 20 years after restrictions on guns were blamed in
part on Al Gore’s loss in the 2000
presidential race, many Democrats
still worry that being too aggressive
on gun control could hurt the party’s candidates in purple states and
House districts.
“If you’re someone like Raphael Warnock, it’s a complicated
message. It’s a nuanced message
at best,” one Democratic strategist
said of the incumbent senator who
is up for reelection this year in a
competitive race against Republican Herschel Walker. “There’s a lot
of history that scares a lot of people.
It’s a slippery slope that Democrats
don’t want to be on the wrong
side of, particularly for front-line
Democrats.”
Warnock (D-Ga.) and Sen.
Maggie Hassan (D-N.H.), whom
Republicans hope to unseat this fall,
have both signed on as co-sponsors
to legislation that would prohibit
the sale, transfer, manufacture or
possession of assault-style weapons. But two other vulnerable
Democratic incumbents, Sens.
Catherine Cortez Masto (Nev.) and
Mark Kelly (Ariz.), have not.
Most Democrats want to take
some kind of action on gun control
after the latest mass shootings in
Buffalo, N.Y., and Uvalde, Texas.
But others are wary in part because
of past elections lost, including Gore’s and the 2014 midterms.
“There is this worship of the
gun that still exists around the
country, and if you are Warnock in
Georgia or Mark Kelly, how much
is it worth it to stake your political
fortunes on this? If the election was
tomorrow maybe. But the election
is in five months,” the Democratic
strategist said.
The gun control fight is personal for Kelly, who dealt with gun
violence firsthand after his wife,
former Rep. Gabrielle Giffords
(D-Ariz.), was shot in the head in
2011.
“There are commonsense reforms we can pass to reduce gun
violence that align with our rights

and are supported across the political spectrum,” Kelly wrote on
Twitter after the Texas shooting.
Strategists say they understand
the pressure facing Democrats who
are up for reelection in November.
“Democrats have been conditioned to view guns as a third-rail
issue that works against them politically,” said Democratic strategist
Joel Payne.
“If you are a Democrat in a
purple or Republican-leaning area,
there is very little political incentive
for you to go out on the ledge on
guns.”
Not all Democrats believe guns
are a politically sensitive area for
the party.
Polls show majorities of Americans support measures like expanded background checks and red flag
laws that are currently the subject of
discussions on Capitol Hill.
“The politics of guns has really
shifted dramatically in the last 20
years,” said Matt Bennett, executive vice president for public affairs
at Third Way.
“Since Sandy Hook, Democrats
have not been afraid of the gun
issue. They’re not talking about
radical gun reforms … but the kinds

of things that are on the table …
Democrats are not worried about
those kinds of things,” he said.
Republicans have been the main
obstacle to moving forward on gun
control bills, infuriating Democrats.
Republicans blocked background
check legislation in 2013 that
the Senate sought to move in the
wake of the Sandy Hook Elementary School shooting in Newtown,
Conn., in December 2012.
A Politico-Morning Consult poll
released last week found that 88
percent of Americans at least somewhat support background checks on
all gun sales.
A Washington Post-ABC News
poll conducted in 2019 found 86
percent of Americans back implementing red flag laws that allow
for firearms to be temporarily taken
away from individuals who pose a
danger to themselves or others.
Bennett argued that Republicans
are the ones in a weak position
because supporting gun control
measures risks alienating their base
voters.
“Republicans are the ones who
are afraid of the gun issue, and
they’re afraid of it because they are
facing primaries,” he said.

Sen. Chris Murphy (D-Conn.),
a longtime gun control advocate,
has been heading up a legislative
response alongside Sens. John
Cornyn (R-Texas), Kyrsten Sinema
(D-Ariz.) and Thom Tillis (R-N.C.).
So far, that discussion has centered
on mental health, with some focus
on school safety, two issues that
could appeal to Republicans.
Murphy, who represented the
district where a gunman took the
lives of 26 people, including 20
children, at Sandy Hook Elementary School, said on Tuesday he is
“sober-minded” about the chances
of legislation passing.
“My hope is that the increased
number willing to talk matters,”
he said.
Meanwhile, House Speaker
Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) on Wednesday said that the House would
consider a ban on assault-style
weapons, which would represent
the most aggressive response from
Congress yet to the school shooting
in Uvalde. Still, an assault weapons
ban would be considered dead on
arrival in the Senate even if it were
to pass the House.
President Biden has kept his dis-

tance from bipartisan negotiations
on gun reform thus far but said
Tuesday that he would meet with
lawmakers at the right moment.
He has at times expressed tepid
optimism that Republicans like
Cornyn and Senate Minority Leader
Mitch McConnell (Ky.) — whom
he branded “rational Republicans”
— will come around to supporting
a compromise on guns.
On Wednesday, though, he
sounded a more pessimistic note.
“I served in Congress for 36
years. I’m never confident, totally,”
Biden told reporters at the end of an
event on the baby formula shortage.
Democrats say they realize even
a smaller bill won’t get very far
without Republican support, and
they worry the GOP’s wait-it-out
strategy will once again reemerge
as it has during previous gun debates.
“There is probably no issue I
would love to be more wrong on,”
said Democratic strategist Eddie
Vale. “But I haven’t seen anything
yet from any of the Republicans
that indicates they’re actually going
to meet Biden or Senator Murphy
even 1/8th of the way.”
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Biden urges Congress to renew assault
weapons ban, pass stricter gun laws

By Morgan Chalfant
The Hill
President Biden on Thursday called for a
series of specific actions to respond to recent
mass shootings, using a prime-time address to
urge Congress to ban assault-style weapons
and high-capacity magazines or otherwise
raise the purchasing age from 18 to 21.
Biden also pushed Congress to expand
background checks, pass “red flag” laws and
safe storage requirements, as well as repeal
the liability shield for gun manufacturers
and dealers following a spate of recent mass
shootings across the country.
The president called the proposals “rational, common-sense measures” to tackle gun
violence in the United States.
“How much more carnage are we willing
to accept?” Biden said in the address from
the White House. “Let’s meet the moment.
Let us finally do something.”
Biden’s speech represented his most detailed plea yet to Congress for action in the
wake of a devastating mass shooting at an
elementary school in Uvalde, Texas, in which
19 children and two teachers were killed by
an 18-year-old gunman. That mass shooting
followed another at a supermarket in Buffalo,
N.Y., last month that killed 10 people.
While Biden has called for a renewal of
the 1994 assault weapons ban and expanded
background checks before, he has largely
shied away from directing Congress to take
specific actions in the wake of the shootings
in Uvalde and Buffalo. The president has
faced calls from some advocates to do more
to pressure Congress for action.

Biden’s speech was scheduled Thursday
following news that a gunman killed four
people at a medical building in Tulsa, Okla.
The president said such measures aren’t
about “taking away anyone’s guns” or “vilifying gun owners” but rather about protecting
children and communities from gun violence.
“It’s about protecting our freedom to go to
school, to a grocery store, to a church without
being shot and killed,” Biden said.
In addition to gun-related proposals, Biden
also called on Congress to address the mental
health crisis.
His comments came shortly after a bipartisan group of senators began to quietly
negotiate gun reform measures in the wake of
the Uvalde elementary school shooting. The
White House has said that Biden is giving

space to those negotiations and is encouraged
by them.
Still, an assault weapons ban is highly
unlikely to pass the Senate, where Democrats
need 10 Republicans to vote with them in
order to overcome the 60-vote threshold to
advance most legislation.
Biden argued that lawmakers should at
least raise the purchasing age to 21 if they do
not renew the assault weapons ban outright.
“Don’t tell me raising the age won’t make
a difference,” he said. “Enough.”
It’s unclear what might come from the
bipartisan negotiations on Capitol Hill, and
Democrats are skeptical of the effort given
past failed efforts to accomplish gun reform.
The House Judiciary Committee advanced a package of gun control measures

along party lines earlier Thursday, and the
House is expected to vote on it next week.
The bill, which would raise the purchasing
age for semi-automatic weapons to 21, ban
high-capacity magazines and bump stocks
and require background checks for so-called
ghost guns, is not expected to advance in the
Senate.
Biden, a previous longtime senator from
Delaware, expressed frustration at the large
Republican opposition to gun restrictions
and predicted that voters would punish those
who do not act in the wake of these recent
mass shootings.
“The fact that the majority of the Senate
Republicans don’t want any of these proposals even to be debated or come up for a vote I
find unconscionable,” he said. “We can’t fail
the American people again.”
Polls have shown that universal background checks and red flag laws, which allow
firearms to be temporarily taken away from
individuals posing a danger to themselves
or others, garner broad support among the
American public.
Biden delivered the remarks from the
White House’s East Room after walking
down Cross Hall, which was lined with white
candles lit for victims of gun violence. He
reflected on his recent trips to Uvalde and
Buffalo during which he met with families
of victims killed in both shootings.
“At both places we spent hours with hundreds of family members who were broken,
whose lives will never be the same,” he said.
“They had one message for all of us: Do
something.”

received $1.4 million from the NRA over the
course of his career.
Despite its bipartisan sponsorship, the
amendment failed to garner enough votes
and died in the Senate. The final tally was
54-46, with only four Republicans supporting
the measure.
According to OpenSecrets, nearly all
of the 46 senators who voted against the
Manchin-Toomey Amendment had accepted
significant campaign contributions from the
political action committees of gun rights
groups.
Sen. Ron Johnson (R-Wis.), who faces
a challenging reelection bid this fall, has
accepted more than $1.2 million from the
NRA over the course of his career, according
to OpenSecrets. The congressman told Fox
News after the Buffalo and Uvalde shootings
that individual states should regulate gun
control.
“I don’t think there’s a solution here in the
federal government,” Johnson said.
Cruz also said he is opposed to gun control
efforts, telling reporters that Democrats and
the media propose solutions that “try to restrict the constitutional rights of law-abiding

citizens,” adding “that doesn’t work, it’s not
effective, it doesn’t prevent crime.” He said
the focus should be on measures that would
target felons, fugitives and individuals with
mental illnesses.
Cruz has received about $176,000 in NRA
contributions over the course of his career,
according to OpenSecrets.
Some Republicans have expressed an
openness to “red flag” laws — which seek
to keep guns out of the hands of people perceived as a danger to themselves and others.
But even that legislation faces a tough climb
in the Senate, as 10 Republican votes would
be needed to break a filibuster.
“I’m certainly prepared for failure,” Sen.
Chris Murphy (D-Conn.), who is leading the
negotiations, told CNN on Thursday. “I’ve
been here enough times to know that this is
probably the most politically complicated
and emotionally fraught piece that Congress
deals with.”
He noted, however, that he has “heard
Republicans make clear that as long as we’re
not talking about doing everything at once, as
long as we’re talking about more incremental
but significant changes, they’re open.”

NRA contributions underscore grip in GOP
By Shirin Ali and Mychael Schnell
The Hill
The National Rifle Association (NRA) has
funneled millions of dollars to Republican
senators over the past decade and beyond,
contributions that shadow the debate over
new gun restrictions following the mass
shootings in Buffalo, N.Y. and Uvalde, Texas.
The NRA contributed roughly $149,000
to Senate recipients in the 2020 cycle, with
nearly all the funds going to Republicans,
according to OpenSecrets.
Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell
(R-Ky.) topped the list with $16,029 from
the NRA in that cycle, followed by Sen. Bill
Haggerty (R-Tenn.) with $10,550 and Lindsey Graham with $10,459.
In the 2018 cycle, the lobbying group
funneled more than $35,000 to Senate GOP
recipients, and in 2016, that number topped
$139,000.
The NRA isn’t the only one spending
heavily.
Gun Owners of America, a rival gun-rights
group, allocated $45,100 to Senate recipients
in the 2020 cycle, according to OpenSecrets,
with 100 percent of proceeds going to Republican figures.
There’s also the National Association for
Gun Rights. The group spent $20,000 on
Senate races in the 2020 cycle, funneling
money to five Republican candidates.
Those stacks of cash come with an expectation: that the lawmakers who receive
money will side with the gun lobby and oppose legislation that seeks to impose further
restrictions on firearms, including as pressure
mounts over mass shootings.
Democrats blame the gun lobby for the
inability to take action on guns.
“The heaps and gobs of filthy-dark money that the NRA uses to whip Republicans
into submission,” Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse
(D-R.I.) told reporters when asked what the
largest barrier is to Congress passing gun
reform.
The NRA did not respond to requests for
comment.
A sizable number of individuals support
stricter firearm measures. A recent Politico/
Morning Consult poll showed 41 percent of
registered voters think it is very important
and 18 percent think it is somewhat important for lawmakers to approve tougher gun
restrictions.
But other polling data hints at the complexity of the issue, and why many Republican lawmakers resist gun control legislation.
A Gallup poll in 2021 found that 52 percent of respondents supported more gun control legislation compared to 35 percent who

said laws should stay where they are. Eleven
percent said they are in favor of looser laws.
The GOP base is seen as more favorable
to gun rights, and most Republicans are more
worried about primary challengers than they
are of general election opponents. This is
particularly true of the House — evidenced
on Friday when a GOP lawmaker who endorsed gun-control restrictions bowed out of
his reelection bid amid heavy pressure from
local Republican leaders — but it is also an
issue for Senate candidates.
Republicans with presidential aspirations
continue to appear at NRA events.
Just days after the 19 elementary school
children and two teachers were killed in
Uvalde, former President Trump, Sen. Ted
Cruz (R-Texas) and South Dakota’s GOP
Gov. Kristi Noem appeared at an NRA annual
event to tout their support for gun rights and
opposition to new restrictions. The event was
in Houston, 300 miles from the scene of the
school massacre.
While the NRA has seen its financial
prestige decrease over the years because of a
handful of legal battles, the event showcased
its continued power.
OpenSecrets also estimates that between
1998 and 2022, gun rights groups spent
$190.4 million on lobbying efforts — compared to only $28.9 million by gun control
groups.
Those investments have proven worthwhile, if one judges the votes on gun legislation.
In 2013, after the shooting at Sandy Hook
Elementary School in Newton, Conn. —
which killed 20 first graders and six staff
members — Sens. Joe Manchin (D-W.Va.)
and Pat Toomey (R-Pa.) put forward an
amendment that sought to expand background checks for purchasers of firearms.
According to OpenSecrets, Toomey has
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Joe Lombardo wants
to take your guns

If you care about your right to carry concealed to protect
yourself and your family, you need to know the truth about
Joe Lombardo and his documented stance on guns. In a
podcast hosted by renowned CCW instructor, Nephi Khaliki,
and activist, model and actress Mindy Robinson, she stated:
—How Joe Lombardo blamed Republicans for the
1 October mass shooting
—How Joe Lombardo used the 1 October tragedy to
power his campaign and help Sisolak get elected
—How Joe Lombardo was the key to turning the state
blue after 30 years of Republican leadership
—Joe’s terrible record on Second Amendment
—Joe’s consistent attempts to sabotage CCW permitting in Clark County
If you are like most every supporter of the Second Amendment and want to see Steve Sisolak removed from office,
you need to know how Joe Lombardo plans to run for governor — simply to ensure Sisolak stays in office.
The more people know, the better our chances of exposing
that plot and removing Sisolak.
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Abbott Nutrition resumes production of baby formula
at Michigan facility amid the nationwide shortage

By Caroline Vakil
The Hill
Abbott Nutrition announced on Saturday
that its Sturgis, Mich., facility is resuming its
production of infant formula and estimated
that its EleCare infant formula would be back
on shelves beginning around June 20.
Abbott said in a statement that initial
requirements as part of a consent agreement
it reached with the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) last month had been met,
allowing the baby formula manufacturer to
restart its operations.
“Abbott is starting production of EleCare
and other specialty and metabolic formulas, with initial EleCare product release to
consumers beginning on or about June 20,”
Abbott said.
“We’re also working hard to fulfill the
steps necessary to restart production of
Similac and other formulas and will do so as
soon as we can.”
“We understand the urgent need for formula and our top priority is getting high-quality,
safe formula into the hands of families across
America. We will ramp production as quickly
as we can while meeting all requirements,”
the manufacturer added.

Abbott recalled several of its powdered
products, including Similac, Alimentum and
EleCare, in February after four cases of a rare
bacterial illness contracted by babies who
were allegedly fed the formula.

The facility halted production and federal
officials conducted an investigation of the
plant.
The shutdown was one of the factors that
led to a nationwide shortage of formula, along

with supply chain snarls and other factors.
Different strains of cronobacter were
found within the facility, but Abbott said it
was not to blame, asserting that the cronobacter detected in its plant does not match
samples from several infants who became ill
from the baby formula.
The FDA said officials were on site at
the Michigan facility to examine the equipment, roofing and flooring, in addition to
environment testing conducted by both an
independent expert and Abbott.
Other requirements as part of the consent
decree that Abbott needed to meet were giving the FDA an independent expert report and
verifying certain procedures.
“The agency expects that the measures
and steps it [the company] is taking, and
the potential for Abbott Nutrition’s Sturgis,
Michigan, facility to safely resume production in the near-term, will mean more and
more infant formula is either on the way to
or already on store shelves moving forward,”
an FDA spokesperson said in a statement.
The development comes as FDA Commissioner Robert Califf warned late last month
that the nationwide infant formula shortage
likely would not end until late July.

Biden compounds his baby formula problems
By Brett Samuels
and Amie Parnes
The Hill
The White House has compounded its problems — again
— this time in addressing a baby
formula shortage that President
Biden admitted he was not personally aware of until months after
the shutdown of a plant that manufactured a significant chunk of the
nation’s products.
Biden’s admission that he wasn’t
aware of the gravity of the situation
until April, when store shelves were
already empty, confounded some
observers who saw it as a political
mistake that made the optics of the
administration’s response worse.
“I almost couldn’t believe what
I was hearing,” said one Democratic strategist. “He has to show
that he’s on top of these situations.
The last thing they want is to be
the subject of another Republican
talking point.”
The administration had already
been struggling to handle questions
on the baby formula shortage, and
Biden’s statement left it scrambling to lay out a clear timeline of
who was working on the issue in
February and March and why the
president was not informed sooner.
It’s far from the first time the
White House has had to deal with
such a problem.
The strategist pointed to the
White House being caught flat-footed on a number of issues dated back
almost one year ago.
“Almost everything since the
Afghanistan withdrawal foul-up
has been Biden and the White
House playing catch up,” the strategist said.
A second strategist added, “This
looks so bad. It raises questions
about competency and the more
that comes out, the worse it looks.”
Administration officials for
weeks have said they’ve been
working to address the shortage
since February, when a recall of
Abbott Nutrition products, the
maker of Similac baby formula, left
the administration seeking to bring
in products from other countries.
Biden in May invoked the Defense
Production Act in a bid to increase
supply.
But Biden, at an event with
formula manufacturers on Wednesday, said he “became aware of this
problem sometime in early April,
about how intense it was. We did
everything in our power from that
point on.”
“I don’t think anyone anticipated
the impact of the shutdown of one
facility,” Biden added.
The president’s admission came
minutes after executives from some
of the leading manufacturers said
they knew the shutdown would
have a significant impact on formula availability.
Rep. John Joyce (R-Pa.) asked
Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) Commissioner Robert Califf
at a recent hearing when the agency
alerted the White House about the
closure of the Abbott plant and who
was made aware. Califf indicated
White House staff knew in early
February.
At a press briefing later Wednesday, White House press secretary
Karine Jean-Pierre struggled to
answer questions about why Biden

was not made aware of the severity
of the situation until early April. At
one point, she claimed to not even
know about Biden’s remarks earlier
that day. “I was in my office. I did
not actually hear what the president
said,” she told reporters.
Brian Deese, the head of the National Economic Council, went on
CNN on Wednesday and acknowledged Americans “are right to be
frustrated and concerned.”
He defended the FDA’s process
in investigating how a whistleblower complaint was overlooked and
the timeline of looking into the
closure of the Abbott plant, calling
it “appropriate that they look at
that timeline and understand what
happened in that context.”
The interview ended abruptly
when Deese’s camera on the north
lawn of the White House toppled
over.
The new revelation about the
timeline triggered a fresh wave of
questions during Thursday’s White
House briefing.
Jean-Pierre said the White
House had been working with other agencies for months on the issue.
But when pressed on why the president said he did not know about the
crisis until April, she suggested he
had a lot on his plate and would
not specify who eventually notified
Biden of the severity of the issue.
“He’s briefed on countless priorities. He is the president of the
United States. There are regular
channels. He’s briefed by his senior White House staff. And that
is just the process that we have,”
Jean-Pierre said. “I’m not going to
confirm who it was.”
One correspondent noted that
the unwillingness to provide specifics seemed “evasive.”
Some Democrats say the White
House should be doing more to
help parents, who already feel
overwhelmed with the recent news
centered on last week’s school
shooting in Texas and the possible
repeal of Roe v. Wade.
“Taking action — even the appearance of action — and showing
outrage about this state of affairs,
should be a lay-up for President
Biden,” said Democratic strategist Christy Setzer. “And yet it
feels as though women are getting
something between arms-length
sympathy and even more outreach
to Republicans, who should instead
be set up as the contrast and the
problem.”
The baby formula shortage has
proven to be yet another crisis for

the White House to juggle at a
time when Biden and his team are
struggling to convince much of the
public that their agenda is working
ahead of the midterm elections.
Inflation has been a persistent
issue for months, with gas prices
setting record highs in recent days.
The war in Ukraine has rattled
global supply chains and shows
few signs of abating. And a string
of mass shootings has pushed the
debate over gun laws back to the
forefront.

“The baby formula issue, in
addition to being a basic survival
issue, also reads as an extension
of the inflation problem,” Setzer
added. “Families can’t access basic
household items in the way that
they used to.”
To show what tangible steps
it has taken, the White House on
Thursday launched a dedicated
webpage for the public to track
progress on increasing formula
supply.
The president has also launched

a program dubbed “Operation Fly
Formula” which has helped secure
millions of additional bottles from
Europe and Australia. Biden on
Thursday tweeted his administration has gotten another 6.5 million
bottles from Nestle, bringing the
total coming to U.S. consumers
from overseas to nearly 95 million.
But the messaging missteps
threaten to overshadow much of
that work, with Republicans prepared to portray Biden as out of
the loop and late to respond to what
formula executives knew would be
a problem.
Jean-Pierre would not answer
a question on Wednesday about
whether Biden was frustrated or
disappointed that he was not aware
of the crisis until April. Instead,
she repeatedly pointed to an FDA
review of the handling of the Abbott facility closure and resulting
shortages.
“FDA did their part here. But
[the FDA commissioner] also admitted that they moved too slowly,”
she said. “And once we saw that
the supplies were not meeting the
demand, we acted. We took urgent
action. So, that is the way that it
happened,” Jean-Pierre added.
“That is the way the timeline was
laid out. You may not like my answer, but that is the way we see it.”
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The Great Resignation hits
state legislative chambers
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By Reid Wilson
The Hill
Across the nation, employees have had
enough. Scores are telling their bosses they
will quit at the end of this year, fed up with
working conditions, low pay and fraying
relationships.
Only in this case, those employees are
state legislators, and the bosses they are
leaving are the constituents who sent them
to make law in state capitals.
Dozens of legislators in states big and
small are heading for the exits this year,
declining to seek new terms and collectively
leaving behind centuries of legislative experience. Their departures will vastly reshape the
political climates at a time when American
politics is already in upheaval.
At least 59 members of the Minnesota
House and Senate will not run for reelection
this year, more than a quarter of the 201 representatives and senators who serve in St. Paul.
Several are running for other offices, but at
least 38 are simply leaving politics.
In Connecticut, more than 1 in 5 legislators will not seek reelection. About 1 in 6
lawmakers in Washington state will not run
for their current jobs. In Pennsylvania, 32
members of the House and five senators will
retire or run for other office. Kentucky will
lose 20 incumbents out of the 138 members.
Their reasons for leaving are as varied as
the states and districts they represent — some
are simply retiring at the end of long careers,
others have been forced out by the decennial
redistricting process and some say they have
accomplished what they got elected to do.
But a growing number of legislators say
the jobs they sought and won have changed
substantially, in an age of hyper-partisanship
and the crusading denizens of social media.
“The tone has changed quite a bit, and it’s
not just from the other side. In a city like Seattle, you get beat up a little bit on your own

side sometimes, even if you’re a progressive
politician,” said Washington state Sen. David
Frockt (D), who will retire at the end of his
third term. “I don’t think we’re immune to
the anger that’s out there in the electorate.”
“It’s about the politics of personal destruction. That’s pretty prevalent on social
media when you have keyboard warriors.
That truly gets old when you’re trying to do
the right thing,” said Kentucky state Rep.
Jim DuPlessis (R), who will retire after his
fourth term to focus on his day job. “I’m not
going to miss that.”
Others expressed frustration with a
changing landscape in legislatures that were
once quiet bastions of bipartisanship, where
cross-aisle deals and negotiations yielded
results. Today, the partisan cancer that has
poisoned Washington, D.C., is metastasizing
to the states.
“The states just become the extension
of the federal government. So ideas aren’t
considered that are brought up by members
anymore. It’s ideas from lobbyists and it’s
policy brought by lobbyists and corpo-

rations,” said Tennessee state Rep. Jason
Hodges (D), who will be just 41 years old
when he leaves the Capitol in Nashville
after only two terms. “I’m a guy that really
truly believes in government and believes
that government can have a positive effect
on people’s lives. To be honest with you, I
don’t know that I would say that’s the case
anymore. It’s probably not.”
Another Tennessee state representative,
David Byrd (R), said he had grown frustrated
by the power of leadership to set the agenda
— a trend that mirrors the consolidation of
power in the hands of just a few top leaders
in Congress.
“Unless you’re in leadership, you really
don’t make that big of a difference, it seems
like. We’ve got a great leadership bunch, but
it seems like they’re the ones that make the
decisions,” Byrd said in an interview. “And
everybody else kind of follows suit. And I’ve
never been one to follow suit.”
The turnover is not limited to rank-and-file
members, either. At least 33 House speakers,
majority or minority leaders or Senate presi-

dents have or will depart this year, throwing
open their powerful posts to insider jockeying
that will determine the future directions of
their respective states.
Some, like Oregon House Speaker Tina
Kotek (D) and Pennsylvania Senate President Jake Corman (R), are leaving to run for
governor; Kotek won her party’s primary last
month, while Corman fell short in his. Former
Nevada Assembly Speaker Jason Frierson
(D) left his job to accept President Biden’s
nomination to be his state’s U.S. attorney. Ten
will retire in the face of term limits.
Turnover among state legislators — the
vast majority of whom serve in roles that
pay part-time wages for full-time work — is
common. In the last decade, an average of
about 1,000 legislators have retired in each
two-year cycle, according to data maintained
by Ballotpedia, the nonpartisan elections
analysis website. And in years in which political lines are redrawn, that number can spike:
More than 1,100 legislators quit in 2012, the
last time lines were redrawn.
Legislators are also more likely to retire
when they anticipate a bad political year
ahead for their parties. In 2010, 579 Democrats retired ahead of a midterm wave that
eviscerated their party, the highest figure of
the entire decade. In 2018, 723 Republicans
retired ahead of the thumping they suffered
under then-President Trump.
The legislators interviewed for this story
overwhelmingly said they would look back
on their experiences fondly.
“I enjoy the job, I enjoy shaping policy. I
think that I’m going to truly miss the ability
to help shape policy,” DuPlessis said. “I’m
not being run off because I hate it.”
But, they said, all good things come to an
end, and most would prefer to go out on their
own terms. “I’ve seen people stick around
too long,” Frockt said. “And I didn’t want
to be that guy.”

itics polling average Friday, about 54 percent
of Americans disapproved of Biden’s job performance, while about 41 percent approved.
The White House appears to at least recognize the problem.

It has been increasingly leaning into an
attempt to sell its economic record.
There is a case to be made there. The
unemployment rate is very low, at just 3.6
percent, and there have been more than 8
million jobs created during Biden’s tenure.
The latest jobs figures, released Friday morning, showed another 390,000 jobs had been
created in May.
The president has also sought to paint
the GOP as beholden to what he terms the
“ultra-MAGA“ wing that surrounds Trump.
But if Biden is seeking to link the GOP to
an unpopular former president, Republicans
are trying to do the same to him.
The GOP draws parallels with former
President Carter, who was rejected by voters
after one term when issues like inflation and
the Iran hostage crisis sapped the public’s
belief in his leadership capabilities.
Biden will be desperate to avoid that fate.
But right now, he risks falling victim to
the same kind of malaise.

Biden’s big problem is reacting, not directing

By Niall Stanage
The Hill
President Biden is facing a host of
problems, but one overarching difficulty is
undercutting his standing and could crater
his party’s chances in November’s midterm
elections.
Biden seems caught in the posture of reacting to events rather than directing them.
He increasingly seems to be appealing forlornly for action rather than making things
happen.
For a commander in chief, it’s a perilous
position.
The pattern is replicated in one way or
another on virtually every one of the major
issues facing the White House: inflation, gas
prices, the infant formula shortage, immigration and even mass shootings.
Recently, that’s left Biden sounding plaintive rather than presidential.
On Wednesday, the president addressed
the intertwined topics of rising gas prices
and broad-based inflation. But his message
amounted to an acknowledgement of his own
relative powerlessness.
“There’s a lot going on right now, but the
idea we’re going to be able to click a switch,
bring down the cost of gasoline, is not likely
in the near term. Nor is it with regard to
food,” he said.
“We can’t take immediate action that I’m
aware of yet to figure out how we’re bringing down the prices of gasoline back to $3
a gallon. And we can’t do that immediately
with regard to food prices either,” he added.
To some, that might seem like a bracing or
politically brave acknowledgement of reality.
But it is also cold comfort to the millions
of Americans who feel a serious pinch every
time they fill up their cars or grocery carts.
And it certainly doesn’t answer the question
of why discontented voters should back
Democrats in November.
On Thursday evening, Biden made a
prime-time address to the nation about gun
violence, following a horrific stretch that has
included the murder of 10 people in a grocery store in Buffalo, N.Y.; the killing of 19
children and two adults at a school in Uvalde,
Texas; and, on Wednesday, the killing of four
people at a medical center in Tulsa, Okla.
But even on that issue, Biden is largely
reduced to pleading with recalcitrant Republican members of Congress to back some kind
of legislation around gun reform, however
modest.
“We can’t fail the American people again,”
Biden said, branding the anti-reform stance of
most Republicans “unconscionable.”
Some Democrats believe a deal is possible
on the most incremental measures, such as
expanded background checks and red flag
laws.
But Biden has seemed a bystander to that
push, at least to the public.
“Let’s meet the moment. Let us finally
do something,” he said. But he can offer no
guarantee anything will happen.
The pattern is so dangerous for Biden in
part because it cuts against his central appeal.

After the tempestuous four years of former
President Trump, Biden was elected to put
the nation back on an even keel — and also
because his long experience as a senator and
as former President Obama’s vice president
purportedly made him savvy about how to
best use the levers of power.
Instead, his main legislative push — the
battle for the huge social spending bill known
as Build Back Better — ran aground late last
year amid Democratic divisions and recriminations. And it’s been almost all downhill
from there.
To be sure, Biden does face many issues
that are enormously difficult to resolve.
The obvious tool to fight inflation, for
example, is the power to raise interest rates
— a power wielded by the Federal Reserve
rather than the White House.
Biden has promised to respect the independence of the Fed. He is therefore reduced
to taking action around the edges, such as
trying to strengthen America’s supply chains
or talking up the likely impact upon inflation of policies he favors, such as reducing
prescription drug prices or controlling child
care costs.
Similarly, the immigration issue has defied presidents’ best efforts to resolve it for
decades.
On the vexing issue of Title 42, Biden
is caught between progressives who view
the policy as an unjust instrument from the
Trump era and moderates who fear lifting it
is certain to increase border crossings from
levels that are already historically high.
Gas prices are being driven up by a combination of vastly increased demand for oil
as the nation emerges from the COVID-19
pandemic and the knock-on effects from the
war in Ukraine.
That said, it is not bad luck alone that has
dogged the White House.
In recent days, the administration has
struggled with its message on the infant formula crisis. Biden himself said Wednesday
he was not aware of the problem until early
April — even though the crisis has its roots
in the closing of a Michigan manufacturing
facility back in February.
The blizzard of difficulties, which has extended for months, has left Biden’s approval
ratings in the doldrums. In the RealClearPol-
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Biden hedges inflation backlash with focus on Fed
By Sylvan Lane
The Hill
President Biden’s relationship
with the Federal Reserve has come
under the spotlight as the White
House touts the central bank’s leadership of the fight against inflation.
Biden met with Fed Chair Jerome Powell at the White House
on Tuesday as the administration
touts its efforts to curb rising prices.
The meeting came one day after
the White House laid out a plan
for fighting inflation focused on
allowing the Fed to act without interference from the administration.
“My plan … starts with a simple
proposition: respect the Fed, respect
the Fed’s independence, which I
have done and will continue to do,”
Biden said in the Oval Office ahead
of his meeting with Powell, who
was sworn in last week for a second
term leading the central bank.
The president added he would
give Fed leaders, most of whom he
appointed to the bank, ”the space
they need to do their job” and “not
interfere with their critically important work.”
While Biden did not specifically
mention the Fed’s ongoing series
of interest rate hikes, the president
appeared to send an unmistakable

message of support for the central bank’s attempts to slow price
growth.
The Fed has already raised its
baseline interest rate range by 0.75
percentage points, is on track to
hike rates by another 1 percentage
point before the end of the summer,
and could be forced to go even
higher if supply chain issues and
the war in Russia add new shocks
to the economy.
Experts say that Biden’s emphasis on the Fed’s independence is
meant to signal he is serious about
fighting inflation even if it means a
politically inconvenient slowdown
in job gains and economic growth
before the midterm elections.
“From the White House’s per-

spective, I think it’s an all-handson-deck situation,” said Derek
Tang, co-founder and economist
at research firm Monetary Policy
Analytics, in a Tuesday interview.
“The Democrats are facing a
very precarious situation with the
midterms given their poor polling
on inflation but also the economy,”
he continued.
“The general mood is very poor,
despite the fact that the economy is
quite strong.”
Biden’s approval ratings and
consumer confidence have both
plunged throughout the year despite
a gain of 8.5 million jobs, rapid
wage growth and sturdy consumer
spending since the president took
office.

Republicans have zeroed in on
high inflation as they campaign to
capture majorities in the House and
Senate, giving Democrats little time
to make a dent in rising prices.
As the Fed hikes rates and
households and businesses face
higher borrowing costs, firms may
have to charge lower prices for
goods and services. But if supply
chain issues and other obstacles beyond the Fed’s control keep forcing
prices higher, the bank could tip the
economy into recession as it raises
rates to keep pace.
Biden’s approach distinguishes
him from previous presidents, including former President Trump,
who pressured the central bank not
to hike interest rates for their own
political aims.
Former Presidents Lyndon B.
Johnson, Richard Nixon and Ronald Reagan all also pushed their
respective Fed chairman against
raising interest rates during their
tenures, laying the groundwork for
the inflation crisis of the late 1970s
and early 80s.
But by summoning the Fed chair
to prove his mettle on inflation,
Biden is following in the footsteps
of his predecessors with a careful
political hedge: using the bully

pulpit to boost pressure on the Fed
while deflecting political consequences from the White House.
“It’s interdependence. The president and the White House always
need someone to blame. The Fed
is a natural target for blame,” said
Sarah Binder, senior fellow at the
Brookings Institution and co-author
of “The Myth of Independence:
How Congress Governs the Federal
Reserve.”
“At the same time, the Fed does
need strong political support —
probably public support, if not behind the scenes support — to know
that they’re going to be supported
when they raise rates, because everybody has to believe that the Fed
is going to do what it takes.”
Powell has pledged for months
the Fed will keep hiking rates until
inflation is on its way down toward
the bank’s 2 percent annual target, a
fight he said could bring “pain” to
the U.S. economy.
He has also expressed deep admiration for former Fed Chairman
Paul Volcker, who led the bank
to induce a recession in the early
1980s to bring inflation under control. Though inflation is lower now
and the economy is much stronger
(See Inflation Backlash, Page 18)

on Wednesday. That’s close to two
open jobs for each of the 6 million
Americans considered to be unemployed. The number of Americans
voluntarily leaving their jobs, often
for better pay or career opportunities, also held close to a record high
of 4.2 million.
With so many open jobs and so
many workers eager to leave, businesses have avoided making layoffs
for as long as possible. That’s partly
why only 200,000 Americans filed
new claims for jobless benefits in
the last week of May, according
to Labor Department data released
Friday, a decline of 11,000 from the
previous week and below pre-pandemic levels. Not since December
1969 have so few Americans been
on unemployment insurance.
“Workers still have a considerable amount of leverage in the
US labor market. The outlook
for hiring remains strong as job
openings remain elevated, even if
their growth has slowed in recent
months,” wrote Nick Bunker, economic research director at Indeed,
in a recent analysis.
“As companies try to retain
workers they are also loath to let

them go; the layoff rate was at a
series low in April. Workers are
having their moment in the sun,
but some clouds are likely to come
along and darken the outlook.”
Wage growth is cooling off
The intense demand for workers
helped fuel a rapid run of wage
growth since last spring, raising
pay for many who had fallen behind
even before the pandemic. While
economists differ over how much
wage growth has contributed to
inflation, most agree that it needs to
slow before businesses are forced to
keep hiking prices just to afford to
pay their staffs.
Average hourly earnings still
rose 5.2 percent over the 12-month
period ending in May, but fell from
a 5.5 percent annual increase in
March. Economists are hopeful
wage growth can continue to slow
in ways that help fight inflation
without leaving workers behind
with stagnant pay.
“Make no mistake, we want
positive real wage growth! But
nominal wage growth moderating
even in the face of continued inflation is more evidence that we
can keep labor markets tight right
now without feeding inflation,”
wrote Heidi Shierholz, president
of the Economic Policy Institute, a
left-leaning nonpartisan think tank
Supply chain snarls are
still boosting prices
Shortages, shipping delays, port
bottlenecks, factory shutdowns and
shocks to food and energy supplies
driven by the war in Ukraine have
boosted prices in ways beyond the
control of the federal officials responsible for fighting inflation. May
brought little relief on that front.

Manufacturing activity picked
up in May, according to data released Wednesday by the Institute
for Supply Management, but expanded at the slowest pace since
September 2020. Price growth also
steamed ahead, with businesses in
several industries saying they’ve
been surprised by the stubbornness
of supply issues.
“Price increases haven’t let up.
I thought 2022 was going to be
better, but it hasn’t been. Shortages
(among other issues) are still disrupting the supply chain,” said an
unnamed plastics and rubber products industry leader in the Institute
for Supply Management report.
No end in sight
to Fed rate hikes
Some investors and economists
suggested this week the Federal
Reserve may need to pause its
planned series of interest rate hikes
if the economy weakens and can’t
withstand higher borrowing costs
meant to curb inflation. But with the
economy still strong and prices not
quite close to falling, it’s full steam
ahead for the bank at least through
the summer.
“Today’s jobs report does not
change the Fed’s trajectory for the
next couple of meetings where they
are likely to hike in 50 (basis point)
increments. But a broad look at the
labor market paints a reassuring
picture relative to the excessive
tightness that existed when the Fed
turned hawkish around the start of
the new year,” said Luke Tilley,
chief economist at Wilmington
Trust.
One basis point is one-hundredth
of a percentage point, so 50 basis
points is equal to a 0.5 percentage
point hike.

Thirty-seven percent said they
approved the president’s handling
of the economic recovery, a number which has remained relatively
steady in the past few months,
though it represents a 16-percentage point decline from nearly a
year ago. In July 2021, 53 percent
approved of Biden’s job on economic recovery.
Voters’ opinions on Biden’s

job were not all negative, with
56 percent approving of Biden’s
COVID-19 response.
The poll was conducted from
June 3 to June 4 on a nationally
representative sample of 542 adults.
Biden’s approval rating has
remained consistently low since
last August after the chaotic and
deadly withdrawal of U.S. troops
from Afghanistan.

In late May, Biden received his
lowest approval rating yet at only
36 percent.
The rating has ticked up slightly
with 42 percent of respondents approving of the job Biden is doing
as president.
The latest approval ratings reflect the direct economic impact on
U.S. consumers from rising gas and
grocery prices.

Five key things to know about the economy this week
By Sylvan Lane
The Hill
A raft of new data and studies
released this week offer some
clear looks at aspects of a turbulent
economy that has added to political
headwinds for Democrats.
The economy remains strong by
almost every measure, but high gas
prices and a high rate of inflation
are biting into the spending power
of U.S. households.
The Federal Reserve’s moves to
raise interest rates in a bid to cool
the economy has also led to worries
about whether it will be able to
engineer a soft landing that results
in lower inflation and continued
growth — and not a recession.
Here are five things to know
about the economy based on the
latest info.
Job growth is slowing
but remains strong
Economists expected the dwindling of fiscal stimulus, high inflation, and rising interest rates
to finally start taking a toll on the
jobs market. Those factors may
have done that last month — but
not by much.
The U.S. added 390,000 jobs
in May — about 40,000 more than
economists expected — while the
unemployment rate stayed even at
3.6 percent, according the monthly
jobs report released Friday. The
country is currently adding twice
as many jobs per month as it did
before the pandemic with a jobless
rate just 0.1 percentage point higher
than in February 2020.
While it seems counterintuitive
to want slower job growth, policymakers are hopeful the U.S. can
still add enough jobs to keep the

economy strong without fueling
more inflation. The size of the labor
force also grew slightly in May,
which means businesses likely had
a little less trouble filling these jobs.
“The May jobs report may have
come in on the slightly warmer side
for those mindful of inflationary
pressures,” wrote Gordon Gray,
director of fiscal policy at the American Action Forum, a right-leaning
nonpartisan think tank.
“That said, payroll growth
slowed a bit off of recent trends
and increases in the labor force are
exactly the sort of movement that
can temper tight labor markets.”
Businesses are still
struggling with
labor shortages
While more workers are coming
into the job market to fill a historically high number of open jobs,
businesses are still scraping the
barrel and competing with each
other to stay staffed.
Businesses had roughly 11.4
million jobs open in April, down
slightly from a record high of 11.9
million in March, according to job
openings and labor turnover data
released by the Labor Department

Just 28 percent in new poll approve of Biden’s handling of inflation

By Rachel Scully
The Hill
Only about a quarter of American voters say they approve of President Biden’s handling of inflation,
compounding the president’s low
approval rating.
In a new ABC News/Ipsos
poll published Sunday, 28 percent
of voters said they approved of
Biden’s handling of inflation, with
27 percent approving how he is
handling the rising gas prices.
Biden bode much better within
his own party with 56 percent of
Democrats approving of his handling of inflation and 51 percent
saying the same about gas prices.
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Biden doubles down on support
for Ukraine, but shows limits
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By Laura Kelly
and Morgan Chalfant
The Hill
President Biden is once again
ramping up U.S. support for
Ukraine, vowing to send more advanced weapons to Kyiv with the
express goal of helping the Ukrainians defeat the Russians.
But the president is still exercising caution, reinforcing that
his administration is not seeking a
hot war with Moscow or trying to
depose Russian President Vladimir
Putin, and issuing dire warnings
against the prospect of a nuclear
confrontation.
Significantly, the new $700 million package the U.S. is readying
for Ukraine contains high mobility
artillery rocket systems for the
first time, but top officials have
said these systems are configured
to limit their range to strike only
Russian forces in Ukraine and not
inside Russia.
“The Ukrainians have given
us assurances that they will not
use these systems against targets
on Russian territory,” Secretary
of State Antony Blinken said on
Wednesday, alongside NATO Secretary-General Jens Stoltenberg.
“And it is Russia, again, that
chose to launch this aggression,”
Blinken said. “They can end it at
any time, and we will avoid any
concerns about miscalculations or
escalation.”
Biden made the decision to send

Ukraine advanced rocket systems
despite the risk that such a move
would further amplify tensions with
Moscow.
Experts say that the new systems, which can reach targets up to
50 miles away, will be significant
in assisting the Ukrainians as they
push back on the Russian offensive
— as long as they are delivered
quickly.
Ukraine’s President Volodymyr
Zelensky said in an interview on
Tuesday that “we’re not planning
to attack Russia,” but called for the
delivery of rocket systems “with the
effective range of fire of over 100
kilometers [62 miles].”
“I know some of the people in
the United States are saying, or people in the White House are saying,
we might be using them to attack

Russia: Look, we’re not planning
to attack Russia,” he said in an
interview with Newsmax.
Kremlin spokesman Dmitry
Peskov told reporters on Wednesday that the U.S. is “deliberately
pouring oil on the fire” in response
to the announcement about the
weapons delivery.
Biden laid out his Ukraine strategy in a New York Times op-ed
published Tuesday evening, which
doubled down on U.S. support for
Kyiv while also underscoring the
limits to U.S. involvement in the
conflict.
Biden reiterated that the U.S.
would not put troops on the ground
in Ukraine — something the American public does not support — and
said the U.S. is not trying “to
prolong the war just to inflict pain

By Caroline Vakil
The Hill
Ukrainian President Volodymyr
Zelensky in a video posted on his
Instagram on Friday vowed that
“victory will be ours” as the country
marked 100 days since the start of
Russia’s invasion.
“The leader of the faction is
here, the head of the presidential
office is here, prime minister of
Ukraine [Denys] Shmyhal is here,
[adviser to the head of the office of
the president of Ukraine Mykhailo]
Podolyak is here, and your president is here,” Zelensky said in a
selfie-styled video that included his
officials, according to a translation
of his remarks from AFP News
Agency.
“Our team is much bigger. The
armed forces of Ukraine are here.
And most importantly, the people,
the people of our state are here,
defending Ukraine for 100 days

already. Victory will be ours. Glory
to Ukraine,” he added.
Zelensky’s video was similar
in style and nature to one he made
on Feb. 25, coming on the heels of
the launch of Russia’s invasion of
Ukraine.
“We are all here, our soldiers are
here, the citizens of the country are
here. We are all here protecting our

independence, our country, and we
are going to continue to do so,” he
said, according to The New York
Times.
Russia has been engaged in an
international conflict in Ukraine
since February, seeking to seize
the capital of Kyiv. Those efforts
have been unsuccessful, with Russia setting its sights on eastern and
southern Ukraine instead.
The invasion has sparked a
humanitarian crisis, prompting
millions of Ukrainians to flee their
homes.
“Exactly one hundred days
ago we all woke up in a different
reality. Exactly one hundred days
ago, different us woke up. When
Ukrainians are awakened not by
the sun’s rays, but by the explosions
of missiles that hit our homes, then
completely different Ukrainians
wake up,” Zelensky said in an address on Friday.

By Brad Dress
The Hill
The United Kingdom has announced that it will send long-range
missiles to Ukraine, joining the
U.S. in bolstering the country’s
defensive systems despite threats
from Russia that it would target
those types of weapons.
British Defense Secretary Ben
Wallace issued a press release
announcing the shipment of multiple-launch rocket systems (MLRS),
which can strike targets with high
precision up to 50 miles away.
“The UK stands with Ukraine
in this fight and is taking a leading
role in supplying its heroic troops
with the vital weapons they need
to defend their country from unprovoked invasion,” Wallace said
in a statement.
“If the international community
continues its support, I believe
Ukraine can win.”
MLRS are similar to the High
Mobility Artillery Rocket System (HIMARS) the U.S. recently
shipped to Ukraine as part of a $700
million weapons package.
Russia hit the surrounding area
of Kyiv, the capital of Ukraine,

with missile strikes on Sunday, targeting tanks and armored vehicles
that were supplied by the security
alliance NATO.
Russian President Vladimir
Putin also warned on Sunday they
would strike facilities housing longrange missile systems.
“If it now comes to rockets and
they are supplied, we will draw conclusions from that and employ our
weapons that we have in sufficient
quantities to strike those facilities
that we are not attacking so far,”
Putin told Rossiya-1 TV channel.
The U.K. shrugged off the
threat. In the press release, the

defense ministry noted they would
also train Ukrainians on how to use
the rocket systems.
Wallace said with Russian forces continuing to shell cities in
Ukraine, MLRS would give them
the ability to launch counterattacks.
“As Russia’s tactics change, so
must our support to Ukraine. These
highly capable multiple-launch
rocket systems will enable our
Ukrainian friends to better protect
themselves against the brutal use of
long-range artillery, which Putin’s
forces have used indiscriminately
to flatten cities,” Wallace said in
his statement.

(Continued from Page 17)
than it was before the 1980s shock,
Powell has suggested he would
lead by his Volcker’s example lest
inflation spiral higher.
Biden has sought to embrace
the medicine for inflation without
the potential side effects, but Fed
experts say his attempt to put the
central bank in front of the inflation
fight may do little to shield him
from political consequences.
“While it is intuitively true that

the Fed is independent and the president cannot tell it what to do, he is
the lead figure for the economy to
whom most Americans look,” said
Karen Shaw Petrou, managing partner of Federal Financial Analytics.
She cited former President Carter
losing his 1980 reelection bid to
Reagan despite his appointment
of Volcker, whose attempts to curb
inflation did not prevent Reagan
from winning another term in 1984.
Biden has also appointed four

of the six members of the Fed
board, including his renomination
of Powell, elevation of Fed Vice
Chair Lael Brainard, and additions
of Fed Governors Lisa Cook and
Philip Jefferson.
“They’ll want to call it the
Powell Fed, but Republicans will
want to call it the Biden Fed,”
Binder said.
“It’s a little harder for Biden to
blame the Fed if he can be accused
of handpicking Fed officials.”

Zelensky: “Victory will be ours” as
the country marks 100 days of war

on Russia.”
And the president addressed
concern over a nuclear war with
Russia.
“We currently see no indication
that Russia has intent to use nuclear
weapons in Ukraine, though Russia’s occasional rhetoric to rattle
the nuclear saber is itself dangerous
and extremely irresponsible,” he
wrote. “Let me be clear: Any use
of nuclear weapons in this conflict
on any scale would be completely
unacceptable to us as well as the
rest of the world and would entail
severe consequences.”
Angela Stent, an expert in U.S.
and European relations with Russia, said Biden’s op-ed seemed
designed to demonstrate explicit
public support for Ukraine while
also removing any ambiguity about
U.S. involvement in the war.
“On the one hand, this is something new, we’re sending them
these rocket systems, though he
made clear we are not sending them
rockets that would reach deep into
Russian territory,” Stent said. “On
the other hand, he’s making it pretty
clear there are limits to what the
U.S. is going to do.”
Some Ukrainian officials took
issue with Biden’s blunt restrictions
on Ukrainian military forces’ use of
U.S. weapons.
“Some political signals that
President Biden gives in his [New
York Times] article have already
been interpreted by Putin as a sign
of insecurity about a wider conflict
with Russia,” tweeted Anton Gerashchenko, adviser to the minister
of internal affairs of Ukraine.
“This can enhance Russia’s
aggression against Ukraine even
more.”
The announcement came as Russia’s war in Ukraine closed in on its
100th day. While the Ukrainians
have surprised the globe with their
resilience and dealt the Russians
some substantial losses over the
course of three months, Moscow’s
forces have also gained control of
key areas, like the city of Mariupol.
William Taylor, former ambassador to Ukraine and director of
the Europe-Russia program at the
U.S. Institute of Peace, said on
Wednesday that the medium-range
rocket launchers can begin to help
Ukrainian’s push back against Russia’s bombardment in the south
and east, but he added the conflict
is “edging towards an uncomfort-

able stalemate.”
“The Russians just have a lot of
stuff. They’ve got a lot of artillery
and they have a lot of ammunition
and the Ukrainians don’t have as
much artillery, and are short of
ammunition” he said during a panel
talk at the U.S. Institute of Peace.
“It’s grim … Do they have enough?
We won’t know until they win, and
at which time we’ll say ‘yes.’”
The $700 million in weapons is
the first drawdown of a potential
$8 billion in military assistance the
U.S. can provide out of the total
$40 billion aid package passed by
Congress last month.
It’s unclear how quickly Biden
will draw down from that amount.
The U.S. delivered $3.9 billion
in military assistance to Ukraine
between February 24, the day
Russia launched its invasion, and
mid-May.
Congress allocated the $40
billion package shortly before the
previous aid package was used
completely. The administration
believes the assistance will be
enough to sustain Ukraine through
the current fiscal year, or through
September, and it’s unclear if
Biden will seek another tranche of
assistance.
A third, billion-dollar aid package might face increased pushback
from critical Republicans, especially in the lead-up to the midterm
elections. Fifty-seven House Republicans and 11 Republican Senators voted against the last package.
Some Republicans are criticizing Biden as failing to prioritize
funding for the U.S. — to bring
down inflation, cut rising gas prices
and address supply chain issues
— and have criticized the administration over unrelated issues like
a baby formula shortage.
Ukraine’s ambassador to the
U.S., Oksana Markarova, told The
Hill last month that it’s unclear how
far the $40 billion will stretch for
Ukraine’s needs.
“How [long] it will last, nobody
can tell you,” she said.
“What I can tell you is that we
would like this war to stop as soon
as possible … the faster we can get
the multiple rocket systems, more
artillery, more UAVs, everything
that we have discussed with not
only the U.S., but with more than
20 countries … we need as [many]
weapons as we can get, in order to
win faster.”

UK sending long-range missiles to Ukraine

Inflation Backlash
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Was Perkins Coie involved in the Big Steal?

By Joseph Farah
Former President Donald J. Trump on
Tuesday expressed outrage at the news that
Michael Sussmann, a lawyer for Perkins Coie
who represented Hillary Clinton’s presidential campaign and the Democratic Party, was
found not guilty of lying to the FBI.
It was a shock to many conservatives, who
had diagnosed minutiae of the case and were
certain it would lead to BIG THINGS — or
at least a little truth about the Deep State.
But the Washington, D.C., jury and judge
had connections to Hillary, so it was no shock
when they took a dive. It would have been an
upset if it had gone the other way.
“Our Legal System is CORRUPT, our
Judges (and Justices!) are highly partisan,
compromised or just plain scared, our Borders are OPEN, our Elections are Rigged,
Inflation is RAMPANT, gas prices and food
costs are ‘through the roof,’ our Military
‘Leadership’ is Woke, our Country is going to
HELL, and Michael Sussmann is not guilty,”
Trump wrote in a Truth Social post.
Trump has said Sussmann and others
within the federal law enforcement and intelligence communities were part of a politically
motivated Deep State that undermined his
first presidential campaign — and presidency.
Color him not surprised by the latest charade.
John Durham, the special counsel who
took three years building the case, issued
a statement after the verdict came down:

“While we are disappointed in the outcome,
we respect the jury’s decision and thank them
for their service.” Remember who appointed
him: Bill Barr, another disappointment.
Now we find out that Perkins Coie held
“a secure work environment” at the firm for
the FBI — for more than a decade. What
happened a decade ago? Well, Perkins Coie
had a major mission to accomplish — for
Barack Obama. The firm was able to produce,
and I use that word advisedly, the “birth certificate” for Obama when even the governor
of Hawaii was not able to find it! Are these
guy fixers or what?
And what is Perkins Coie, the Democratic

Party’s law firm, doing coordinating “a secure
work environment” with the supposedly
“nonpartisan” Federal Bureau of Investigation? Are they moonlighting? Were they assisting Obama’s quest for his birth certificate?
Tucker Carlson revealed that story a
couple nights ago, calling it “bizarre.” He
interviewed Republican Rep. Matt Gaetz of
Florida. Here’s what the congressman said:
“We got a report from a whistleblower
who confirmed through multiple admissions
and through this letter showing the Democratic Party’s law firm, the law firm that received
$42 million from the party, has this co-located
workspace that they operate in concert with

the FBI. Why in the world would that be the
case? Why would Christopher Wray let that
continue? Then you have to ask yourself why
would you continue to have this man continue
to work there — Michael Sussmann himself?
And you heard through this through this trial
that you referenced that Sussman was lying
to them in 2017 when he was shoveling false
information about Trump into the intelligence
process. And now we learn that for four years
after that lie, Michael Sussman was operating
this secure work environment. What reason
would there be for that, and what leverage
would Perkins Coie have over the FBI given
this work they’re doing together?”
Carlson asked Gaetz if this is “normal.”
“I have spoken to former federal prosecutors on the Judiciary Committee and
throughout the country, and I have not heard
any describe a relationship like this with a
private law firm and especially because Michael Sussmann was an election lawyer,” said
Gaetz. “Why in the world would an election
lawyer be operating this facility in this way.
And our concern is that politically motivated
dirt was being converted into politically motivated investigations. That’s why (Rep.) Jim
Jordan and I are making demands for answers
on Christopher Wray immediately. And it’s
my hope certainly that we shut this facility
down. The Democratic Party shouldn’t have
this special access, this special portal to the
(See Farah, Page 20)

The unbearable weight of defining the
internet disinformation/misinformation
By Roger J. Cochetti
The past few weeks have been
momentous for regulation of internet disinformation and misinformation (D&M): Elon Musk
agreed to purchase Twitter largely
to change its approach to D&M;
the U.S. government announced
— and then suspended — a Disinformation Governance Board to
oversee some D&M; the European
Union completed historic, new internet laws, some of which regulate
D&M; and former President Obama
changed his longstanding hands-off
approach and called for government
regulation of D&M.
No exchange better illustrates
the difficulty of defining D&M
than the recent one between President Biden and Amazon-founder/
Washington Post owner Jeff Bezos.
Following Biden’s tweet “You want
to bring down inflation? Let’s make
sure the wealthiest corporations
pay their fair share,” Bezos replied:
“The newly-created Disinformation
Board should review this tweet, or
maybe they need to form a new
Non Sequitur Board instead.” An
industry and a global regulatory
structure are emerging to address
internet D&M, but how difficult
is the task?
Two conditions about regulating
D&M are important to note. The
first is that most advocacy for regulating D&M is only for very large
platforms, usually defined as having many millions of subscribers,
leaving smaller platforms less regulated. This includes the European
Union, many countries and several
U.S. states. The second is that regulation of D&M would be consistent
with a range of pre-existing internet
content regulations covering areas
that have been regulated or prohibited both on and off of the internet
going back centuries — including

infringements, child pornography,
false advertising, slander, threats
of immediate harm, obscenity,
rebellion, and more. These areas
have robust history of national
definition, refinement, legislation
and litigation.
The majority of content moderation that occurs on internet platforms today involves these existing
forms of illegal/regulated content,
and definitions tend to be similar
among nations.
Regulating or prohibiting D&M
breaks new ground by moving into
previously less-defined categories
such as politics, health, science,
etc. — and by attempting to do so
on a global scale.
When looking at something this
complex, it’s often best to start at
the beginning — and the beginning
is July 3, 1995, the day that everyone in any American supermarket
checkout line encountered a stunning Time magazine cover showing
a young boy behind a computer
keyboard who was obviously in
complete shock as he looked at
the computer screen, with a huge
headline blaring “CYBERPORN.”
An explosion of political concern about content on this new medium called the internet followed,
leading to groundbreaking internet
content laws, rules and regulations,

the most important of which insulated internet platforms from liability for content created by others and
allowed platforms to edit content
in any way they wished, virtually
without oversight or liability.
As I explained in an earlier
piece, nearly all of this early attention to internet content was about
cyberporn and it unequivocally
established a clear right for the government to oversee internet content.
Previously, the government’s role
in managing content in computer
bulletin boards and chat rooms was
much less clear.
Twenty-seven years later, few
talk about regulating cyberporn:
The focus is almost entirely on
D&M — but those initial laws on
cyberporn established the foundation for government regulation of
D&M, and they lead to some of the
same difficult questions.
Most notably: If the governments or platforms prohibit D&M,
then they must define with some
exactness what is — and is not —
D&M, just as governments tried
to define obscene pornography
during the last century. Precisely
defining D&M today is far more
complicated than defining obscenity in the 1900s — because large
internet platforms serve myriad
different nations, societies, reli-

gions, jurisdictions, languages, etc.
Accordingly, there is a temptation
to simply hark back to Justice
Potter Stewart’s 1964 definition of
obscene pornography — “I know
it when I see it” — and to rely on
“fact checkers” instead of justices
to call out D&M “when they see it.”
Not surprisingly, there is no
universally agreed-upon definition of either “disinformation” or
“misinformation,” although many
definitions of disinformation center on the concept of “false” and
misinformation on “misleading.”
Webster defines D as “false information deliberately and often
covertly spread (as by the planting
of rumors) in order to influence
public opinion or obscure the truth”
and M as ”incorrect or misleading
information.” Some of the time,
establishing truth/falsity is straightforward, but we all know that many
times, it is not. My fourth-grade
teacher explained this by showing
us a partially filled glass and asking
whether it was “half full” or “half
empty” … we immediately divided
into respective camps. By seventh
grade, we learned in debate club
that advocates emphasize truthful
facts that support their opinion and
discredit truthful facts that do not.
In a far more sophisticated
way, President Obama explained
that “any rules we come up with
to govern the distribution of content on the internet will involve
value judgments. None of us are
perfectly objective. What we consider unshakeable truth today may
prove totally wrong tomorrow.
But that doesn’t mean some things
aren’t truer than others or that we
can’t draw lines between opinions,
facts, honest mistakes, intentional
deceptions.” Sometimes, as Obama
explained, what is considered true
or false may change. As evidence

of evolving internet D&M truth,
Knight First Amendment Institute’s
Evelyn Douek recently described
in Wired magazine how multiple
D&M classifications were later
revised or even reversed.
Regardless, dozens of governments have criminalized or
regulated Internet D&M and made
large platforms responsible for
illegal D&M posts by third parties.
According to the Poynter Institute,
posting “false information” on internet platforms is a crime in many
countries and more are on the way.
In these situations, governments —
through their courts or bureaucracies — will decide what is and is not
disinformation or misinformation.
At the same time, public demands
are increasing for internet platform
corporate executives to more actively regulate or prohibit D&M
outside of (or in conflict with?) any
government regulations.
Governments or business executives are in for a very difficult task.
*****
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He is the author of the Mobile Satellite Communications Handbook.

Biden ‘really twisted’ over shocking report

By Walter W. Murray
President Joe Biden is reportedly steamed
at his plunging approval ratings — especially
one fact in particular.
“He’s now lower than [Donald] Trump,
and he’s really twisted about it,” an unnamed
source close to the White House told NBC
News, which reports the president is “rattled”
by how quickly and completely Americans
have lost confidence in his leadership.
The result could be a major shakeup in the
White House, with multiple people telling the
network that chief of staff Ron Klain will be
out after the coming midterms, when the GOP
is expected to retake the House and possibly
the Senate in a looming “red wave” election.
Even normally friendly audiences are
turning hostile.
NBC News said Biden’s hearing it when
he’s behind closed doors, at private events
featuring some of his biggest backers.
“People confront him,” a top Democratic
donor told NBC News, saying they’ve witnessed such confrontations at fundraisers.
“All he’s hearing is ‘Why can’t you get
anything done?’”
Klain, according to CNN, told aides in
January of a plan to raise interest in the president by holding monthly town hall events.
In the more than five months since, however, he hasn’t held any… instead favoring

scripted events that generate little attention
from the press or interest with the public.
“You are thinking: Why are we doing
this?” one person familiar with the White
House told CNN.
Aides are also unhappy with the events
he’s held next door to the White House featuring digital backgrounds on a “virtual” set.
“World’s most interactive man and we’re
going to have him conduct the presidency

from the set of Jeopardy,” an unnamed contact close to the White House told CNN.
But critics say his aides have the wrong
focus — because the issue isn’t getting him
out more, or helping him get his message
across to voters.
It’s far deeper.
“Messaging is not his problem, however,”
wrote TownHall political editor Guy Benson.
“His problem is results. His problem is how
he’s approached the presidency. His problem
is reality.”
His reality problems began last summer,
which started off with an approval rating
near 50 percent as the coronavirus pandemic
seemed to be on the downswing.
But there were already some gray clouds:
inflation was rising… the delta variant was
kicking in… and he was promising an orderly
withdrawal from an Afghanistan where the
Taliban were supposedly years away from
becoming a threat.
Everyone knows what happened next:
Inflation, delta and the Taliban all surged.
By mid-August, his approval rating was
underwater, and it hasn’t recovered. He’s
currently tied with his lowest-ever rating,
with just 40.8 percent approving of the job
he’s done, according to the latest averages on
FiveThirtyEight.
That’s behind every single modern presi-

dent at this point in their presidencies except
Gerald Ford, who was immediately unpopular after one of his first moves was a pardon
for his predecessor, Richard Nixon.
Biden is even behind Jimmy Carter —
and, as the unnamed advisor noted in that
candid NBC News report, he’s nearly a full
point behind Trump.
His aides have tried everything to bring
him back from the brink.
Almost a month ago, they even initiated a
“reboot” to raise his profile and his popularity
ahead of the midterms.
His numbers only fell further amid continued high inflation — especially high gas
prices as summer travel gets underway — and
yet another coronavirus variant causing a new
surge in cases.
That’s continue to feed dissatisfaction
among voters — and that could open the door
to a challenge in 2024… not just from Trump
on the GOP ticket, but from within his own
party during the primaries.
As a result, the biggest guessing game in
Washington right now is not who Biden might
run against in ‘24.
It’s whether or not he runs at all.
*****
Walter W. Murray is a reporter for The
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Subpoena wars: Washington is on a
path to mutually assured destruction
By Jonathan Turley
In an initial court appearance
following his arrest on Friday for
contempt of Congress, former
Trump adviser Peter Navarro stood
before an obviously concerned
federal magistrate. “Every time
that you’re speaking,” Judge Zia
Faruqui tried to explain, “it could
mean potentially putting yourself
at risk.”
It was entirely sensible advice
about self-protection — and it was
promptly ignored. Navarro, 72,
went directly outside and blasted
the charge against him, the Democrats, and the FBI.
Judge Faruqui’s concern was
almost charmingly naive. We live
in an age of the sensational, not
the sensible. The Navarro case is
just one skirmish in a subpoena
war engulfing Washington. No one
seems to be thinking much beyond
the next election.
In the buildup to next week’s
start of public hearings by the
House of Representatives’ Jan. 6
investigative committee, Democrats have subpoenaed Republican
colleagues and held former Trump
officials in contempt. Then, instead
of simply arranging for Navarro to
voluntarily surrender, the Justice
Department made a dramatic public arrest of him at an airport and
dragged him off to jail in handcuffs.
These subpoena fights seem to
be unfolding with little consideration given to the potential costs,
either for Washington institutions
or the individuals involved.
Democrats circle
the firing squad
A variety of polls show, according to the political site FiveThirtyEight, that “Americans are moving
on from Jan. 6th — even if Congress hasn’t.” With waning interest
in the investigation, congressional
Democrats and some in the media
have pushed “blockbuster” new
disclosures. However, many of their
disclosures simply confirm what
is already known: Then-President
Trump and close associates wanted
to challenge Congress’ certification
of the 2020 presidential election
and, instead, force Congress to
select the next president. I wrote
about that likely strategy just a
couple weeks after the election,
but that fruitless effort turned into
a full-fledged riot in the Capitol.
The House hearings are likely
to add details that damn Trump
for fueling the riot and failing to
immediately call on the rioters to
pull back. Yet many of us reached
the condemnation stage years ago;
I reached that point while Trump
was still speaking on Jan. 6, 2020,
and opposed his efforts to challenge
the certification.
The problem is not that the
committee will move forward with
hearings or a report. Despite its
partisan composition and agenda,
there is always a value to greater
transparency about what occurred
on that tragic day. The problem
is the effort to ratchet up interest

Farah

(Continued from Page 19)
FBI, knowing what we know now
that they were often trying to take
this opposition research and use that
for law enforcement and counterintelligence purposes.”
Carlson added appropriately that
we can’t have a special relationship
between the FBI and one political
party. He said “that’s Third World.”
Amazing indeed.
This has been going on for a lot
of years. It goes back to Obama. I
wonder how they used that “secure
work environment” from 2017
through 2020?
Do you think they disbanded it?
Or did they continue to work selectively with the Democrats? I think
they have already admitted that.
Maybe Perkins Coie helped plan
the Big Steal.
Joseph Farah is founder, editor
and chief executive officer of WND.
He is the author or co-author of 13
books that have sold more than 5
million copies, including his latest,
“The Gospel in Every Book of the
Old Testament.” Before launching
WND as the first independent online news outlet in 1997, he served
as editor in chief of major market
dailies including the legendary
Sacramento Union.

through conflict. The committee has
taken the rare step of subpoenaing
GOP colleagues, including House
Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy,
and threatening to hold them in
contempt like Navarro and other
former Trump officials.
Despite years of bitter political
divisions, the two parties have long
avoided using subpoenas against
each other. It was viewed as a step
toward mutually assured destruction if House members unleashed
inherent investigatory powers on
each other. House Democratic
leaders, however, shattered that
long tradition of restraint despite
the fact that they may gain little
from the effort. What they will
lose is a long-standing detente on
the use of subpoenas against colleagues — and they are creating
a new precedent for such internal
subpoenas just months before they
could find themselves in the minority. Today’s hunters then could
become the hunted, if Republicans

claim the same license after November’s elections.
The House already is a dysfunctional body that allows for little
compromise or dialogue between
parties. The targeting of fellow
members now will remove one
of the few remaining restraints on
unbridled partisan rage.
Justice delayed
or justice denied?
Attorney General Merrick Garland is well on his way to setting
a record for the prosecution of
congressional contempt. The Justice Department has consistently
refused to submit congressional
contempt cases to grand juries,
including a flagrant act of contempt
by Obama-era Attorney General
Eric Holder. There is ample basis
for this charge as well. It is not
the substance but the selectively
and speed of the charges that is
notable. Navarro was only held in
contempt in April and is now being
prosecuted by a department long
known as the place where contempt
sanctions go to die. Yet, the Navarro
case could quickly take a wild turn.
Navarro claims he offered to
compromise with the committee
but that he was asserting his right
to remain silent. Putting aside
such mitigating circumstances, the
problem for the Justice Department
could be the calendar: Despite
moving at an uncharacteristically
fast pace, the Navarro case likely
will extend beyond November’s
midterms. If Republicans retake the
House, they could seek to retroactively rescind the House’s contempt
vote on Navarro.
Technically, the Justice Department could insist that the act of contempt and the referral vote occurred

under the prior Congress. Given
the issuance of an indictment, the
Biden administration could insist
on pursuing the prosecution even
if the alleged victim is no longer
claiming to be harmed. And some
Democrats likely would file to
support his continued prosecution,
even if a new majority of the House
filed to seek dismissal of the case.
This prosecution and any appeal
is likely to extend beyond the duration of the House committee. Last
November, the Justice Department
indicted former Trump adviser
Steve Bannon on the same grounds;
his trial will not occur until July.
That will be the first such prosecution since 1982, when Rita Lavelle,
a former Reagan-era EPA official,
was indicted for failing to answer
congressional questions. (Lavelle
was acquitted of that but then later
convicted of lying to Congress.)
The Biden administration did
not have to act on this before the
November elections. The statute
of limitations for contempt of Congress is five years. If it hoped to get
a quick plea and cooperation from
Navarro, his defiant courthouse
colloquy makes that less likely. The
question is whether it will pursue
these two misdemeanors — which
could result in as little as 30 days
and no more than a year in jail — if
the next House seeks to rescind the
contempt referral.
Self-defense or
self-immolation?
That brings us back to Navarro.
Judge Faruqui encouraged Navarro
to consider the basis of his self-defense when Navarro seemed intent
on self-immolation. In addition to
announcing that he would represent
himself, Navarro made an extended

statement on the steps of the courthouse in his defense. He then incongruously said he could not discuss
“legal matters” before plunging
again into his legal defense points.
Navarro is known as someone
who tends toward the path of
greatest resistance. In a city known
for highly managed criminal defendants with legions of lawyers and
PR advisers, Navarro was a captivating figure as he held forth outside the courthouse. Yet for all that
he has in terms of personal guts, he
lacks legal authority. The problem
is that even as he claimed executive
privilege to avoid answering any
of the House committee’s questions, he was publishing a book
and giving interviews on the very
subject matter of the subpoenas. It
was an ill-considered course that
may make him an icon on the right
but could also make him a convicted defendant. As he repeatedly
pitched his book outside the court,
it seemed clear that his priority was
not acquittal.
Navarro at one point asked,
“Who are these people?” I have
found myself asking the same
question about all of the players
in this subpoena war. Institutions
and individuals alike seem to be
in a crazed fit with little concern
for how their actions may play out
beyond the next election. But the
greatest costs will be borne by the
public, if our legal proceedings become as performative and shallow
as our politics.
*****
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A government big enough to give you everything you want, is strong enough to take everything you have. — Thomas Jefferson

Our Point of View

John Kerry foreign
intrigue goes deeper

Guest edditorial by Frank Holmes
While the media spent years focusing on former President
Donald Trump’s alleged “collusion” with Russia, they missed
the real foreign policy scandal: Obama-Biden officials collaborating with terrorists.
Not only did former Obama-Biden political appointees
hold meetings with pro-terrorist powers, but now there’s
hard proof that they attempted to sabotage President Trump’s
foreign policy toward the world’s worst terror regime.
The new information proves that former Obama-Biden
officials held a top-secret meeting with Iran behind President
Trump’s back — and even his top officials say they didn’t
know about it.
The explosive new revelations come from a secret document uncovered from an inquiry from a conservative legal
group. They’re specific, they’re damning and they name
names.
The American Center for Law and Justice (ACLJ), an
organization associated with former Trump lawyer Jay Sekulow, obtained a formerly classified document by requesting it
through the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).
The findings were jarring.
The document says it’s the notes from “An Off-the-Record
Conversation with Foreign Minister Mohamad Javad Zarif”
— and it says they tried to conduct their own foreign policy.
The officials discussed everything with Zarif, an Iranian
representative at the time. According to the ACLJ, the negotiations touched on “nuclear weapons, potential prisoner
swaps, [the] Afghanistan withdrawal, and negotiations with
the Taliban,” according to the ACLJ.
They officials soaked up anti-American rhetoric.
“You [the US] should take off the anti-Iran glasses,” says
the memo, which is available online.
The memo talks about how Iran was collaborating with the
Taliban — the organization that harbored the Sept. 11 terrorists and spent 20 years killing U.S. soldiers in Afghanistan.
And Iran claimed that, unlike filthy American imperialists,
“The reason that Iran is more successful in the region than
the US and Saudi Arabia is that we don’t impose our will on
anyone. In Iraq, we try to build consensus.”
In real life, Iran is the leading state sponsor of terrorism
around the world, and it sent Iranian troops and militias into
Iraq — again, clashing with U.S. soldiers and costing them
their limbs or their lives.
The Obama-Biden officials didn’t appear to care, according to the memo: They were there to tell Iran to wait out the
Trump administration and look for a better deal once they
were back in office.
The document — and the meeting — are “a big deal for
sure,” according to Trump administration Secretary of State
Mike Pompeo.
According to Pompeo, the Obama officials told the Iranian
mullahs to expect another nuclear deal after Trump’s exit
from the White House.
If this is true, then the Democrats undermining the president by conducting their own private foreign policy. Secretary
Pompeo “was not aware of these meetings while leading the
State Department,” according to the Washington Free Beacon.
We already knew that Obama’s Secretary of State John
Kerry had met with global officials to try to salvage their
awful Iran deal.
Pompeo said the Democrats promised to some concessions
to the ayatollah, in the form of money from the American
taxpayer.
Now that these officials have returned to office — with
John Kerry serving as a special climate change official in the
Biden administration — they’re keeping their word.
Biden is promising to pay the mullahs all the money they
want in exchange for oil. After Biden ended leases on federal
land, he’s begging Iran and Venezuela to make up the difference, while the U.S. economy suffers through some form of
the Green New Deal.
The newly public document suggests that one of the people
involved had to be either former Secretary of State John Kerry,
Biden’s current Special Representative to Iran Robert Malley
or Obama’s Secretary of Energy Ernest Moniz. After all, the
ACLJ asked the State Department to declassify the document
on the condition that one of these people had been involved.
We know Kerry tried to negotiate with Iran privately to
save the nuclear deal; this looks like more of the Deep State
undercutting the will of the people to protect their terrorist
friends overseas.
“This is exactly what we were fighting... The arrogance.
The indecency. The hatred of Israel,” Pompeo said.
“It’s galling. It’s dangerous. And it’s un-American.”
It could also be illegal. “Whoever the memo is referring
to, we do know they could be in violation of a very serious
law called the Logan Act, which says as a private citizen you
cannot attempt to undercut the official foreign policy of the
United States,” said the ACLJ.
Let’s see Kerry negotiate his way out of these charges.
*****
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A recent trip to The Strip refreshed
my memory to what no longer exits

By Perly Viasmensky
How things have changed…
Talking to a friend last Friday, I mentioned that it
has been 20 years since I visited the Las Vegas Strip.
With nothing else to do, I thought maybe I should
take a look and visit one of the hotels. I have read
that the MGM has purchased the Cosmopolitan, so I
thought if the MGM has always been a good house, I
should check out the Cosmopolitan.
To the Cosmopolitan I drove. Honestly, I wasn’t
ready for the big shock.
I walked around the casino still thinking if I should
check my luck at one of the tables. I stood by one
table, still undecided if I should sit down or not, when
I heard a young man, the only player at the table, tell
the dealer the most grotesque and obscene statement,
one not even appropriate for a prostitute. I was shocked
when I heard him saying: “Sit on my face so I can lick
your p***y.”
To my biggest surprise, I noticed that the pit manager was standing and laughing, right behind the dealer,
as if what the man said was some kind of a joke.

I could not believe my eyes and thought — whatever
happened to our city, our casinos and the personnel
working at our casinos? During the good ol’ past times
of our casinos, that manager would have stepped out
and told the customer: “You don’t talk that way to our
dealers, much less to a lady.”
It didn’t matter if the customer was playing a $25
hand or $100, the dealers were always respected by
the house.
I looked at that manager and thought to myself
“What else can we expect?” His jacket looked like
he had been sleeping with his suit on for a month or
maybe he washes it himself and forgot to iron it after
coming out of the dryer.
I continue walking from table to table, honestly
having forgotten about “MY LUCK.” By the time I
concentrated on what I was looking at, everything
looked as if though I were in the twilight zone, and
everything passed in front of me like an old movie.
I remember the dealers of times past, the ones that
looked like they came out of a fashion magazine —
(See Viasmensky, Page 22)

ON A PERSONAL NOTE

War on the horizon—who
will help us fight back?
By Maramis
What are you going to say to your
grandchildren when they ask you:
“What did you do during the war,
Grandma?” or “Where were you
during the war, Grandpa?”
Right now, as you read those
words, you may be wondering what
war I’m talking about. I’m talking
about the current war; the war we can
see on the horizon; the war we are
presently in to save the world.
While most people don’t think of
us as being at war, if they gave it a MaraMiS
bit of thought and started adding up all the casualties
already accrued, they could hardly think of it as anything less than war.
Without naming our enemy, they have been trying
their best to kill off our population to bring it down to
some number they believe will make it better for those
they will allow to live. If it means reducing the number
of those still living today to something like only 20
percent of us, that will be fine with them. It is has to
be fewer still, they can live with that.
So what makes this a war? If we had thought of it
sooner, I imagine we could have gotten some kind of a
“militia” together to stop everything that was inflicted
upon us. Now, looking back, we could see that we
were played for the frog who sat in the pot and had the

heat turned up a little at a time so we
couldn’t notice what was happening
till we were just about cooked.
First, our actions were restricted,
as being not allowed to travel on
planes. Our state was closed down by
our governor, whether or not it was
his idea. It was right before I was to
confirm my reservation to fly out to
visit an old friend that I hadn’t seen
in 35 years. If I had gone, I might’ve
been held captive in Panama City for
who knows how long.
But back home, things were getCHouFani
ting bad enough. We were told to wear masks everywhere we went. We weren’t allowed in most places
without one. There were notes on the doors warning
us that masks were required.
Places that we normally would make appointments
for, such as our dentists or our podiatrists, were
temporarily closing down and we were told it was
due to COVID. Businesses were also closing down.
Those that were not deemed essential were closing by
mandate. Some would never open again. People were
losing their jobs, which meant losing their paychecks,
which meant not being able to pay their rent and other
bills, and even buy food and other necessities. And
while the government claimed there would be funds
(See Maramis, Page 26)

By Joe Concha
It’s now been 17 weeks since President Biden sat
down for a one-on-one interview, with the last one
occurring before the Super Bowl in the dead of winter.
You read that correctly: 120 days have passed since
Joe Biden faced questions outside of the rare press
conference or press scrum. Such a format doesn’t
leave much room for follow-up questions or pressing
on certain points when this president makes a misleading or curious statement — statements that seemingly
always need to be clarified or cleaned up not long after
being uttered.
So much has changed in those 16 weeks since Biden
engaged in such a format.
Inflation — which was at 1.4 percent at the end of
2020, as Biden prepared to enter office — is almost
six times higher now, at 8.3 percent. Gas prices have
hit an all-time high and are only going to get worse
as we continue into the summer months and travel increases, as it always does. Americans overwhelmingly
want energy independence, but the president and his
administration keep resisting. Why? It would be nice

to hear Biden’s answer on this.
So-called voting rights were a big issue around the
time the president sat down with NBC’s Lester Holt
on Feb. 13. As you may recall, the White House and
most Democrats on Capitol Hill were seeking to take
away voting laws from individual states and federalize
the process. But thanks to Sens. Joe Manchin (D-W.
Va.) and Kyrsten Sinema (D-Ariz.), they fell short in
the Senate, by a 48-52 vote.
To add insult to injury, the narrative pushed by
liberals and some allies in the media about voter suppression and minorities being kept from the polls and
“Democracy hanging in the balance” all turned out to
be malarkey. Exhibit A came out of the Georgia primaries last week, where voting was up by 212 percent
when compared to the 2020 presidential primaries, and
up by 168 percent from the 2018 primaries.
Since that last interview, we’ve horrifyingly witnessed more than 20 school shootings. The White
House said Tuesday that fortifying schools is not
something the president “believes in.”
(See Concha, Page 23)

Hidin’ Biden: The 17 long weeks
since Biden’s last TV interview

View Points
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Policy shifts in India, Brazil signal
price hikes for international sugar
By Chuck Muth
For the first time in six years,
India — the world’s biggest sugar
producer and #2 sugar exporter —
has imposed export restrictions “to
prevent a surge in domestic prices.”
According to a recent Reuters
story, the government will cap this
season’s exports at 10 million tons.
This, combined with a shift
by Brazil — the world’s #1 sugar
exporter — to produce more sugar-based ethanol rather than consumer sugar, is likely to tighten up
global supplies and result in higher
sugar prices on the world market.
For years, lobbyists for Big
Candy have been advocating for
the elimination of the U.S. sugar
program of targeted tariffs and

CHUCK MUTH
import quotas by pointing to lower
sugar costs from foreign countries
that subsidize the production of the

commodity and/or its export.
Without those foreign subsidies,
world market prices would be more
in line with U.S. prices, which have
remained steady and predictable for
decades.
In addition, domestic U.S. sugar
has not suffered the problems being caused by global supply chain
disruptions.
Imagine the crisis if sugar prices
skyrocketed the way gasoline has
over the last several months.
Imagine the crisis if the U.S.
sugar industry disappeared — as
has already happened in Hawaii
— and we had to rely on unreliable
foreign sugar, subsidized or not.
The U.S. sugar program is a
critical defense of a critical in-

dustry against “cheaters” in other
countries that wildly distort the true
market cost of production.
And until such countries agree to
go “cold turkey” on their subsidies,
Congress needs to keep the U.S.

sugar program in place.
*****
Chuck Muth is president of
CitizenOutreach.org and publisher
of NevadaNewsandViews.com. He
blogs at MuthsTruths.com.

MaCe YaMPolSKY
Britain. With all of the technology
today this attack would have never
taken place. The allied forces would
be sitting ducks
What does the D in D Day
mean?
This is the most frequently asked
question by visitors to The National

WWII Museum. Many people think
they know the answer: designated
day, decision day, doomsday, or
even death day.
Our answer, like many answers
in the field of history, is not so
simple. Disagreements between
military historians and etymologists about the meaning of D-Day
abound. Here are just two explanations:
In Stephen Ambrose’s D-Day,
June 6, 1944: The Climactic Battle
of World War II, he writes, Time
magazine reported on June 12
[1944] that “as far as the U.S. Army
can determine, the first use of D for
Day, H for Hour was in Field Order
No. 8, of the First Army, A.E.F.,
issued on Sept. 20, 1918, which
read, ‘The First Army will attack at
H-Hour on D-Day with the object
of forcing the evacuation of the St.
Mihiel salient.’” (p. 491)
In other words, the D in D-Day

merely stands for Day. This coded
designation was used for the day of
any important invasion or military
operation. For military planners
(and later historians), the days
before and after a D-Day were
indicated using plus and minus
signs: D-4 meant four days before
a D-Day, while D+7 meant seven
days after a D-Day.
In Paul Dickson’s War Slang,

he quotes Robert Hendrickson’s
Encyclopedia of Word and Phrase
Origins:
Many explanations have been
given for the meaning of D-Day,
June 6, 1944, the day the Allies
invaded Normandy from England
during World War II. The Army has
said that it is “simply an alliteration,
as in H-Hour.” Others say the first
(See Mace, Page 23)

Russia during the campaign were
suspect from the start. These allegations were tainted by troubling
partisan connections to the Clinton
campaign and Obama administration officials — including, sadly,
some in the FBI and the Department
of Justice.
The Times and the Post should
have uncovered that the “shameful
smears” against him were political
and partisan in their investigations,
Trump pointed out.
That raises an important question: Did those news organizations
do honest investigations, or were
they simply hoping the charges
were true because of some journalists’ inherent biases against Trump,
which were exhibited in hundreds

of negative stories they printed
about him?
With regard to the Pulitzer Prize
— or the Nobel Prize, for that matter, awarded to President Obama in
2009 for nothing more than inspiring “Hope” — it’s becoming clear
that the award is generally given to
those on the left, by the left.
Maybe the Times and the Post
would be better served investigating the Pulitzer and Nobel committees for ignoring conservative
voices. In the meantime, they
should display the ethical good
grace to return awards given under
false premises.
Then there is Trump’s professed
outrage following the news that a
jury acquitted Michael Sussmann,
an attorney who once represented
the Clinton campaign and the Democratic Party, of a charge of lying
to the FBI.
“Our Legal System is CORRUPT, our Judges (and Justices!)
are highly partisan, compromised
or just plain scared, our Borders are
OPEN, our Elections are Rigged,
Inflation is RAMPANT, gas prices
and food costs are ‘through the
roof,’ our Military ‘Leadership’
is Woke, our Country is going to
HELL, and Michael Sussmann is
not guilty,” Trump wrote on his
Truth Social site.
Now, it’s logical to assume
that Trump’s opinion is biased,
considering that the case revolved

around alleged political dirty tricks
against him. But even Georgetown
University law professor Jonathan
Turley said on Fox News, “I don’t
believe the jury got it right. … No
one could seriously not argue that
it was a very favorable jury for the
defense.”
Unfortunately, this case — like
so many things that impact our
daily lives — is now increasingly
viewed through the prism of partisanship. It’s a trend that bodes ill
for us all.
Partisan award committees rewarding partisan media for political
hit jobs, and potentially biased
jurors exonerating “the enemy of
my enemy,” might seem like a good
idea to like-minded ideologues, but
it is ultimately a recipe for disaster.
No one has to agree with Trump
all the time — or ever. But sometimes he raises the alarm on fairness
issues that are worth debating for
the sake of our nation.
*****
Douglas MacKinnon, a political
and communications consultant,
was a writer in the White House
for Presidents Ronald Reagan and
George H.W. Bush, and former
special assistant for policy and
communications at the Pentagon
during the last three years of the
Bush administration. His latest
book is “The 56: Liberty Lessons
From Those Who Risked All to Sign
the Declaration of Independence.”

78th anniversary of D-Day in France
By Mace Yampolsky
78 years ago, on June 6, 1944,
Allied troops embarked on one of
the most dangerous, courageous
and important military actions in
history. The D-Day invasion of
Nazi occupied France marked the
beginning of the end for Hitler,
the Axis powers and the European
war. Thousands of brave young
soldiers lost their lives in the days
that followed, and there are very
few who remain from the greatest
generation. Take a moment today
to reflect on what they did for us,
and offer thanks for their courage,
commitment and sacrifice. God
bless all those who fought and/or
gave their lives so that we could
maintain our freedom.
The allied forces invaded Normandy to establish a beachhead in
France to fight the Nazis. The Germans thought the attack would take
place at Calais which was closer to

When Trump is right, he’s right — but many refuse to admit it
By Douglas MacKinnon
If Donald Trump laid his right
hand upon a Bible and swore, “The
sky is blue, the sun rises in the East
and sets in the West, and the New
York Yankees have the most World
Series titles, with 27,” many in the
media and on the left still might call
him a “liar.”
Trump has been out of the Oval
Office for more than 16 months,
and yet, he seems to be living rentfree in the minds of many Americans and international elites who
have come to loathe him.
But, facts are facts. Just because
many people hate Trump does not
mean that he can’t be correct sometimes — or even, often.
Tens of millions of Americans
believe in his policies. Hillary Clinton may think of Trump’s supporters as “Deplorables,” but most of
these people consider themselves to
be pragmatic, commonsense, ruleof-law Americans who are trying to
survive difficult times.
When Trump offers an opinion
or makes a pronouncement, he’s
generally directing his remarks to
that demographic. But those statements can be factual. Consider two
recent broadsides from him.
First, Trump reached out to
the Pulitzer Prize administrator to
rescind the 2018 prizes for national
reporting awarded to The New York
Times and The Washington Post for
their investigative reporting of the

Viasmensky

then-alleged Trump-Russia interference into the 2016 presidential
campaign.
Said the former president to the
Pulitzer office: “There is no dispute
that the Pulitzer board’s award to
those media outlets was based on
false and fabricated information
that they published. The continuing
publication and recognition of the
prizes on the board’s website is a
distortion of fact and a personal defamation that will result in the filing
of litigation if the board cannot be
persuaded to do the right thing on
its own.”
Now, all but the most partisan
Democrats realize that the rumors, charges and investigations
of Trump’s alleged coercion with

(Continued from Page 21)
white starched shirts, clean shoes, manicured
hands, impeccable!
What I saw at the Cosmopolitan was
deplorable. Pants? Dikies. Shirts? Wrinkled.
Shoes? Dirty. Attitude? Unfriendly, or maybe
afraid of those supposed managers. There
were no happy faces among dealers, they
actually looked and acted like zombies.
I used to visit casinos frequently — The
Sahara, Riviera, the old Thunderbird, Marina, Aladdin, Caesars Palace, The Dunes,
The Sands, you name it, even the downtown
Golden Nugget; everything was high class.
There is no wonder that the old-timers
of Las Vegas don’t visit the Strip any more.
There is one thing we need to accept, since the
corporations started taking over Las Vegas:

everything has changed.
There might be another 20 years for me
to set foot in another Las Vegas Strip casino.
*****
Threatening intimidation
apparently is not a crime
So many things have changed in Las
Vegas that are totally unbelievable. The
economy is down the drain and still young
women in Las Vegas cannot work to support
themselves.
Apparently, nobody cares about the dangerous situation we are all living in with the
homeless population, of which the majority
of them are from out of town.
A friend of mine works Uber delivering
food to help herself make ends meet. Last
Friday night she was about to pick up a de-

livery on Sunset and Eastern when a homeless
man approached her driver’s window with a
bat raised toward her. Her first reaction was
to drive away and call the police.
METRO officers responded and encountered the man saying: “Drop the bat, drop
the bat.”
When talking to my friend the officers
said: “He is homeless” (as if being homeless
is an excuse to harass or harm others); “there
is nothing else we can do, because he did not
commit a crime.”
True, very true, the man did not commit a
crime, but he was about to commit a crime.
What do they need to wait for? For the man
to hit her on the head with the bat, steal her
car, and later have 25 police cars pulled up
around the dead woman?

When officers walk into a situation like
this, they scream and yell “Drop the gun” or
like in this case, “drop the bat,” because they
fear for their life and safety, but nobody else
can fear for their life.
In this particular case the man, as luck
would have it, did not commit a crime, but
eventually he will commit a crime. MARK
MY WORDS!
In cases like this when the man does commit a crime, he can be arrested and appear
in court the following morning for the good
judge to let him go on OR.
Perly Viasmensky is the General Manager
of the Las Vegas Tribune. She writes a weekly
column in this newspaper. To contact Perly
Viasmensky, email her at pviasmensky@
lasvegastribune.com.
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Democracy and free markets work only
when there is trust between people
By José Azel
What most impressed French
political thinker Alexis de Tocqueville when he visited the United
States in the 1830s was Americans’ penchant for creating civic
associations. For Tocqueville, this
provision was central to the American adherence to democracy. In
recent years, social scientists have
confirmed that democracy is more
likely to succeed in civically engaged societies, and that the quality
of government is related to civic
participation or its absence.
More specifically, societies
where people tend to trust each other have more robust democracies,
richer economies, are healthier,
and less susceptible to a variety
of social problems. Interpersonal
trust, that is, how much we trust
others, is one of the components of
what scientists call social capital.
Our knowledge of social capital is
primitive, but studies are beginning
to identify the critical importance
of social capital, in the form of an
active civil society, in the consolidation of democracy in post-communist countries.
In comparative international surveys, interpersonal trust is gauged
by questions such as: “Generally
speaking, would you say that most

José Azel
people can be trusted, or that you
should be very careful when dealing
with people? Possible answers are:
1) Most people can be trusted, or 2)
You have to be very careful dealing
with others.
According to experts, if you are
reading this opinion column you are
a very civically engaged individual.
So how would you respond?
In international surveys, Northern European countries generally
show the highest levels of interpersonal trust. The United States
also scores high on interpersonal
trust, but with a declining trend.
Interpersonal trust is low in the
Middle East, Latin America, and

Africa. Our current understanding
of social capital points to traditions
of independent civic activism and
association as the main source of
social connections that facilitate
collective action.
In the United States, church
groups are the most common form
of social organization. Others include school service groups, sports
clubs, professional societies, labor
unions, fraternal groups, literary
societies, veterans groups, civic
and service organizations, and
many more.
The extent to which people believe in each other and are able to
cooperate fosters the interpersonal
trust required for political and economic cooperation. As our social
and civic participation decreases,
so do our private expectations.
Democracy and economic progress
require civil interactions.
In contrast, absolutist governments promote a passive dependence on the state, and prohibit
those types of organizations in
favor of a single voice such as the
Communist Party. Such policies
erode interpersonal trust and social
capital and may help explain many
social problems seen in absolutist
societies.
Considering the economic re-

forms in a politically oppressed
country like Cuba, it is necessary
to understand that progress depends
on the way in which political and
economic institutions interact and
the role of social capital in that interaction. Market-based policies are
essential for progress, but it is the
political class and its institutions
that determine economic policies.
Put another way, economic policies shape economic incentives,
but political commitments shape
economic policies.
What is not well understood is
that economic problems flow from
the lack of political rights and that
social capital is a driver of these
processes. The absence of civic
participation in absolutist societies
means that there is no effective
feedback between society and

ON THE HOLMES FRONT

rulers. Without the feedback enabled by political rights, economic
reforms cannot generate inclusive
economic progress, and inevitably
degenerate into concentrated power
and wealth.
What oppressed societies need
is the restoration of political rights
to promote interpersonal trust and
civic engagement.
*****
José Azel left Cuba in 1961 as a
13 year-old political exile in what
has been dubbed Operation Pedro
Pan — the largest unaccompanied
child refugee movement in the history of the Western Hemisphere.
He is currently dedicated to the indepth analyses of Cuba’s economic,
social and political state, with a
keen interest in post-Castro-Cuba
strategies.

Investigation closing in on Biden’s brother?

By Frank Holmes
The mainstream media may have finally
turned on Joe Biden.
The Washington Post closed out May by
reporting an in-depth story on the scandals,
ethical questions, and alleged business malpractice perpetrated in the Biden family.
Not by the president’s troubled son, Hunter, but by the president’s slightly younger
brother, James.
James Biden — who “goes by Jim and is
known as Jimmy within the family” — just
turned 73 last month. According to the Post,
he’s been at the family game of milking his
brother’s connections since the Seventies. It
shows how James Biden may have helped
groom Hunter Biden to be a first-class grifter.
And it proves that Hunter Biden’s laptop was
100 percent authentic.
Jim Biden began his decades of debauchery by opening a nightclub in Delaware with
generous loans from bankers who’d been
“contacted” by the young Senator Joe Biden.
The president insists he didn’t pressure them
unethically.
The trail has never ended, as Jim and
Hunter use their family connections to rack
up huge profits, the story says.
In 2000, a Biden donor named Leonard
Barrack gave Jim and his wife, Sara, more
than half a million dollars to gin up busi-

ness for Barrack “through his family name
and his resemblance to his brother, United
States Senator Joseph Biden of Delaware,”
according to Barrack’s lawsuit. He had to
sue because the president’s brother pocketed
the money but used the lavish international
trips that Barrack funded to create business
for himself.
Biden joined a healthcare group called
Americore Health in Florida, but the firm’s
real owners said Jim Biden just stole their
business plan and never delivered the investments he’d promised them.

(Continued from Page 22)
D in the word also stands for “day,” the term
a code designation. The French maintain the
D means “disembarkation,” still others say
“debarkation,” and the more poetic insist
D-Day is short for “day of decision.” When
someone wrote to General Eisenhower in
1964 asking for an explanation, his executive
assistant Brigadier General Robert Schultz
answered: “General Eisenhower asked me
to respond to your letter. Be advised that
any amphibious operation has a ‘departed
date’; therefore, the shortened term ‘D-Day’
is used.” (p.146)
Brigadier General Schultz reminds us that
the invasion of Normandy on June 6, 1944

was not the only D-Day of World War II.
Every amphibious assault — including those
in the Pacific, in North Africa, and in Sicily
and Italy — had its own D-Day.
The National WWII Museum’s exhibitions
explore the history of the D-Day invasion of
Normandy and the D-Day invasions in the Pacific. Expansion plans are currently underway
to triple the size of the museum.
*****
For more information regarding Nevada
laws, or if you feel your rights have been
violated, please call Mace Yampolsky & Associates. Call or text us at (702) 385-9777.
We are available 24/7 for emergencies. If you
need help, CALL NOW before it is too late.

Mace

Concha

(Continued from Page 21)
“I know there’s been conversation about
hardening schools, that is not something he
believes in,” White House press secretary
Karine Jean-Pierre told reporters. “He believes that we should be able to give teachers
the resources to be able to do their job.”
That kind of statement absolutely deserves
a follow-up or three.
Crime overall continues its alarming trend
in many parts of the country, with criminals
seemingly more brazen than ever. This
follows a year when murders hit a 25-year
high. Poorer, urban communities are being
hit hardest.
Since the last time Biden took questions
with one reporter for an extended period of
time, approximately 750,000 people have
crossed the U.S. border illegally — yet another crisis that is only getting worse instead
of better.
And, of course, there was Russia’s insidious invasion of Ukraine, which occurred
in late February. The president has said the
U.S. will “respond in kind” if Russia decides
to use chemical weapons against Ukraine.
Is he saying we’ll use chemical weapons
too? Biden also said, and later stood by his
statement, that Russian President Vladimir
Putin needs to be removed from power. How,
exactly, would that occur in a nuclear-armed

dictatorship?
There are so many things to talk about,
from the Supreme Court to abortion to education to baby formula. But the president’s
handlers simply are too afraid, too cautious,
too controlling to allow the commander in
chief to answer crucial questions when accountability is more warranted and important
than ever, given where we are as a country
right now.
On that front, just 24 percent of Democratic voters say they’re satisfied with the

According to his former business partners,
the president’s brother pulled another fast one
with Azzam Medical Services and Diverse
Medical Management. They claim Jimmy
Biden told investors he’d use his family
connections to win business contracts —
and even promised that Joe would somehow
promote the business during the 2020 presidential campaign.
And the story says he was always texting
Hunter Biden, “enthusiastically outlining
ways for the two of them to leverage political
connections” in pursuit of money. Jimmy
Biden wanted to find ways he and Hunter
“could tap the Democratic delegation for
help” in finding government contracts, according to the Post.
“You need to call me now,” he messaged
Hunter in October 2017. “Just got off the
phone with your father…We have the two
biggest days of our business life in front of
us!!!!!! We must be smart, or everything goes
up in smoke! Please call me. You MUST
remain calm.”
Incidentally, The Washington Post reported that it got that message from a copy of the
hard drive from Hunter Biden’s laptop, and
“the emails cited in this article were authenticated by two forensic analysts.”
Before long, investigators wanted records
about their ill-gotten gains, seeking informa-

tion about 150 transactions Jimmy Biden and
Hunter Biden had with companies operating
in China.
“I think James Biden was very much a
part of this,” said Senator Chuck Grassley,
R-Iowa, at the time.
Jim Biden is important because he blows
the lid off the Biden family’s plausible deniability: He comes out and tells you he’s shaking down businesses for his older brother.
When James Biden took over Paradigm
Global Advisors in 2006, he told the board he
was the answer to all their financial problems.
“Don’t worry about investors,” he reportedly
said. “We’ve got people all around the world
who want to invest in Joe Biden.”
That was in 2006 when Biden was just one
of a hundred senators. Imagine how many
more people wanted to “invest in Joe Biden”
after Barack Obama made him vice president
of the United States, one heartbeat away from
the presidency. Imagine how that number has
exploded since he’s become the president.
But the most important thing about the
Post article is that Jimmy dropped the dime
on his older brother. In Joe Biden’s autobiography Promises to Keep, the president claims
Jimmy kept a check that he had personally
turned down, because a union official wanted
a quid pro quo. Joe wanted to claim he was
too pure to take money for favors — only
Jimmy would do something like that.
“This notion I did something that he
wouldn’t do? Give me a break,” Jimmy Biden
told the Post.
The president’s brother denies all wrongdoing. He told the Post that he rejects “the
notion I am some underworld figure and I am
a fixer or the cleaner.” He said he always acts
in “a very ethical way.”
But it looks like Jim Biden has broken
in the next generation on how to sell out the
United States for profit. “Hunter, we are cut
from the same cloth,” Jim told Hunter Biden.
*****
Frank Holmes is a veteran journalist and
an outspoken conservative that talks about
the news that was in his weekly article, “On
The Holmes Front.”

direction of the country, per Gallup. Overall,
about eight in 10 Americans say the country
is on the wrong path. Those are devastating
numbers.
It would be interesting to hear what the
president thinks about the direction of the
country, because he’s reportedly somehow
“mystified” by his low approval rating, which
is even below that of Donald Trump’s at this
stage of his presidency when it was dominated by farcical claims of Russia collusion.
Biden also is reportedly “frustrated” that his

aides keep jumping in to clean up his statements. It begs a big question: Who exactly is
in charge in this administration?
Let’s face it: The results around inflation,
gas prices, crime, the border and foreign
policy have been as clear as mud. And the
attempts to pass the buck through snappy
hashtags have failed miserably, with “#PutinPriceHike” and “#Ultra-MAGA” being the
most recent examples.
Give credit to Biden’s old boss, President
Obama: He did interviews, lots of them,
sometimes with outlets that could make
things uncomfortable, as they should be
with any president. Context: In his first year
in office, Biden did 22 sit-down interviews;
Obama did 156 — more than seven times as
many. More context: Donald Trump did 92
interviews, or more than four times as many.
Will Biden sit down with anyone considered a decent journalist anytime soon?
It doesn’t appear so.
The party, in serious jeopardy of losing
power in the House and Senate, could use
a leader right now. But these days it seems
you’d be more likely to find Joe Biden at
Mar-a-Lago than sitting across from anyone
with a microphone and camera.
*****
Joe Concha is a media and politics columnist.
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Even the National Guard won’t be enough
to solve border crisis when Title 42 ends
By Nolan Rappaport
We need to look beyond the current legal
arguments over whether or not the Biden
administration can — or should — terminate
Title 42 order, which requires U.S. Customs
and Border Protection (CBP) to process undocumented land border crossers promptly
without asylum screening or other Title 8
immigration processes — and then to expel
them back to the country they came from
through the closest port of entry.
The simple fact is the Title 42 order —
instituted in 2020 as part of the previous
administration’s pandemic response — will
be terminated eventually.
What then?
Nearly 2 million migrants have been
expelled under the order since it was implemented, and all indications are that the Biden
administration is entirely unprepared for what
will happen when the order ends.
Brief background
The Biden administration announced that
expulsions under the order would stop at the
end of May; several states sued, and a federal district court judge issued a preliminary
injunction ordering the Biden administration
to hold off.
The judge issued the injunction because
he thought the states had established a substantial likelihood of success with their claim
that the administration’s termination did not
comply with the Administrative Procedure
Act’s (APA) rulemaking requirements.
The administration has appealed — but it
doesn’t have to reverse the judge’s injunction
to be able to terminate the order: It could
just start over with a new termination using
the judge’s decision as guidance on how to
comply with the APA requirements.
The administration may be stalling because it hasn’t figured out how to deal with
the flood of illegal crossings that will almost
certainly occur when the order is terminated.

Two problems
National Border Patrol Council President
Brandon Judd has expressed concern that
termination of the Title 42 order will open
the floodgates to illegal immigration. Border
patrol resources are stretched when 3,500
illegal crossers a day are apprehended. When
the total reaches 5,000 the border patrol’s
resources are overwhelmed.
The administration is expecting up to
18,000 a day.
That isn’t the only problem.
According to Chris Cabrera, a National
Border Patrol Council vice president, drug
smugglers use the migrant groups that make
illegal crossings to distract agents. When border patrol officers are taken from their patrol
duties to process illegal crossers, the border
sections they are abandoning are unprotected.
Many agents are starting their days at
processing stations, hospitals, or in transportation details instead of out on patrol.
“So from the beginning of our 10-hour
shift we already lost half our manpower,”
Cabrera said. “One or two hours in we lose
another 10 percent. By the end of our shift,

we’re down to maybe 30 percent out on the
field.”
Former presidents have used National
Guard troops to fill gaps on the border when
the border patrol has been overwhelmed.
George W. Bush deployed roughly 6,000
National Guard troops to the border; Barack
Obama sent about 1,200, and Donald Trump
sent around 2,500. But there are limits on
how a president can use soldiers at the border.
Posse Comitatus Act
The Posse Comitatus Act, which was
enacted on June 18, 1878, restricts what
presidents can do on the border with military
forces. It consists of a single sentence. The
current, amended version, states that:
“Whoever, except in cases and under
circumstances expressly authorized by the
Constitution or Act of Congress, willfully
uses any part of the Army, the Navy, the
Marine Corps, the Air Force, or the Space
Force as a posse comitatus or otherwise to
execute the laws shall be fined under this
title or imprisoned not more than two years,
or both.” (Emphasis added.)
The National Guard isn’t mentioned, but

when its troops are operating under federal
command and control it is considered to be
part of the Army or the Air Force.
The Constitution does not provide authority for the president to use soldiers as a
police force, but Congress has established
statutory exceptions to the Posse Comitatus
Act. The most important ones are in the Insurrection Act:
—Section 251 of this Act permits the
president to deploy military forces in the
United States if a state requests federal aid
to suppress an insurrection.
—Section 252 permits deployment in
order to “enforce the laws” of the United
States or to “suppress rebellion” whenever
“unlawful obstructions, combinations, or
assemblages, or rebellion” make it “impracticable” to enforce federal law in a state by
the “ordinary course of judicial proceedings.”
—Section 253 has two parts. The first
allows the president to use the military in a
state to suppress “any insurrection, domestic
violence, unlawful combination, or conspiracy” that “so hinders the execution of the
laws” that any portion of the state’s inhabitants are deprived of a constitutional right
and state authorities are unable or unwilling
to protect that right. The second permits the
president to deploy troops to suppress “any
insurrection, domestic violence, unlawful
combination, or conspiracy” in a state that
“opposes or obstructs the execution of the
laws of the United States or impedes the
course of justice under those laws.”
When Trump sent National Guard troops
to the border, their mission was to assist
border agents with logistics, administrative
duties, surveillance, and intelligence analysis,
as well as to provide aerial and mechanical
support.
This type of assistance is permitted by
the Posse Comitatus Act, and it frees border
(See Rappaport, Page 25)

then how does inflation fall back to the Fed’s
2 percent objective?
It will be noteworthy when the SEP projections are updated at the next FOMC meeting in two weeks to see whether participants
expect to make monetary policy sufficiently
tight, which would mean a median federal
funds rate above 3 percent in order to push
the unemployment rate above the 4 percent
level judged consistent with keeping inflation
stable at the Fed’s 2 percent target.
Second, Fed officials and market participants continue to underestimate the level
of short-term rates that will be necessary to
tighten financial conditions sufficiently to
push inflation back down to 2 percent from
the most recent year-over-year reading of 6.3
percent. If, in the long run, a neutral shortterm rate is 2.4 percent (the FOMC’s median
estimate) when inflation is 2 percent, then the
neutral rate should be higher to compensate
for the fact that inflation is higher. In addition,

given that the Fed’s enlarged $8.9 trillion
balance sheet is still providing stimulus — the
balance sheet won’t become “neutral” until
it shrinks to its desired level in about three
years — the neutral short-term rate needs to
be higher in the meantime.
Third, the risks of a hard landing continue
to be understated. According to Fed officials, monetary policy tightening can slow
the economy and eliminate the imbalance
between the current supply and demand for
labor without precipitating an economic
downturn. This assertion flies in the face of
economic history. Every time the unemployment rate has climbed by half a percentage
point or more, the outcome has been a fullblown recession and a much larger rise in
unemployment. Given that the labor market is
tighter than it ever has been, the need for the
unemployment rate to rise is greater, making
the odds of a hard landing higher, not lower.
Finally, as near-term uncertainty about
the U.S. monetary policy course has fallen
significantly in recent weeks, financial conditions have eased a bit, with stock prices
rebounding and bond yields falling. If this
easing of financial conditions were to continue, Fed officials would have to respond by
pushing short-term rates higher than currently
anticipated.
*****
Bill Dudley, a Bloomberg Opinion columnist and senior adviser to Bloomberg
Economics, is a senior research scholar at
Princeton University’s Center for Economic
Policy Studies. He served as president of the
Federal Reserve Bank of New York from 2009
to 2018, and as vice chairman of the Federal
Open Market Committee. He was previously
chief U.S. economist at Goldman Sachs. He
can be reached at wcdudley53@gmail.com

such as a mask mandate could be made on
efficiency grounds.
However, Nobel laureate economist
Ronald Coase long ago illustrated that the
situation is more complex. He argued that
externalities are reciprocal: A mask mandate
imposes costs on people who would rather not
wear masks for benefit of others. But those
who benefit from the policy don’t pay a cost
to those who are forced to wear masks. A
mandate changes who bears the burden of an
externality, but it doesn’t eliminate it.
Fortunately, when externalities occur on

private property, the pursuit of profit leads
businesses to find an efficient solution.
Any policy will upset some customers and
please others, so firms will gauge how much
business they will lose or gain and set their
policies accordingly. The profit motive forces
businesses to “internalize” externalities between customers because their bottom line
is impacted.
When the mask mandate was overturned,
every domestic airline lifted its mask requirement, often to the applause of passengers.
Airlines can impose their own requirements,
so the fact that none have done so is very
strong evidence that reinstating the mandate
would inefficiently impose costs that are
greater than the benefits.
The Justice Department’s appeal rests on
the legality, not the logic of the mandate. It’s
time for the House to vote. The bill would
likely receive strong bipartisan support and
could prevent us from getting stuck with a
reimposed mandate that is more about asserting federal authority than about improving
America’s well-being.
*****
Benjamin Powell, a senior fellow at the
Independent Institute in Oakland, Calif., is
director of the Free Market Institute and a
professor of economics in the Rawls College
of Business at Texas Tech University.

Federal Reserve’s mild inflation forecasts need explaining
By Bill Dudley
For Federal Reserve officials who want to
get inflation under control, the outlook has
certainly improved in recent weeks.
First, inflation has peaked. In particular,
goods price inflation is falling as supply chain
disruptions ease and demand shifts toward
services and away from goods. And even
though the labor market remains unusually
tight, wage inflation has stabilized rather than
continued to climb.
Second, inflation expectations remain
remarkably well-anchored. While near-term
inflation expectations of households are elevated, longer-term expectations have fallen.
Similarly, market-based measures based on
the differential between nominal 10-year
Treasuries notes and 10-year Treasury-Inflation Protected Securities have also declined.
Third, the Fed’s efforts to guide market
expectations about the future path of monetary policy have been, for the most part,
effective. Market participants expect that
monetary policy makers will move “expeditiously” toward neutral, with 50-basis-point
interest rate hikes expected at each of the
next two Federal Open Market Committee
meetings and the federal funds rate reaching
a peak of around 3 percent next spring, from
the current range of 0.75 percent to 1 percent.
As part of this, Chair Jerome Powell has
become more forceful in making it clear that
raising rates to “a more normal level” is “not
a stopping point. It’s not a looking around
point.” The Fed will keep going until there
“is really clear and convincing evidence that
inflation is coming down,” he added.
Fourth, financial conditions have tightened materially. Prices for U.S. equities have
fallen about 15 percent from their peak in
the first week of January, 10-year Treasury

note yields have climbed about 1 percentage
point in the past three months, credit spreads
have widened and the dollar has appreciated. Because tighter financial conditions are
the means by which higher short-term rates
work to slow economic growth, Fed officials
must be pleased that market participants are
taking the Fed’s monetary policy tightening
campaign more seriously.
Nevertheless, the Fed’s job is far from
complete. First, the FOMC needs to be more
realistic in its own forecasts about what will
be required. In the FOMC’s last Summary of
Economic Projections in March, the expected
rate of inflation for the end of 2024 magically
fell back close to the Fed’s 2 percent objective even though monetary policy that was
not tight enough to push the unemployment
rate up to a level that Fed officials judge
consistent with stable inflation over time.
The forecast posed an open question: If the
unemployment rate doesn’t rise materially,

Congress must end the federal mask mandate once and for all

By Benjamin Powell
The U.S. Department of Justice’s appeal
of a judge’s ruling against the federal mask
mandate on public transportation illustrates
why the House of Representatives needs to
join the Senate and vote to permanently end
the mandate.
It made little sense before, and it makes
even less sense now.
The DOJ filed the appeal last Tuesday,
claiming that the federal district court’s
April ruling in Florida didn’t come close to
“showing that the CDC has acted outside the
‘zone of reasonableness’” and further that
there was “ample support for the agency’s
determination that there was good cause
to make the order effective without delay.”
The Biden administration could unilaterally
reinstate the mandate if the appeal succeeds.
The Senate passed a bill to end the mandate a month prior to the court’s ruling by a
57-40 margin, with eight Democratic senators
joining all but one Republican. But Speaker
Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) has never allowed
a vote on a similar bill in the House despite
calls by members for a vote. The House bill
had become moot until the DOJ appealed,
but now the House has a good reason to take
up the issue.
Most people probably do not think of the
mandate as an economic issue. But ultimate-

ly, the case for or against such a mandate
rests on the logic of something economists
call “externalities.” Externalities occur when
people don’t bear the full costs of their decisions because some of those costs “spill over”
onto other people.
The simplistic application of the logic of
externalities to the mandate is obvious. When
people choose not to wear masks on planes,
they benefit from greater comfort, but some
of the cost is born by others who are more
likely to get infected. If people don’t consider
the cost to others, the case for regulation

Amid high inflation and expiring benefits,
older adults face impossible choices
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By Lisa Marsh Ryerson
Millions of older Americans with low
incomes are in a crisis fueled by climbing
inflation rates and high unemployment, despite a tight labor market. The double squeeze
is forcing many seniors to choose between
paying for essentials like food, medicines
and rent.
These are impossible choices that no one
should have to make. Older adults, especially
those living with low or fixed incomes, have
limited defenses against economic upheaval.
They need a stronger social safety net.
We’ve known for some time that even
modest additional resources can make a real
difference in older adults’ lives. In response
to the pandemic, the federal government
made several policy changes that have benefited older adults at the lower end of the economic scale, including a one-time expansion
of the Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC) and
temporary increases in Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) benefits.
These supports are great poverty fighters.
The EITC, for example, lifts nearly 6 million
people a year out of poverty and helps offset
low wages for 1.5 million older workers. For
the 2021 tax year, Congress expanded EITC
eligibility to anyone over 19 who earned
income from a job — making 2.8 million
adults over 64, including workers without
dependents, newly eligible for this benefit,
which provides up to $1,500 in federal income tax credits.
Increased SNAP benefits have also served
as a critical lifeline for older adults. Over 9

million Americans 50 and older were food insecure in 2020, a number that did not change
substantially from 2019, despite widespread
job loss that hit older workers particularly
hard. This suggests that congressional actions
to boost SNAP helped millions of vulnerable
older adults put food on the table during a
time of great need. Older adults interviewed
for a February report commissioned by
AARP Foundation reported that the increased benefit payments made an enormous
difference in their lives, expanding their
purchasing power to buy more and healthier
foods while improving their ability to pay
bills, juggle other expenses, and weather the
pandemic.
But these additional supports are temporary while prices continue to rise and older

adults with low income continue to hurt
economically. As things stand, unless Congress acts, the EITC won’t be available to
older workers next year. And once the federal
government declares an end to the COVID-19
public health emergency, older adults will
lose the supplemental SNAP payments that
they have come to rely on to afford groceries.
As these problems persist, we must ensure
that older adults are aware of the benefits
for which they are eligible and know how to
apply for them. Unfortunately, many older
adults do not know they qualify for these benefits. Every year, about 20 percent of eligible
adults do not file for the EITC, including an
estimated 5 million in high-need communities. As a result, more than $7 billion goes
unclaimed, which hurts not only families

but also communities and local businesses.
SNAP participation rates for seniors lag far
behind the rate of other age groups — only
about 48 percent of eligible seniors are enrolled, compared with 83 percent of adults
ages 18 to 59.
This year, the federal government did an
excellent job of making EITC access “people-centric” by providing a micro-site with
links and resources to support easy filing.
At AARP Foundation, we helped 136,896
older adults file for EITC this year, compared
to 53,161 in 2021. And in 2019, we helped
nearly 50,000 eligible seniors sign up for
SNAP benefits simply by giving them access
to an easier application process.
But older adults struggling to make ends
meet must have something to fall back on
beyond the pandemic. Social Security’s
cost-of-living adjustment — projected to hit
a record high of 8.6 percent next year — is
a mainstay, but it’s not enough.
More needs to be done. Strengthening
SNAP benefits, extending the EITC for older adults, and exploring ways to make both
housing and health care more affordable
would benefit millions of older adults — and
our nation as a whole.
The cost-of-living crisis for older adults is
not going away soon. At times like this, it’s
vital that we equip older adults with supports
that can help them maintain their financial
security — and their health.
*****
Lisa Marsh Ryerson is president of AARP
Foundation.

The rhetorical unraveling of democracy

By Richard Cherwitz
As a communication scholar at
a large state university, I spent my
entire professional career (19742019) teaching a course in “argumentation & advocacy” and
studying the role of argument in
public discourse.
My teaching and research emphasized the importance and necessity of rational and logical
reasoning, as well as a willingness
by arguers to engage in “self-risk”
by standing in the shoes of others
and thus be open to persuasion
rather than becoming dogmatic and
recalcitrant.
Moreover, I assumed that people
indeed are capable of detecting,
exposing and not being taken in by
fallacious reasoning. As I taught my
students, spurious and non-rational
discourse is practiced by persons
of all political and ideological
stripes — that unsound and invalid
reasoning is an equal opportunity
problem.
Perhaps I have become too
skeptical, maybe even cynical. But

watching the political events of the
past few years makes me wonder
whether we now live in a world
where the traditional principles of
argumentation — dating back to
the work of rhetoricians in ancient
Greece and Rome — actually guide
and govern our rhetorical behavior
in the public square.
One need only observe recent
volatile political events to understand the severity of my concern.
Consider just a few examples
illustrating this worry:
—The politicization of the

school shooting in Uvalde Texas;
—Heated debates about abortion
in the wake of the forthcoming
decision by the Supreme Court to
overrule Roe v. Wade;
—The large number of citizens
who accept the “Big Lie” that the
2020 presidential election was
“stolen;”
—The popularity of a wide array
of conspiracy theories;
—An unwillingness by many
Americans to accept science on
issues such as COVID and climate
change;

—The prevalence of extreme
hatred and racism;
—The increasing polarization
of beliefs and resulting incivility of
our interactions with others;
—The erosion of accepted standards of truth in speech and writing.
Obviously, I hope I am wrong.
However, if my suspicion is correct,
it is not an exaggeration to say
that the end of democracy is a real
possibility. After all, democracy
always has been rhetorically sustained, perpetuated and nurtured by
rational deliberation. This has been
the case historically, despite sharp
political differences.
As a colleague of mine astutely
noted, we must always remember
that it is entirely possible for a
democracy to vote itself out of existence, perhaps deliberately or even
unintentionally: It is inherent in the
concept of the “will of the people.”
Argumentation and its reliance
on reasoning and evidence is the
key to maintaining the rational
discourse necessary to preserve
democracy.

Selfishly, I hope that what I
taught and researched for more than
40 years was not done in vain.
As often is said, we are at an
inflection point in American history.
This demands us to think deeply
about how we argue and how our
political discourse — whether that
of Democrats, Republicans, conservatives or liberals — must be
changed to guarantee the survival
of this great experiment we call the
United States.
Put simply, failure to change our
rhetoric almost certainly will result
in the unraveling of America’s democratic republic.
Richard Cherwitz is Ernest
S. Sharpe Centennial Professor
Emeritus in the Moody College of
Communication’s Department of
Rhetoric and Writing at University
of Texas, Austin, and a founding
director of the Intellectual Entrepreneurship Consortium, a nationally-acclaimed cross-disciplinary
initiative designed to leverage
knowledge for social good by educating “citizen-scholars.”

It’s actually 100% green energy that could destroy the planet

By Stephen Moore
The untold story about “green energy” is
that it can’t possibly be scaled up to provide
anywhere near the energy to replace fossil
fuels (unless we are headed back to the stone
ages, which is what some of the “de-growth”
advocates favor).
Right now, the United States gets about
70 percent of its energy from fossil fuels. To
go to zero over the next 20 years would be
economically catastrophic and cost tens of
millions of jobs. With gas prices at nearly
double their price back from when Donald
Trump left office and inflation up from 1.5
percent to 8 percent in just 15 months, we are
already experiencing the economic damage
from the green energy crusaders.
But we also have to ask whether green
energy is even good for the environment.
Some environmentalists are pointing to a little-noticed study by the World Bank showing
that moving toward 100 percent solar, wind
and electric battery energy would be just as
destructive to the planet as fossil fuels. This
was precisely the conclusion of a story in
Foreign Policy magazine, hardly a right-wing
publication.
According to the Foreign Policy analysis,
moving to a “carbon-free” energy future
“requires massive amounts of energy, not to
mention the extraction of minerals and metals
at great environmental and social costs.”
Here are some of the numbers. Going allin on batteries, solar and wind would require:
— 34 million metric tons of copper
— 40 million tons of lead

— 50 million tons of zinc
— 162 million tons of aluminum
— 4.8 billion tons of iron
Those tens of millions of windmills,
solar panels and electric batteries for cars
and trucks aren’t exactly biodegradable. So,
we will have the most prominent energy
graveyard with toxic pollutants that will
be 100 times larger than any nuclear waste
storage. And yet, the left is worried about
plastic straws!
I’m all for mining for America’s bountiful
natural resources of copper, lead, magnesium
and precious metals. But ironically, it’s the
greens that want to shut down mines, which
is like saying you want food, but you oppose
farming. Talk about cognitive dissonance.
Then, the land space is needed for the
windmills and solar panels. Bloomberg
reports that getting to zero carbon by 2050

would require a land area equal to five South
Dakotas “to develop enough clean power to
run all the electric vehicles, factories, and
more.”
In other words, the liberals are calling for
a full-scale industrialization of America’s
wilderness and landscape.
Now, even many of the most liberal areas
of the country are shouting “no” to green
energy in their own backyard. Vermonters
are rebelling against unsightly solar panels
spoiling their views. According to the Bennington Banner, “Vermont’s utility regulator
has rejected permits for two 2 MW solar
farms proposed in Bennington, pointing to
aesthetic concerns and current land conservation measures in the town plan.”
Meanwhile, a town in Wisconsin is suing state regulators to “stop construction”
of what would be “the state’s largest solar

project,” according to the Wisconsin Journal.
Even blue Massachusetts residents are
fighting green energy projects. Off-shore
wind farms are delayed off the coast of Cape
Cod, where per capita income is nearly the
highest in the country, because they don’t
want their ocean views spoiled from their
beachfront villas.
In other words, real nature lovers are finally starting to awaken to the reality that wind
and solar aren’t so green after all. A nuclear
plant takes up at most 1 square mile of land.
Wind and solar farms require hundreds of
thousands of acres. So, to provide enough
electric power to keep Manhattan lit up at
night would require paving over nearly the
whole state of Connecticut with windmills
and solar farms.
The public is starting to ask: How is any
of this green? The Green New Deal strategy
makes especially no sense given that by increasing our use of clean-burning and reliable
natural gas, we are reducing energy prices
AND cutting carbon emissions. Add nuclear
power to the mix, and we wouldn’t need to
start building wind and solar farms in our
forests, deserts and national parks.
*****
Stephen Moore is a senior fellow at Freedom Works. He is also author of the new
book: “Govzilla: How The Relentless Growth
of Government Is Devouring Our Economy.”
To find out more about Stephen Moore and
read features by other Creators Syndicate
writers and cartoonists, visit the Creators
Syndicate website at www.creators.com.

(Continued from Page 24)
patrol officers from performing those tasks —
which makes them available to do patrol work
at the border. But even this would unlikely
be enough when Title 42 ends.
CBP had more than 1.6 million encounters
with illegal crossers in fiscal 2021, which
is more than quadruple the number of the
prior fiscal year and the highest annual total
on record.
It has already had 1.2 million encounters
in the first seven months of fiscal 2022 — and
the number of encounters will likely get much

higher after Title 42 is terminated.
Realistically, the only way to deal with
this situation is to reduce the number of
illegal crossers — but this administration
has been going in the other direction, with
immigration policies that encourage illegal
immigration.
The latest example is its new rule which
permits asylum officers to grant asylum
applications at the border in non-adversarial
asylum merits interviews.
The asylum applicants can be represented
by counsel at the interviews, but government

attorneys are excluded.
The absence of scrutiny by a government
attorney will make it easier for migrants
with fraudulent or otherwise meritless persecution claims to get asylum, which will
offer further encouragement to migrants to
attempt to cross.
The legal wrangling over ending Title 42
expulsions is simply delaying the inevitable,
for which the Biden administration is not
prepared — and the administration’s other
policies on immigration are poised to make
an already bad situation much, much worse.

And that’s something even the National
Guard can’t fix.
*****
Nolan Rappaport was detailed to the
House Judiciary Committee as an Executive
Branch Immigration Law Expert for three
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Immigration, Border Security and Claims for
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Why is Biden appeasing China?
By Brahma Chellaney
President Biden is yet to make
his long-anticipated China strategy
speech to define his approach to a
country that has emerged as the
greatest rival that the United States
has ever faced. Instead, Secretary
of State Antony Blinken laid out
the administration’s approach in
a speech that acknowledged that
China poses “the most serious longterm challenge to the international
order.”
In Blinken’s words, “China
is the only country with both the
intent to reshape the international
order and, increasingly, the economic, diplomatic, military and
technological power to do it.”
The president, however, has
been fixated since taking office on
the weaker of America’s two main
foes, Russia, while letting China
escape scot-free for covering up the
COVID-19 virus’s origins and for
detaining more than a million Muslims in internment camps. Indeed,
the Biden administration labels
only Russia as an adversary, while
calling China merely a competitor.
A careful examination of
Blinken’s speech, the White
House’s “Indo-Pacific Strategy”
released in February and Biden’s
own actions since last year confirms
that a conciliatory approach toward
China is taking root, despite occasional tough-sounding rhetoric.
Under President Trump’s administration, a fundamental shift
in China policy occurred with the
aim of reining in a country that,
with U.S. help, became America’s
main rival.
The paradigm shift formally
ended America’s “China fantasy,”
which lasted over 45 years — a period in which successive presidents,
from Richard Nixon to Barack
Obama, aided China’s rise in the
naive hope that, as China became
increasingly prosperous, it would
naturally pursue economic and
even political liberalization.
Backed by a broadly bipartisan
consensus in favor of ending Chi-

na’s free ride, this policy change
promised to reshape global geopolitics and trade.
Biden, however, has unobtrusively undertaken a course
correction, with Blinken’s speech
offering more evidence of the administration’s efforts to “coexist
and cooperate” with the world’s
largest autocracy.
Blinken’s soothing message for
Beijing was that the U.S. does not
seek to block China’s “role as a major power,” or hinder its economic
growth or “transform” its totalitarian system. “We are not looking for
conflict or a new Cold War. To the
contrary, we’re determined to avoid
both,” he declared.
In contrast to the Trump administration’s launch of an ideological offensive against China as a
predatory communist state without
political legitimacy or the rule of
law, Team Biden has repeatedly
forsworn any intention to transform
that country’s political system in
any way.
Biden himself assured Chinese
President Xi Jinping in a virtual
summit meeting last November
that the U.S. will not seek to change
China’s political system or direct
its alliances against it. And when
he telephoned Xi last September,
Biden, according to a U.S. background briefer, sought to explain
American actions toward China “in
a way that [is] not misinterpreted as
… somehow trying to sort of undermine Beijing in particular ways.”
Similar reassurances are em-

bedded in the Biden Indo-Pacific
strategy document, which declares
that, “Our objective is not to change
the PRC [People’s Republic of
China] but to shape the strategic environment in which it operates…”
Contrast that with the administration’s publicly declared goal to
“see Russia weakened,” including
triggering its economic collapse and
degrading its military capabilities.
With Biden willing to give China
a pass on its expansionist policies,
the risk is growing that Xi will make
Taiwan his next target after his regime’s success in swallowing Hong
Kong, redrawing the geopolitical
map of the South China Sea and
changing the territorial status quo
in the Himalayas.
Not once, not twice, but three
times in recent months Biden has
said that the U.S. will militarily
defend Taiwan, only to have his senior officials on each occasion walk
back his comments. While creating
international confusion afresh on
that issue during his Tokyo visit,
Biden played down the possibility
of China invading Taiwan, saying,
“My expectation is that it will not
happen.”
But by appeasing China, Biden
may invite such aggression. Indeed,
Biden’s deepening of U.S. involvement in the Ukraine conflict offers
Xi an opening to move on Taiwan at
an opportune time when a distracted
America is taken by complete surprise. Through rising bullying, Xi is
already normalizing China’s hostile
pressure on Taiwan.

Nothing better illustrates
Biden’s efforts to appease China
than Taiwan’s exclusion from his
newly unveiled Indo-Pacific Economic Framework for Prosperity.
The White House has offered no
credible explanation for omitting
this economic powerhouse, which
is a hub of global semiconductor
production.
Taiwan’s exclusion shows how
Biden, by bending over backwards not to antagonize Beijing,
is sending mixed messages about
U.S. commitment to that island
democracy. Prioritizing Ukraine’s
defense over Taiwan’s, Washington
has informed Taipei that the 2022
scheduled delivery of an important
U.S. artillery system would be
delayed until 2026 at the earliest.
Commerce Secretary Gina Raimondo, meanwhile, referred to Taiwan
by the demeaning name of “Chinese
Taipei” while listing it as one of the
founding members of the newly
established Cross-Border Privacy
Rules Forum.
Make no mistake: Xi is unlikely
to be deterred by the harsh U.S.led sanctions against Russia. The
Chinese economy is 10 times larger
than the Russian economy, and
enforcing sanctions against China
would cause serious economic
disruptions in the West and upend
global supply chains.
In this light, the mixed messages
from Washington could lead Xi to
believe that Biden lacks the strategic vision and political will to
defend Taiwan against a Chinese
attack.
More fundamentally, Biden is
quietly dismantling, brick by brick,
the Trump administration’s China
policy without drawing attention
to it. U.S. pressure on Xi’s regime
is gradually being eased. Examples
include letting it off the hook over
its great COVID-19 stonewall and
dropping fraud charges against the
daughter of the founder of China’s
military-linked Huawei Technologies.
Despite the FBI director publicly

warning that Chinese spying in the
U.S. has reached unparalleled levels, Biden has effectively disbanded
the “China Initiative,” which was
intended to empower the Justice
Department to combat Beijing’s
vast espionage campaign.
Biden may now target the
Trump-era trade tariffs on $370
billion worth of Chinese goods,
telling reporters in Tokyo that he
was considering rolling them back.
As a first step in that direction, his
administration has initiated a legally required review of the tariffs,
which were slapped on as part of a
strategy to use economic levers to
weaken China — a kind of death
from a thousand cuts.
Rolling the tariffs back would
break Biden’s promise not to unilaterally lift them unless China
improved its behavior on issues
of U.S. concern — from its unfair
trade practices to its theft of intellectual property. Team Biden has
already condoned Beijing’s failure
to meet commitments in the socalled Phase One trade deal with
Washington. It also has reinstated
exemptions from Trump-era tariffs
on 352 products imported from
China.
America’s trade deficit with China, meanwhile, continues to swell,
jumping over 25 percent in 2021
to $396.6 billion. It now makes
up nearly 60 percent of China’s
total global trade surplus, which
has become the main engine of
its economy, besides financing its
warfare machine.
Continuing to underwrite China’s economic and geopolitical
power not only means that the U.S.
has yet to learn from how it aided
the rise of a hostile giant; it also
is likely to accelerate America’s
relative decline.
*****
Brahma Chellaney is a geostrategist and the author of nine
books, including the award-winning
“Water: Asia’s New Battleground”
(Georgetown University Press).
Follow him on Twitter @Chellaney.

“Forever Stamps” while they are
still somewhat affordable.
As a businessman and a fellow
Republican, DeJoy should know
that raising prices generates fewer
customers and can lead to less
revenue. The same holds true for
unnecessary postage increases.
They will not only deter individuals
from using the mail, but will also
drive away businesses, newspapers,
nonprofits, and charities—all of
which generate more than half of
all postal revenues.
The Postal Service already anticipates losing 42 percent of mail

volume over the next decade, driven partly by massive rate increases.
Additional unnecessary postage
hikes could lead to a huge loss in
revenue that will jeopardize the
survival of the Postal Service itself
and its workforce of 650,000 Americans, many of whom are veterans.
Whether it brings something as
special as a handwritten card or
something as necessary as medication, the U.S. Postal Service
is the only institution capable of
going the last mile to reach, serve,
and tangibly link every American.
Some claim that private couriers
like FedEx and UPS could replace
the U.S. Postal Service, but that’s
simply not true.
The Postal Service is unique in
that it’s obligated to serve every
American. It processes more than
425 million pieces of mail (not including packages) each day, delivering them to and from a staggering
163 million delivery points in all
of the country’s more than 41,000
zip codes. The Postal Service goes
the last mile, no matter how rural
or remote the address—and that’s

something no private courier could,
or would, do.
What can be done to right the
ship? First and foremost, the recently passed postal reform legislation
can’t be ignored by Postal Service
leaders.
There are new members of the
Board of Governors who should
push to challenge DeJoy’s plans.
At the same time, the Postal Regulatory Commission needs to review
the freedom it gave to the Postal
Service to raise rates.
But if none of these things happen, Congress needs to step in and
take action.
Neither snow, nor rain, nor heat
will stop the Postal Service, but
excessive rates and reduced service
just might.
*****
Former Congressman Kevin
Yoder (R-Kan.) is executive director of Keep US Posted, an alliance
consisting of consumer interests,
newspapers, nonprofits, industry
groups and businesses advocating
for a strong, affordable, reliable
Postal Service.

Congress just delivered major postal reform legislation,
so why is the US Postal Service completely ignoring it?

By Kevin Yoder
After the massive mail slowdowns and postage hikes of 2021,
Congress took action to financially
stabilize the U.S. Postal Service by
passing a historic, bipartisan postal
reform bill. The bill freed the Postal
Service from an unreasonable 2006
law demanding that it pre-fund
retiree health benefits 75 years in
advance — a requirement that put
billions of dollars on the Postal Service’s balance sheet each year and
motivated it to keep hiking postage
rates while reducing services.
Congress passed the 2022 postal
reform legislation with the intent
to strengthen this critical service
and help the Postal Service avoid
additional large rate increases and
service cutbacks. However, Postal
Service leadership has seemingly
decided to stamp Congress’s message “return to sender.”
The very same day President
Biden signed the monumental postal reform legislation, Postmaster
General Louis DeJoy announced
his plans to increase postage prices
at an “uncomfortable rate” for some

Maramis

time to come. Specifically, DeJoy
and the Postal Board of Governors
intend to increase stamp prices
again in July, again next January,
and as often as twice each year after
that. And they can, thanks to a recent Postal Regulatory Commission
ruling giving DeJoy the power to
initiate postage rates that outpace
inflation.
In just a decade, Americans
could be paying well over $1 to
mail a single letter. Unless Congress takes action again to hold the
Postal Service accountable, let’s
just say we should all be buying

(Continued from Page 21)
forthcoming to fill in the gaps, many people
suffered greatly awaiting those funds that
never showed up.
In the meantime, our borders were still
open and those who did not have access to
enter this country legally kept coming. It
seemed like they had more access to what
was needed than those who lived here. We
saw how crazy things seemed to be getting
but as a country we did nothing to stop it.
Then schools were closed down, making
it impossible for children to get the education
they needed, and even though they needed to
depend on their parents or others to homeschool them, such discipline was lax. Their
parents had all they could do to find ways to
still earn a living by not being allowed to go
in to their usual jobs. Some were allowed to
work from home, but everyone could not.
Many who were just a few years from retirement were left to wonder how they would
manage. People were losing their homes,
couldn’t pay their rent, and more and more
people were becoming homeless.
In the meantime, supplies and food were
disappearing from store shelves; notices were
being posted to limit talking just two or three
of certain items. Toilet paper was getting
scarce. Just as in war days past, people were
once again hoarding it. People were hoarding
all they could, but it seemed it would never

be good enough.
We were even given instructions for how
to wipe down the food items we got delivered from those home-delivery-only grocery
stores. Many were wiping down everything
they touched and then washing their hands
as if their life depended it.
Things would look better for a time, than
the mask-needing would flare up again; the
churches were off limits while the casinos
were open for business. Restaurants really
tried to keep going and provide some little
respite from the closed-down country; many
tried and many failed.
People where told to hunker down in their
homes, to not mingle with their friends, to
not even shop in stores. We were encouraged
to do without many things and to go out as
seldom as possible, but always with a mask.
Mostly, we were more than encouraged to
get vaxxed. The elderly were to be first, or
those who were immunocompromised, while
they were planning to work their way through
every adult and even the little children. Parents were talked into having their little ones
vaxxed as well, and all the while, people were
dying from their vaccines, maybe even more
than from catching the virus. And people
were being fired and not even allowed into
some places for lack of that vax.
Sadly, many lives were in the balance,
depending on not catching the COVID virus
that was not under our control. We heard

different stories about where this bug came
from and how it got to infect the whole world.
We could not escape it. People were dying;
the hospitals couldn’t handle the workload.
Doctors and nurses were getting to be at a
premium.
There was no more fun, no more mingling with our friends, no more goodies
fresh made at our bakeries. Transportation
was nowhere near normal or natural. Even if
things looked like they were getting better,
were they really?
We had been living in a war zone for
almost two years, Sometimes it would flare
up, than it would seem to wind down. Then
we heard that it had been planned way before it happened; supplies for the testing for
COVID had already been ordered before we
even knew it was the pandemic of all time,
even worse than the one in 1918. We got to
thinking maybe we had been duped into this.
Who planned this pandemic? Who kept it
going? Why would anyone do such a thing?
There’s an old saw about how to track
down the truth. No doubt you’ve heard it:
Follow the money. Who has gotten rich
or richer from this pandemic? Who is still
reaping a fortune from necessary items that
are being forced upon the public? Who is
pushing the vaccines even though they have
not been proven to work? Who is making it
look like they are helping the world, while
what they are really doing is helping people

to fall into line with what they want them to
say, to think, and to do?
We have been in this war way before we
even knew it was going on and the war isn’t
over yet, but there’s hope if enough people
are sick of the way we’ve been treated, sick
of how the truly sick have been treated and
left to die by not doing the right thing for
them, and by not having what we need to take
care of ourselves. Maybe it’s time for some
kind of counterattack, which hopefully can
be something like a plan for a new world,
a better world, a parallel universe (as some
people might say) in which what we can offer
each other is “only the good stuff,” and none
of the bad.
When we need something the government
can’t or won’t give us, or we refuse to accept,
we can supply it for ourselves; and when the
government forces us to take something we
do not want, enough of us can form the resistance and not be intimidated; and so on and so
on, joining our forces till we have whatever
we need and are able to break free from the
way we have become to become really free!
Enough is enough! God bless our efforts
to be truly free!
*****
Maramis Choufani is the Managing Editor of the Las Vegas Tribune. She writes a
weekly column in this newspaper. To contact
Maramis, email her at maramistribune@
gmail.com.
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Remembering the
times of Bob Anderson

By Sandy Zimmerman
Photos by Sandy Zimmerman,
Las Vegas Tribune
The 3-in-1, at the South Point,
was very special because Bob Anderson rekindled the past not as his
present unforgettable impression of
Frank Sinatra in “Frank, The Man,
The Music” but as himself when he
began singing tributes to many of
the famous stars. This was the song
book which made him famous as
the “First Singing Impressionist.”
Bob Anderson sang a wide variety of songs, all of these in one
evening — “I Only Have Eyes
for You,” “Once in a Lifetime,”
“Learning the Blues,” “Rules of
the Road,” “Don’t Go Away Mad”,
“It’s Impossible,” “Mac the Knife”
and “San Francisco,” “Moon River,” “Room Without Windows,”
“Everybody Loves Somebody
Some Time,” “What Kind of Fool
am I?” “Come Back to Me,” “Don’t
Get Around much Anymore,” “I am
a Singer,” “Saturday Blues,” “Never Going to Fall in Love Again,”
“Just Say It’s Me That You Adore,”
“The Laughs on Me,” “Green Grass
of Home,” and more numbers.
The audience enjoys more than
just the songs of the past, Bob personalized each song by reflecting

on his own life intertwined with
stories about the stars matched with
singing their music. Those who
were there in the audience at the
Palazzo for “Frank, The Man, The
Music” or South Point can see why

Bob Anderson is so successful. He
strives for perfection! You’ll immediately say that’s Sammy Davis,
Jr., Andy Williams, Tony Bennett,
Dean Martin, Frank Sinatra, Tom
Jones, or whoever the star, they are

recognizable.
For additional information visit
the website: www.bobanderson.
com. Announcement Bob Anderson
mentioned that his “Frank, The
Man, The Music” production show

will be appearing on Broadway
next year and is also planning a
world tour.
As Bob Anderson explained,
“Frank was one of the few stars
who epitomized all those eras of the
’50s, ’60s and ’70s. “This is about
the Golden Age of the Strip when
all the famous people played here
and I’m the last guy who touched
that era. What made the Strip so
famous were the entertainers that
worked the strip.”
As a television talk show host,
interview celebrities on the red
carpets and show openings. After
being invited to Bob Anderson’s
opening at the top of the Dunes,
in Las Vegas, in 1985, I have interviewed/featured his career as
the First Singing Impressionist”
throughout the years.
Bob Anderson also produces/
stars in “Frank, The Man, The
Music” (Frank Sinatra), touring
the United States and Canada for
several years to open on Broadway
in 2020 following with a world tour.
*****
Sandy Zimmerman’s Promotions. For Information, Questions,
Submissions, Streaming Interviews,
Contact: sandyzimm2003@yahoo.
com or 702-515-0846.
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Joni Torres, Spa Sales and Operations
Manager - Spa Aquae - JW Marriott Las Vegas

The JW Marriott Spa Aquae and Salon
offers wonderful experiences in Las Vegas
By Sandy Zimmerman
Las Vegas Tribune
Escape from the usual, enter a
world of pampering and indulge
yourself at JW Marriott’s exceptionally large (44,000 square foot)
Spa Aquae and Salon. They have
thought of everything you may
want from your head to toes for
men and women.
Thanks to Joni Torres, Spa
Sales and Operations Manager at
Spa Aquae and JW Marriott Las
Vegas for her streaming interview,
insights, and information about
the JW Marriott Las Vegas and the
Spa Aquae. She is arranging more
discounts and surprises!
Their exciting new world-renowned Gentlemen’s Tonic Barbershop is not like other barbershops,
some of the most ultra-luxurious
treatments are available. With the
feeling of being treated like a king
for the day, you can choose The
Mayfair Traditional Wet hot-towel
shave. They combine the signature
shave with additional steps including a combination of serums,
masks, and moisturizer. It’s those
extras that make it so special!
Men can choose a new hair style
or color. This visit can begin your
health regimen providing instructions how to stay fit as they are
experts with a full high-end line of
men’s award-winning products imported from London called the Core
Collection. There are other services
you can also choose: massages,
One of the new treatments available at Spa Aquae is the HydraFacial. Using a patented technology
to cleanse, extract, and hydrate, the
HydraFacial then uses super serums
made with nourishing ingredients
that create an instantly gratifying
glow delivering immediate, noticeable results that requires no social
downtime! This new 25-minute
treatment is $150 and will have
skin plump, primed, and ready
to go. To celebrate the addition
of the HydraFacial, the SpringReady Skin event takes place on
April 21 from 10 a.m. until 3 p.m.
The public can visit Spa Aquae to
receive a tour of the renovations,
receive a complimentary scientific
skin reading, as well as lip & eye
perk treatments. Additionally, there
are 12 spots open on April 21 to be
one of the first to receive the new
HydraFacial. Guests who book
these 12 spots in advance or day-of
(based on availability) will receive
a complimentary Home Care kit
valued at more than $160 contain-

ing full size products from HydroPeptide, leaders in nourishing and
cutting-edge skincare, including
the Makeup Melt, Lip Service and
LipLock Hydrator, as well as a gift
bag and spa headband. Those who
attend the public event and book
a future appointment will also
receive a complimentary gift from
HydroPeptide when they return
for their treatment, while supplies
last. Gentlemen’s Tonic offers
high-end hair and skin retail items
as well as upscale Barber Shop
experiences for luxury travelers in
world-wide locations.
This is a cutting-edge wellness
center that caters to couples and
individuals alike all in the name
of healing. The first floor features
a renovated Salon, and Men’s and
Women’s locker rooms, refreshed
indoor water features, enhanced
sauna and steam rooms, plus a new,
elevated Fitness Center with free
weights, state-of-the art machines,
and cardio equipment, including
Peloton cycles. Also located on the
first level, the popular hydrotherapy pool (opening in May) with
access from both locker rooms.
The second floor welcomes guests
for the ultimate in renewal with a
revamped Relaxation Room, more
than 20 refreshed treatment rooms,
including Barbershop Hours: 10
a.m. to 5 p.m. Thursday through
Sunday; Fitness Center: 9 a.m. to
5 p.m. Daily; Spa & Salon: 9 a.m.
to 5 p.m. Daily;
To make an appoint at Spa
Aquae or Gentlemen’s Tonic,
please call 702.869.7807 or visit
SpaAquaeLV.com.
Thanks to Joni Torres, Spa
Sales and Operations Manager at

Spa Aquae and JW Marriott Las
Vegas for her streaming interview,

insights, and information about the
JW Marriott Las Vegas and the Spa

Aquae.
We discussed the men first because of Father’s Day but the JW
Marriott didn’t forget the ladies!
*****
Award-winning Syndicated
Columnist Sandy Zimmerman
features Streaming Interviews/
Academy Awards & Other Red
Carpets; Award-Winning: Sandy
wrote and produced the “John &
Marsha” All American Burger
Chain TV commercial Winner of
the “Award of Excellence” by the
Las Vegas Advertising Federation.
Sandy produced/directed/wrote
“Truffles, Wine and Castles Tour
of Northern Italy” and “Discover
China” travel specials named
“Travel Shows of the Week.” For
information, questions, comments
please contact Sandy Zimmerman
at sandyzimm2003@yahoo.com or
702-515-0846.
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Public asked to keep ﬁreworks
celebrations ‘Safe and Sane’

‘You Light It, We Write It’ effort to ﬁght illegal ﬁreworks to resume over July 4th Holiday

With the July Fourth holiday fast approaching, Clark County and partnering
agencies are asking the public to follow the
rules regarding ﬁreworks.
“Safe and sane” ﬁreworks are the only
type of consumer ﬁreworks allowed in Clark
County and the local cities and only from
June 28 through July 4 each year when
nonproﬁt groups are allowed to sell them
for fundraising purposes at locally licensed
and inspected stands. The inter-agency “You
Light It, We Write It” campaign to educate the
public about what’s allowed and not allowed
— and the penalties if caught using illegal
ﬁreworks — will be active over the July
Fourth holiday. Information about the initiative is available at www.YouLightItWeWriteIt.Vegas. Starting this year, offenders caught
using illegal ﬁreworks in unincorporated
County areas will face an increased minimum
ﬁne of $500, up from $250. The Nevada State
Legislature authorized the County to increase
the ﬁnes for illegal ﬁreworks during the 2021
session. The legislation allows for ﬁnes of
up to $10,000 for large amounts of illegal
ﬁreworks found within the community.
“The use of illegal ﬁreworks in neighborhoods over the Fourth of July has been
a growing problem that we need the community’s help to solve,” said Clark County
Commissioner Marilyn Kirkpatrick, who has
been active in working to address the issue.
“As residents come and go from the Las Vegas Valley in upcoming weeks, we ask you
not to buy illegal ﬁreworks sold by vendors
outside our area for use here. If you plan to
use ﬁreworks in your family celebrations,
please only buy safe and sane ﬁreworks from
the local booths that are approved to operate
over the holiday.”
All ﬁreworks, including those labeled
“safe and sane,” are a concern during the
spring and summer months when the threat of
wildland ﬁre is highest in Southern Nevada.
Neighborhood concerns about noise, litter,
and the use of illegal ﬁreworks purchased
outside the Las Vegas Valley are common.
No ﬁreworks of any kind are allowed at Clark
County Wetlands Park and other local parks,
or on public lands in the region including
Mount Charleston, Lake Mead and Red Rock
Canyon. Ofﬁcials caution that even approved
”safe and sane” ﬁreworks can cause ﬁres and
injuries and should only be used with adult
supervision.
In addition to the County, partners in the
“You Light It, We Write It” effort include the
area cities, the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police
Department and Nevada Highway Patrol. As
part of the effort, the public is asked to report
illegal ﬁreworks complaints online at www.
ISpyFireworks.com instead of calling 911.
Complaints logged on the ISpy ﬁreworks site
are for data collection purposes only — they
do not result in a police dispatch. The misuse
of 911 to report ﬁreworks complaints, instead
of life-threatening emergencies, bogs down
the local police and ﬁre dispatch center and
can reduce response times to emergencies.
The public may call 311 to report illegal
ﬁrework complaints but responses are prioritized based on available resources. In 2021,
the ISpy site logged 21,134 complaints from
June 28 through July 4, including 13,447
on July 4.
“July Fourth is one of our busiest nights of
the year for accidents and ﬁres,” said Clark
County Fire Chief John Steinbeck. “We need
the public’s support in keeping celebrations
safe and sane, and we also need to remind
the public not to call 911 to report complaints about illegal ﬁreworks because 911
should only be used to report life-threatening
emergencies.”
Ofﬁcials say the best way to ensure that
ﬁreworks aren’t illegal is to buy them from
local vendors authorized to sell “safe and
sane” ﬁreworks during the permitted, seven-day sales period that beings June 28. No
ﬁreworks are allowed after midnight on July
4. Fireworks sold at TNT or Phantom Fireworks booths this season have been tested
and approved in the local jurisdictions to
ensure they don’t leak, burn too hot or project too high in the sky. The sales booths are
inspected over the holiday for compliance.
“Safe and sane” ﬁreworks generally include
sparklers and ﬁreworks that keep to a small,
circular area on the ground and don’t explode
in the air. Illegal ﬁreworks include ﬁrecrackers, Roman candles, and sky rockets — anything made of highly combustible materials.
Fireworks purchased from vendors located
outside Clark County are likely to be illegal
including those purchased from vendors in
Pahrump, Amargosa Valley and the Moapa
Band of Paiutes.
Residents are encouraged to support the
annual “You Light It, We Write It” effort
by sharing information about the campaign
with friends and neighbors. Flyers and TV
PSAs in English and Spanish are available
on the campaign’s website, along with a list
of professional ﬁreworks shows that gets
updated regularly as the holiday approaches.
Residents also are encouraged to support the

campaign by sharing participating agencies’
content on social media and using the hashtag
#youlightitwewriteit. The website offers
safety tips for people planning to use safe and
sane ﬁreworks. Recommendations include:
—Be Courteous: Let your neighbors know
ahead of time if you plan to celebrate with
ﬁreworks so the noise doesn’t surprise them.
Clean up litter left behind by ﬁreworks.
—Be prepared in case of ﬁre. Have a
pre-connected garden hose handy.
—Use ﬁreworks on ﬂat, hard surfaces
such as parking lots and cul-de-sacs away
from buildings, vehicles, dry brush and
bystanders.
—Place discharged ﬁreworks into a bucket of water overnight to make certain they do
not re-ignite.
—Closely supervise children and pets;
maintaining a distance away from the ﬁreworks that are being ignited minimizes the
possibility of injury. Do not let children ignite
ﬁreworks.
—Beware of sparklers. These can be popular items to give young children, but they
can cause clothes to catch ﬁre and serious
burns.
Coordinate lighting the items so that everyone in the group anticipates when they will
be set off and won’t be surprised.

*****
Secretary Buttigieg, Gov. Sisolak
celebrate infrastructure and
start of I-15/Tropicana project
U.S. Transportation Secretary Pete Buttigieg joined Nevada Gov. Steve Sisolak,
Nevada Department of Transportation
(NDOT) Director Kristina Swallow, and
other business, labor, and community leaders
this week to announce the ofﬁcial start of the
I-15/Tropicana Design-Build project.
“The I-15/Tropicana Interchange project
is one of the most impactful projects in Nevada history,” said Director Swallow Tuesday
at a kick-off event overlooking the project
footprint from Allegiant Stadium.
The multi-year, $305-million project,
which will create more than 4,600 jobs, was
funded in part with money from the bipartisan Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act,
signed by President Biden in 2021.
“We’re improving a road design that was
set up long before Las Vegas looked the way
that it did,” Buttigieg said. “Modernizing this
intersection is going to help more people to
get to where they need to go more safely,
more efﬁciently and more reliably.”
The Tropicana/I-15 interchange opened
more than 60 years ago and though it has
been updated several times it has outlived

its useful life.
Gov. Sisolak noted the improvements are
going to reduce crashes and improve mobility
at the gateway to the Las Vegas Strip. He also
touted the nearly $30-million for the project
that comes from the IIJA.
“We’re going to see 2.7 billion dollars
heading (to Nevada) just for the highway
piece alone in federal funding in the next ﬁve
years,” he said.
Improvements of the I-15/Tropicana
Interchange project include:
—Widening Tropicana Ave. to four lanes
from west of Dean Martin through Las Vegas
Blvd.
Raising the Tropicana Ave. bridge over
I-15 to meet modern height requirements.
—Lengthening the Tropicana Ave. bridge
to accommodate future widening of I-15.
—A new HOV half-interchange on the
south side of Harmon Ave.
—A new alignment for Dean Martin Dr.
under Tropicana for improved trafﬁc ﬂow.
—New pedestrian walkways, lighting,
and safety enhancements, including widening
sidewalks from 5’ to 10’.
New Active Trafﬁc Management (ATM)
signs on I-15 between Warm Springs Rd. and
Flamingo Rd.
*****

DON’T
RISK IT!



Getting caught using illegal
fireworks could result in big fines.

The use of illegal fireworks in local neighborhoods over the July 4th holiday poses
serious public safety risks. Illegal fireworks cause fires, injuries and air pollution, and
are a source of thousands of noise and nuisance complaints from seniors, pet owners
and people suffering from post-traumatic stress. Offenders caught using illegal
fireworks in Clark County face a minimum $500 fine. Fines of up to $10,000 can be
imposed for large amounts of illegal fireworks found within our community.

ONLY FIREWORKS
LABELED
“Safe & Sane”
Are Allowed & Only
June 28 – July 4

WHEN LOCAL NONPROFIT
GROUPS MAY SELL THEM
AS FUNDRAISERS.
Fireworks purchased outside
Clark County and Las Vegas
are likely to be illegal.

Please DON’T Call
9-1-1 to report illegal
fireworks complaints.
KEEP 9-1-1 FREE FOR
LIFE-THREATENING
EMERGENCIES.

Instead, report illegal fireworks online at:

www.ISpyFireworks.com





Information is used to collect data & plan
future law enforcement action. You may call
3-1-1, the police non-emergency number, to
report illegal fireworks but be patient on busy
nights like July 4th.

Learn more: www.YouLightItWeWriteIt.Vegas
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Nevada JobConnect to host
a week full of hiring events

Nevada JobConnect invites jobseekers to
multiple hiring events happening next week
at Nevada JobConnect ofﬁces across the
Las Vegas Valley. Jobs include pallet tech,
recycler, guest room attendants, insulation
installer, special education, event sales associate and welcome ambassador.
Preregistration is encouraged, and walkins are welcome. Job seekers should go online to register with EmployNV.gov and click
on “Find a Job.” Once registered and logged
in, search for the corresponding job numbers.
Alliance Environmental Group is hiring
on Wednesday, June 8, 2022, from 8:30 a.m.
to 1:00 p.m. at the Henderson JobConnect,
4500 E. Sunset Rd., Henderson, NV. Beneﬁts include 401(k), 401(k) matching, dental
insurance, employee assistance program,

health insurance, health savings account, life
insurance, paid time off, referral program and
vision insurance. Offers weekly pay depending on experience (D.O.E.).
Job number - 603963 - Asbestos Abatement Supervisors — Pay is $22.00 - $28.00
p/hour D.O.E.
Job number - 604548 - Asbestos Abatement Workers — Pay is $18.00 - $26.00 p/
hour D.O.E.
Job number - 604584 - Insulation Installers — Pay is $17.00 - $20.00 p/hour D.O.E.
LAZ Parking is hiring to ﬁll full-time
positions on Thursday, June 9, 2022, from 11
a.m. to 2 p.m. at the Henderson JobConnect,
4500 E. Sunset Rd., Henderson, NV. Multiple openings for each position and some
positions offer a hiring bonus.

Job number - 604263 - Hotel Bellman —
Pay $11.00 p/hour + tips
Job number - 604259 - Welcome Ambassador (Door/Valet/Bell) — Pay $10.50 p/
hour + tips
Job number - 604872 - Lot Attendant —
Pay $14.00 p/hour
Job number - 604873 - Special Event Staff
— Pay $12.00 p/hour
Legends Attractions is hiring for multiple
full-time and part-time positions on Friday,
June 10, 2022, from 10 a.m. to 3 p.m. at
Nevada JobConnect, 3405 S. Maryland Parkway, Las Vegas. These exciting merchandise
sales positions are located at The Colosseum
Caesars Palace and Zappos Theater at Planet
Hollywood Resorts and Casino.
Job number - 603311 - Event Sales Asso-

ciate — Pay is $14.50 p/hour
For more information or to speak with a
Nevada JobConnect representative call (702)
486-0129.
Job seekers can get one-on-one help
with resumes, job referrals, and training by
visiting their nearest JobConnect ofﬁce. Job
seekers who are out of work or looking to
change careers are encouraged to register
with Nevada’s largest database of jobs at
EmployNV.gov.
Job seekers can get one-on-one help
with resumes, job referrals, and training by
visiting their nearest JobConnect ofﬁce. Job
seekers who are out of work or looking to
change careers are encouraged to register
with Nevada’s largest database of jobs at
EmployNV.gov.

WE’RE HIRING!
Seeking candidates who love Music, Sports,
Merchandising and a passion for guest service.

Caesar’s Colosseum has been named Billboard’s “Top Entertainment Venue Worldwide” since 2005.

WE’RE HIRING!

Te Colosseum is located in the heart of the Las Vegas Strip.
Deemed the“Home of the Greatest Entertainers in the World”.

Event Sales Associate

Warehouse Clerks

Job Description here: bit.ly/3wFWIZw

Warehouse Supervisors:
Floor Supervisors and Receiving Supervisors
Job Description here: bit.ly/3aiVjzg

Job Description here: bit.ly/3M8WHTa

WHEN
June 3rd and June 10th
10 am-3 pm

WHERE
Nevada Job Connect Ofce
3405 S. Maryland Parkway,
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169

WHEN
June 6th and June 15th
10 am-3 pm

WHERE
Nevada Job Connect Ofce
3405 S. Maryland Parkway,
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169

UPCOMIN
EVENTS G

Sting, Ke
Pitbull, U ith Urban,
FC Fight
Week,
Miranda
Lambert
, John
Legend,
Sha
Rod Stew nia Twain,
art, NFL
Pro
Bowl, an
d more!

Hiring Event
Wednesday, June 8, 2022
8:30 am - 1:00 pm
Henderson JobConnect
4500 E. Sunset Rd. Suite 40
Henderson, NV 89014
Alliance Environmental Group, LLC. is now hiring for the following:

Thursday, June 09, 2022
Nevada JobConnect Henderson
4500 E Sunset Rd Ste 40, Henderson, NV 89014
11:00 AM—2:00 PM
Please see a JobConnect Representative for a referral
Walk-ins are always welcome!
MULTIPLE OPENINGS FOR EACH POSITION.

-

Asbestos Abatement Supervisors: 4 Positions ($22 - $28 DOE) / EmployNV #: 603963
https://tinyurl.com/3maxkbx5

-

Asbestos Abatement Workers: 15 Positions: ($18 - $26 DOE) / EmployNV#: 604548
https://tinyurl.com/2p8c3b66

-

Insulation Installers: 2 Positions: ($17- $20 DOE) / EmployNV #: 604584
https://tinyurl.com/cdem6nrp
***OFFERS WEEKLY PAY***

Benefits: 401(k), 401(k) matching, Dental insurance, Employee assistance program, Health insurance,
Health savings account, Life insurance, Paid time off, Referral program & Vision insurance.

Welcome sign goes orange
for gun violence awareness
The Welcome to Fabulous Las Vegas
sign went orange in support of National Gun
Violence Awareness Day.
“Far too many Americans are losing their
lives to gun violence,” Commissioner Michael Naft said. “We all must do more to keep
ﬁrearms out of the hands of dangerous people and encourage safe and responsible gun
ownership. Our community knows all too
well the cost of failing to act on this issue.”
Commissioner Naft and volunteers with
Moms Demand Action for Gun Sense in
America, part of Everytown for Gun Safety,
turned on orange lights on the Welcome sign
this morning. Ofﬁcials also are calling upon

residents to wear orange today and during
the next few days in support of this effort.
Orange is the color that 15-year-old Hadiya Pendleton’s friends wore in her honor after
she was shot and killed in Chicago in 2013.
Orange is also the color that many hunters
wear in the woods to make themselves more
visible to other hunters and help prevent them
from being accidentally shot.
The light bulbs, which are usually yellow, surround the border of the sign. Like
the famed Las Vegas Strip, the Welcome to
Fabulous Las Vegas sign is in unincorporated
Clark County.
*****

*POTENTIAL SIGN ON BONUS FOR CERTAIN POSITIONS

EMPLOYNV JOB #604263 HOTEL BELLMAN $11.00/hr – FT + tips
EMPLOYNV JOB #604259 *WELCOME AMBASSADOR (Door/Valet/Bell) $10.50+ tips FT
EMPLOYNV JOB #604872 LOT ATTENDANT $14.00 FT
EMPLOYNV JOB ORDER #604873 SPECIAL EVENTS STAFF $12.00 FT

This is Your Time
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By Doug Dickerson
“…And what does the Lord
require of you? To act justly and to
love mercy and to walk humbly with
your God.” — Micah 6:8
I’d like to dedicate this time and
space to the Class of 2022. Whether
you’ve just graduated from high
school or college, your accomplishment is to be commended.
Congratulations!
In the Netflix documentary, The
Movies That Made Us, in the episode about the movie Back to the
Future, screenwriter Bob Gale has
this to say as he reflects on making
the movie: “Time is the only thing
money can’t buy. And it can’t be
replaced in any way. Time only
goes one way so far, and we never
get it back. You never know what
the future will bring.”
That time has been on your side
and has brought you this far is a
blessing. For that, you can be thankful. But the question that lingers
that you need to ponder is what will
you do with the time — the hours,
days, weeks, months, and years
that are before you? How will you
use this time that is on loan to you?
I’d like to offer up a few suggestions and words of advice for you

DoUg DICkErsoN
to consider. And my hope is that
you will find a path forward with
a purpose that makes wise use of
your time.
Serve causes greater
than yourself
One of the first lessons leaders
has to learn and perhaps the hardest
is that it’s not about you.
You live in a world that in many
ways is broken, hurting, and divided. Use your time to serve people
and causes greater than you so that
when your days are over you can
look back and say that you may
not have changed the world but

you helped change your world and
you left it better than you found it.
Don’t be afraid to fail
The greatest accomplishments
in your life more often than not are
realized on the other side of failure.
At an early age Walt Disney was
fired from a newspaper for “lacking
ideas,” Albert Einstein had the label
“mentally slow” put on his permanent school record, and Michael
Jordan was cut from his high school
basketball team. No one looks at
these individuals as failures, but
rather they are remembered for
their outstanding accomplishments.
Thomas Edison said, “ I have

BEHIND THE MIKE

Hope Is Never Lost

By Michael A. Aun
Hope is the mother of miracles… a gift of love. The ancient
Arabic proverb suggests that “It
cannot be lost but can be conveyed
to others!”
When you are well into your
seventh decade on earth, you end up
saying goodbye to a lot of people.
Age is not the only thing that enters
the equation. In my half century in
the insurance business, thousands
of lives have passed on my watch.
You end up bidding a lot of people
adieu.
Many of the people I have
eulogized over the years were not
particular friends. They simply had
no one to see them off to their great
reward. As their insurance agent,
that task often fell to me to fulfill
as no one else is jockeying to do
the deed.
Speaking is public is the number
one fear in the world today and has
been since they started clocking
time. Death itself is fourth on the
list… while speaking in public has
always been numero uno.
Go figure… people would rather
die than give a speech. What can
you say about people you barely
know? About all you can do is
offer hope.
Afterall, funerals are for the
living not the deceased. Funerals
are an opportunity to say to people
what you should have said to them
when they were alive.
Hope is being able to cast some
light in a sea of darkness, particularly with tragic or unexpected deaths.
Hope replaces hopelessness in the
simplest of terms I can understand.
Hope makes things seem possible while faith enables great things
to be accomplished. Remember,
surviving everything through this
point is a feat. Every situation in
life is but temporary… especially
life itself.
In the grand scheme of things,
we are but a speck on the backdrop
of time searching for meaning.

MICHAEL A. AUN
Even the pain of death is but another step in the process.
I choose to focus on hope when
saying farewell to others. Sometimes it is all you have left to offer.
My grandfather Eli Mack, Sr. told
me on his deathbed that fear is nothing but an absence of knowledge,
a lack of information. I was only
11 years old at the time, but never
forgot his advice though I had no
idea what he meant.
We try to make sense of death no
matter how much notice we get. All
I know is that hope is stronger than
fear and I choose to invest myself

there. It is what gives us the right to
live under the shelter of faith.
Hope is seeing life despite all
the darkness that surrounds us. I
recently woke up early on a Friday
morning for a launch off the coast
of Florida. What I noticed the most
that day was not the magnificence
of the launch itself but the glorious
quiet of the sky which was a perfect
backdrop to all the stars.
The waves of stars that illuminated the skies that day did not
diminish the glory of the launch.
Instead, it provided hope for the
rest of a wonderous day.
Each star is a seed of hope, happiness, and love.
When the day marches to an end,
hope does not disappear. Instead, it
offers an opportunity that tomorrow
may even be better. In any event, we
should have the strength to hang on
until it does.
Hope does not always last, but it
is never lost. Never give up hope. It
is a sanctuary of cover for a better
tomorrow.
*****
Michael Aun is a syndicated columnist and writes a weekly column
for this newspaper. To contact Michael Aun go to www.aunline.com.

not failed. I’ve just found 10,000
ways that won’t work.” In life, we
come to expect failure. It will be
a great teacher for you. The only
thing that makes you a failure is after you get knocked down you don’t
get back up. In life, learn to fail
forward and you will be just fine.
Don’t let anyone define your
worth or put a lid on your
goals a dreams
Your purpose and destiny in life
are just that — yours. And you must
not allow anyone — especially your
critics, to define your worth and
dim the light of your dreams. You
have not been placed on this earth
by accident and you have a destiny
to fulfill.
What God has spoken to you,
placed in your heart, and the passion that’s been ignited in you was
not a conference call. It was birthed
in your heart. Not everyone will
understand it, but always remain
true to it.
Act justly, love mercy,
and walk humbly
As you embark on this new jour-

ney and season in your life, many
will be looking at you. Some with
a dose of skepticism and others
with optimism. This is your time to
step up — but not with arrogance
or pride.
This is your opportunity to act
justly — be a model to those around
you by the way that you serve a
broken world. It’s your time to step
up and love mercy and show mercy
to a world that can be so cruel. And
finally, walk humbly (remember,
it’s not about you).
Final Thoughts
None of us are promised tomorrow. We only have the time that we
have been gifted each day to make
a difference and change our world.
My prayer for you, the Class of
2022, is that you will serve each
day to the best of your God-given
abilities and be a force for good.
*****
Doug Dickerson is a syndicated
columnist. He writes a weekly column for this newspaper. To contact
Doug Dickerson go to www.dougdickerson.net.

Bob Beckett
Attorney At Law

Elected 5 terms as Nye County District Attorney
Practice areas
Criminal defense, Personal injury, Bankruptcy
and debt, Car accident, DUI and DWI
Licensed for 29 years
AVVO CONTRIBUTIONS
Beckett knows Nevada criminal law
— especially how to get the most out of
the probation/monitoring system.
Beckett provides very effective and
personable service — His fees are also fair

During these Covid-19 days, the Urantia Book Study
Group has taken to Zoom, as many other meetings
have. As always, this high-level discussion group
is for all faiths, all ages,and all those seeking
answers to their unanswered questions.
Call 775-505-5058 for details

(702) 334-4886

OUT WITH CABLE. IN WITH SAVINGS.

Get a 100 AT&T Visa® Reward Card† when you sign up for DIRECTV SELECT ™ Package or above.
$

MUST MAINTAIN SVC & REDEEM W/IN 75 DAYS (CARD IN 4 WKS). Ends 8/15/18. Restrs apply. See below for offer details.

SELECT

™

All Included Pac kage

35

$

00

MO.
Plus taxes.

For 12 Months w/ 24-mo. agmt. Autopay
& Paperless bill req’d. $78/mo. in months
13-24 (subject to change).*

INCLUDES:
Over 150 channels
Monthly fee for a
Genie® HD DVR

EARLY TERMINATION FEE OF $20/MO. FOR EACH MONTH REMAINING ON AGMT., $35 ACTIVATION, EQUIP. NON-RETURN & ADD’L FEES APPLY.
New approved residential customers only (equipment lease req’d). Credit card req’d (except MA & PA).

Ask me how to
Bundle and save.
CALL TODAY!

IV SUPPORT HOLDINGS LLC

855-977-8411

SELECT ALL INCLUDED PACKAGE OFFER: Ends 8/31/18. Available only in the U.S. (excludes Puerto Rico and U.S.V.I.). 1st & 2nd Year Pricing: $35 for first 12 mos. only. After 12 mos. or loss of eligibility then-prevailing rate applies (currently $78/mo. for SELECT All Included) unless canceled or changed prior to end of the promo period. Pricing subject to change. $5/mo. Discount: Must enroll in autopay & paperless bill within 30 days of TV activation to receive bill credit starting in 1-3 bill
cycles. First-time credit will include all credits earned since meeting offer requirements. Must maintain autopay/paperless bill and valid email address to continue credits. No credits in 2nd year for autopay/paperless bill. Includes: SELECT All Included TV Pkg, monthly service & equipment fees for one Genie HD DVR, and standard pro installation. Exclusions: Price excludes applicable use tax expense surcharge on retail value of installation, custom installation, equipment upgrades/add-ons (min. $99
one-time fee & $7/mo. fee for each extra receiver/DIRECTV Ready TV/Device), and certain other add’l fees & charges. Different offers may apply for eligible multi-dwelling-unit and telco customers.
DIRECTV SVC TERMS: Subject to Equipment Lease & Customer Agreements. Must maintain a min. base TV pkg of $29.99/mo. Programming, pricing, terms and conditions subject to change at any time. Some offers may not be available through all channels and in select areas. Visit directv.com/legal or call for details. Offers may not be combined with other promotional offers on the same services and may be modified or discontinued at any time without notice. Other conditions
apply to all offers. †$100 REWARD CARD: Requires purchase of qualifying TV package (min. $35/mo promo price after discount that start w/i 3 bills & may req. AutoPay) through card fulfillment. Qualifying Packages: SELECT or above. Select locations. For new residential customers in the U.S. (excludes Puerto Rico and U.S.V.I.). Residents of select multi-dwelling units are not eligible for this offer. Reward Card: Will be sent letter with redemption requirements. Redemption req’d w/in 75 days from
reward notification mail date. Reward Card delivered within 3-4 weeks after redemption to customers who maintain qualifying service from installation date and through reward fulfillment. Card expires at month-end 6 mos after issuance. No cash access. For cardholder agreement, go to rewardcenter.att.com/myrewardcard/agreement_FSV.pdf. AT&T Reward Card issued by U.S. Bank National Association, pursuant to license from Visa U.S.A. Inc. May not be combined with other promotional
offers on same services and may be modified or discontinued at any time without notice. Offer ends 8/15/18.
©2018 AT&T Intellectual Property. All Rights Reserved. AT&T, Globe logo, DIRECTV, and all other DIRECTV marks contained herein are trademarks of AT&T Intellectual Property and/or AT&T affiliated companies. All other marks are the property of their respective owners.
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Social Security awareneSS

Why smart people take Social Security at 62

There are four big reasons it makes sense to claim your benefits ASAP!
By Christy Bieber
Motley Fool
When should you claim Social
Security benefits? That’s tough to
answer, especially since 91 percent
of older adults don’t understand the
factors that determine how much
their Social Security benefits will
be.
You can claim Social Security
benefits any time starting at age 62,
but your standard benefit amount is
based on retiring at full retirement
age (FRA) — which is 67 if you
were born after 1960. For each
month before FRA that you claim
benefits, benefits will be reduced,
while benefits will increase for
each month you delay after FRA,
up until age 70.
Because Social Security provides guaranteed income for life,
many financial experts advise you
wait as long as possible to claim
your benefits. But there’s also an
argument to be made that smart
people claim benefits at 62 instead
of putting off their claim. Here are
four reasons why it makes sense to
claim Social Security as soon as
possible.
1. Claiming early makes early
retirement possible
Claiming Social Security when
you’re 62 could make early retirement affordable when it wouldn’t
otherwise be.
If you’re miserable at work — or
can’t work anymore due to health
issues or an inability to find a job
— claiming Social Security so you
can leave the workforce could save
your sanity or your life.
Even if you don’t hate your job,
studies have shown a link between
early retirement and improved
health outcomes.
One Dutch study found men
who had taken early retirement
were around 2.6 percent less likely
to die during the next five years
compared with men who stayed in
the workforce, while other research
found extra years of retirement reduced the risk of serious conditions,
such as heart disease, by as much
as 20 percent. That research noted
the “retirement effect on health is

beneficial and significant.”
Smart people who want to reap
these benefits of early retirement
will claim Social Security at 62, if
that’s what it takes to make leaving
the workforce possible.
2. Claiming early makes retirement more enjoyable
Early retirement tends to be the
most enjoyable part of retirement
for most seniors because they’re
still young and healthy enough to
do activities they enjoy. Because
these activities — like travel —
require money, smart people claim
benefits at 62 so they’ll be able to
do the activities they want while
they still can.
More than one-third of current
retirees responding to a Nationwide retirement survey said health
problems were stopping them from
having the retirement they had
hoped for. Among recent retirees
responding to that same survey, 80
percent indicated their health issues
occurred earlier than planned.
While a small number of retirees
— around 23 percent — said they
wished they had waited to claim
Social Security so they would
have more money to handle health
issues, claiming benefits before

you’re sick means you’ll have more
cash to enjoy life while you still can.
Ideally, you should make a plan
to cover healthcare later in your retirement years — such as investing
in a health savings account — and
use your Social Security income
starting at 62 to indulge your passions before it’s too late.
3. If you wait, you may not live
long enough to break even
One of the best arguments for
delaying Social Security benefits
is that you’ll have a larger guaranteed income for the rest of your life
once you eventually begin claiming
benefits. The problem is, you’ll also
have a number of years when you
get $0 in benefits that you’d have
otherwise received.
You need to account for these
missed benefits when you factor in
whether you should delay claiming.
There’s some simple math you can
do to find out how long it will take
you to break even if you delay benefits. You can also refer to this chart,
which shows the number of years it
would take to make up for missed
benefits with extra income you get
by delaying your claim.
If your benefit at a full retirement
age of 67 would be $1,404, claiming

at 62 would reduce your benefit to
$983 — but you’d get five extra
years of benefits. It would take you
11.7 years of receiving a higher
benefit starting at 67 to make up
for those years of missed benefits.
You’d be 78.7 before you broke
even. The only problem is, a 2021
report from the National Center for
Health Statistics estimated average
life expectancy for Americans in
2020 at 78.6.
Sure, you might live longer —
but you might not. And if you don’t
live long enough to break even,
you’ve given up extra income that
could have made the life you did
have left more enjoyable.
4. Rising costs of living mean
future benefits buy less
A dollar today is worth more
than a dollar tomorrow, thanks to
inflation. This is true of Social Security benefits, too. While benefits
are supposed to keep pace with rising costs due to an annual cost-ofliving adjustment, the metric used
to measure annual Social Security
raises doesn’t accurately reflect
actual rising costs in the spending
categories where seniors put most
of their money.
Social Security cost-of-living in-

creases are based on the Consumer
Price Index for Urban Wage Earners
and Clerical Workers (CPI-W), but
urban wage earners and clerical
workers don’t spend as much of
their income on housing and medication as most seniors do.
Unfortunately, both healthcare
and housing costs are rising faster
than Social Security cost-of-living
adjustments.
This means that the Social Security benefits you’ll get when you’re
67 or 70 won’t buy as much as the
Social Security benefits you’d get
five or eight years earlier at age 62.
Claiming benefits as early as possible, before rising costs further erode
the actual value of Social Security,
just makes sense.
What’s the best
choice for you?
While all of these arguments are
powerful ones for claiming benefits
at 62, there are some caveats. First,
if you work before full retirement
age, your Social Security benefits
could be reduced. You’ll get credit
for this reduction later, but there’s
no sense in claiming benefits early
if you’ll immediately lose them
anyway because you’re still working and earning too much income.
Retiring and claiming benefits
early can also pose risks, including
the potential that you’ll have too
little money to live on later in retirement if you don’t have enough
savings. You can’t live on Social Security alone — especially if you’ve
claimed at 62 and taken a reduced
benefit — and you don’t want to
retire until you’re sure you have
the money you need to sustain you.
But if you have enough to live
on and you’ve decided you want
to leave the workforce, claiming
benefits at 62 is likely a smart move
so you can start reaping the rewards
of all those years of Social Security
taxes you paid.
*****
Christy Bieber is a former college teacher. Textbook contributor.
Personal finance writer. Passionate
advocate of smart money moves to
achieve financial success.

Three sad facts about Social Security

America’s most important social program isn’t in the best shape.

By Sean Williams
Motley Fool
It could be rightly argued that
Social Security is America’s most
important social program. Not to
take any light away from Medicare,
but there’s simply no program out
there more directly responsible
for keeping retired workers out of
poverty than Social Security. According to the Center on Budget and
Policy Priorities, Social Security’s
monthly stipends ensure that 15.1
million seniors remain above the
federal poverty line.
However, Social Security isn’t
as glorious as it might appear on
the surface. It harbors three sad
facts that working Americans and
retirees need to come to terms with.
1. Social Security is in deep
trouble
The first cold hard truth about
Social Security is that it’s in deep
trouble. Though retirees have been
counting on Social Security’s consistently for nearly eight decades,
the program itself is just 16 years
away from a major change.
According to the report from the
Social Security Board of Trustees,
the Old-Age, Survivors, and Disability Insurance Trust will begin
paying out more in benefits than it’s
collecting in revenue beginning in
2022. That means the projected $3
trillion in asset reserves will also
begin to dwindle.
It’s expected to take just 12
years, until 2034, before Social
Security’s asset reserves are completely exhausted.
What does that mean exactly?
The good news is it doesn’t mean
Social Security is going bankrupt.
Since a vast majority of revenue is
derived from the 12.4 percent payroll tax on earned income, working
Americans will continue to fund
Social Security ad infinitum, barring a fundamental change in how
the program is funded by Congress.
However, it does mean that

the current payout schedule isn’t
sustainable. Estimates from the
Trustees report call for an acrossthe-board cut to benefits of up
to 23 percent by 2034 should no
additional revenue be raised or cuts
passed along. That would slash the
current average payout of $1,404 a
month down to just $1,081 a month,
in current dollars.
And if you’re looking for a single factor to blame for this mess,
don’t. it’s a combination of multiple
factors that includes:
—The ongoing retirement of
baby boomers, which is pressuring
the worker-to-beneficiary ratio;
—A steady lengthening in life
expectancies since Social Security
came into existence;
—Growing income inequality,
which is allowing higher-income
folks to live longer, and draw a
bigger monthly payout, than lower-income people;
—Years of Federal Reserve-induced monetary easing that reduced
the interest earning power of Social
Security’s asset reserves; and
—Congress’ inability to agree
on anything.

2. Most seniors are way too
reliant on Social Security income
The second sad fact is that seniors are currently, and expected
to remain, far too reliant on Social
Security income during retirement.
According to the Social Security
Administration, the average retired
worker should expect to have about
40 percent of their working wages
replaced by the program. There is,
of course, some wiggle room in
there based on your lifetime earnings. For example, if you’re a high
income-earner, you might have
about 25 percent of your working
wages replaced. Comparatively, if
you’re a lower wage-earner, Social
Security might replace more than
50 percent of your working wages.
However, the data shows that
most folks lean quite heavily on
Social Security. In total, 62 percent
of retired workers rely on Social
Security for at least half of their
monthly income, while 34 percent
of retirees expect it to provide 90
percent to 100 percent of their
monthly income, per the Social Security Administration. Both figures
are way too high, especially consid-

ering that in the previous point we
discussed the growing possibility
that benefits could be cut by up to
23 percent within the next 16 years.
Making matters even worse,
St. Louis Federal Reserve data
shows that personal saving rates in
America are a paltry 2.4 percent as
of December 2020. That’s a nearly
13-year low, and it’s just 0.5 percent
away from tying the all-time record
low. American workers aren’t saving much at all, and that’s a really
big problem for Social Security.
3. Most people don’t understand basic Social Security concepts
Finally, to top things off, most
folks don’t know very much about
Social Security. This sad fact means
that in addition to the program facing imminent problems within the
next two decades, workers’ lack of
knowledge could be causing them
to leave money on the table.
An informal, 10-question, truefalse online survey conducted by
MassMutual Financial Group in
2015 found that only 28 percent
of more than 1,500 respondents
passed (i.e., got at least seven out

of 10 questions correct). What’s
more, just one person answered all
10 questions correctly. Remember,
passing isn’t good enough, because
one incorrect answer could be the
difference between leaving money
on the table and making sure you
get every cent you deserve.
For example, a survey from
Fidelity found that only 26 percent
of respondents knew their full
retirement age. If you’d classify
yourself among the 74 percent who
didn’t know, your full retirement
age is the age at which the Social
Security Administration deems you
eligible to receive 100 percent of
your retirement benefit. It’s also
determined by your birth year.
Knowing your full retirement age is
imperative if you’re to understand
how much you’ll be paid from
Social Security during retirement...
yet 74 percent people have no idea
what their full retirement age is.
That’s frightening.
Knowing this, it’s perhaps not
too shocking then that 60 percent
of seniors enroll for benefits between ages 62 and 64, which is
well before their full retirement age.
Benefits can begin at age 62, or any
point thereafter, but they grow on a
monthly and annual basis for those
who wait, until age 70. It means that
seniors claiming between ages 62
and 64 are accepting a permanent
double-digit percentage decrease
in their monthly payout of up to 30
percent, depending on when they
claim and their birth year.
*****
Sean Williams has been A Fool
since 2010, and a graduate from
UC San Diego with a B.A. in Economics, Sean specializes in the
healthcare sector and investment
planning. You’ll often find him
writing about Obamacare, marijuana, drug and device development,
Social Security, taxes, retirement
issues and general macroeconomic
topics of interest.
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What You
Need To
Know
By Dr Nina Radcliff

Power of Relaxation
and Managing Stress
By Dr. Nina Radcliff, MD
You’ve most likely heard that a
little bit of stress is good for you.
Researchers generally agree that
in “just-the-right” amount, that
adrenaline rush can help you power
through a demanding day while
making you stronger and better able
to manage stress.
But there is a balance and managing your stress is critical to your
overall health and wellbeing. Prolonged stress and not getting the
stress relief needed, is one of the
biggest health concerns our nation
is facing today.
Stress Impacts Your Body,
Your Thoughts, Feelings,
and Your Behavior
When stress levels remain elevated over a period of time, it can
wreak havoc on your health. It can
zap your energy and concentration
and make you irritable, anxious and
depressed — which can add issues
to your relationships and projects.
Stress also weakens your immune
system, making you susceptible to
a variety of ailments. It’s linked to
upset stomachs, ulcers, acid reflux,
headaches, heart problems, sleep
loss, gastrointestinal disorders
and dementia. It can also lead to
poor eating behaviors, indulging
in excessive drinking, smoking, or
other drug use and abuse — and
too, burnout!

Stress Management
Today’s pace and challenges of
modern life makes stress management necessary for everyone. And
while most believe it feels good
to conquer the day, in the end,
it is equally important and more
beneficial to your health to find
the necessary balance your body,
mind and emotions need with stress
relief. It is critical to recognize your
triggers and take the time to relax.
Understanding the Power of
Relaxation & Stress Relief
Some associate relaxation with
“wasting time,” but in fact, regular
relaxation as a stress management
approach is vital. This is because
your body’s stress response can get
triggered so often throughout your
day and, if your body doesn’t return
to its regular state of relaxation
afterward, you can find yourself in
a state of chronic stress.
And while you cannot eliminate
or escape every stressor that comes
your way, it’s important you know
that you have tremendous power
and can take steps to relax. This
serves to relieve, reduce or actually avoid the effects that stress can
have on your mental, physical and
emotional health.
First, you must be honest with
yourself and recognize the toll
daily stress has on you. Next, plan
and take time to relax and recharge

(de-stress) from the demands of
your day, on a regular-to-daily
basis. And in whatever way works
for you (whether it’s reading books,
cooking, taking a walk, meditating,
listening to music, running...you
name it) know relaxing is much
healthier for you than you might
think. Relaxation:
—helps to protect your heart
—lowers your risk of catching
a cold by increasing your ability to
fight inflammation
—boosts your memory
—lowers your stroke risk
—helps to ward off depression,
sadness, anxiety
—supports better decision-making
Taking time to relax can help
you restore your body to its natural
state and can potentially help you
remain more resilient to stress that
you face in the future — you can
become less reactive to the stressors
that you face and can recover more

quickly from it, if you do react.
Some people think of relaxation
as sitting and watching television,
but having a more structured plan
for relaxation can be very helpful
in the face of stress. And while this
may work, to some degree, you can
also actively choose strategies that
build resilience rather than merely
distracting you from what’s creating stress for you on a given day.
For example, relaxing both your
body and your mind can be more
effective than either one on its own.
You may find listening to music,
meditating, reading books, walking
in nature, exercising or having fun
with your family and friends are all
excellent ways to relieve stress and
experience relaxation.
And too, along with stress management, maintaining a healthy lifestyle will help you manage stress
including consuming a healthy
diet, staying physically active, and
getting enough restful sleep. Make

a conscious effort to spend less time
in front of a screen — television,
tablet, computer or phone — and
more time relaxing in other ways.
Stress is ongoing — and stress
management needs to be ongoing.
By paying attention to what causes
your stress and practicing ways to
relax, you can counter most of the
toxic health effects of stress while
increasing your ability to cope with
demanding challenges.
*****
This article is for general information only and should not be
used for the diagnosis or treatment
of medical conditions and cannot
substitute for the advice from your
medical professional. Dr. Nina has
used all reasonable care in compiling the current information but
it may not apply to you and your
symptoms. Always consult a doctor
or other health care professional
for diagnosis and treatment of
medical conditions.
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