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“I may disapprove of what you say, but I will defend to the death your right to say it” — Voltaire

4th of July – Independence Day
By HistoryChannel.com
The Fourth of July — also
known as Independence Day or July
4th — has been a federal holiday
in the United States since 1941,
but the tradition of Independence
Day celebrations goes back to the
18th century and the American
Revolution. On July 2nd, 1776,
the Continental Congress voted
in favor of independence, and two
days later delegates from the 13
colonies adopted the Declaration of
Independence, a historic document
drafted by Thomas Jefferson. From
1776 to the present day, July 4th
has been celebrated as the birth
of American independence, with
festivities ranging from fireworks,
parades and concerts to more casual
family gatherings and barbecues.
The Fourth of July 2022 is on Monday, July 4, 2022.

My Point
of
View
By Rolando Larraz

History of Independence Day
When the initial battles in the
Revolutionary War broke out in
April 1775, few colonists desired
complete independence from Great
Britain, and those who did were
considered radical.
By the middle of the following
year, however, many more colonists
had come to favor independence,
thanks to growing hostility against
Britain and the spread of revolutionary sentiments such as those
expressed in the bestselling pamphlet “Common Sense,” published
by Thomas Paine in early 1776.
On June 7, when the Continental
Congress met at the Pennsylvania
State House (later Independence
Hall) in Philadelphia, the Virginia
delegate Richard Henry Lee introduced a motion calling for the
(See Fourth of July, Page 4)

Las Vegas declares a turf war
on lawns as drought worsens
By Phil Lavelle
LAS VEGAS (Reuters) — Las
Vegas is ripping up millions of
square feet of grass — including
greenery along the iconic strip
— as the city struggles with a decades-long drought made worse by
climate change.
Lawmakers last year outlawed
turf that is only decorative, and
property owners across the city are
replacing grass with a mix of artifi-

cial turf and desert-friendly plants.
The law does not apply to golf
courses or private houses, but new
homes are not allowed to use real
grass.
“The reality is that grass uses the
equivalent of 73 gallons of water a
year per square foot. That’s enough
water to put where we are completely underwater by 10 feet,” said
Bronson Mack from the Southern
(See War on Lawns, Page 2)

Happy belated birthday, Eric Blair; the dystopian
world you conjured is still here year after year
By Thomas Mitchell
“The centuries of capitalism
were held to have produced nothing
of any value. One could not learn
history from architecture any more
than one could learn it from books.
Statues, inscriptions, memorial
stones, the names of streets — anything that might throw light upon
the past had been systematically altered.” — “Nineteen Eighty-four”
I don’t know about you, but I’ve
taken to placing a little sticky note
over the camera atop my desktop
computer. If former FBI Director James Comey and Facebook
co-founder Mark Zuckerberg do it,

ERIC BLAIR

By Katherine Duncan
Special to the Las Vegas Tribune
Wongu means round ball. It
represents all elements that exist in
nature and suggests harmony within
and between all people. By extension, it also refers to the origin of
life as well as the seeds of Oriental
medicine. Fundamental to Oriental
medicine involves achieving balance and harmony in the lives of
patients as well as the healer.
Oriental medicine is one of the
oldest systems of medicine in history and has been used for thousands
of years to prevent, diagnose and
treat disease. It is based on the belief that qi (the body’s vital energy)
flows along meridians (channels)

in the body and keeps a person’s
spiritual, emotional, mental and
physical health in balance. Oriental
medicine aims to restore the body’s
balance and harmony between the
natural opposing forces of yin and
yang, which can block qi and cause
disease. Oriental medicine includes
acupuncture, diet, herbal therapy,
meditation, physical exercise and
massage. It is believed that to regain balance, you must achieve the
balance between the internal body
organs and the external elements of
earth, fire, water, wood and metal.
The Masters of Science in Oriental Medicine (MSOM) program
consists of 2,500 hours of didactic
training and 1,000 hours of clinical

By Wayne Allyn Root
The Supremes finally got one
right! God bless the US Constitution. This Roe vs Wade abortion
rights ruling is literally the perfect
decision. Although I am pro-life,
abortion is (and always has been) a
States Rights issue. Now red states
& blue states can go their separate
ways — just as the Founding Fathers envisioned. This was my exact
recommendation 15 years ago when
I campaigned for the Libertarian

Presidential nomination.
Now let me get to the good and
bad of this controversial decision.
Let me start with the bad. As
thrilled as I am with this decision,
I can’t help feeling disappointed
these same Supremes didn’t FIRST
overturn the 2020 election.
That 2020 election ruling was
far more important than this Roe
vs Wade abortion ruling — if it had
come first. If they had displayed the
(See Wayne Allyn Root, Page 2)

so will I. Big and Little Brothers
may be watching.
Happy belated 99th birthday,
Eric Blair.
On June 25 in 1903, Eric Blair
was born in India. This is not the
year overlook this propitious event,
because this is the year that gave us
the Department of Homeland Security’s Disinformation Governance
Board and its Russian hoax embracing director Nina Jankowicz.
Under the pen name George
Orwell, Blair penned the novel
“Nineteen Eighty-four.”
After a hailstorm of ridicule,
much of it comparing the new

DHS board to Orwell’s Ministry of
Truth and Big Brother, after three
weeks the disinformation board was
shelved. Purpose served.
When Orwell wrote “Nineteen
Eighty-four” he wasn’t forecasting
a particular date, he simply transposed the last two digits in 1948,
the year in which he wrote much
of the book. Though a life-long
socialist he despised the totalitarian
and despotic nature of communism,
fascism and Nazism.
He added to the lexicon: Big
Brother, thoughtcrime, newspeak,
doublethink, Room 101, as well
(See Eric Blair, Page 3)

Nevada’s 1st African-American to receive a Master of
Science in Oriental Medicine from Wongu University

training totaling 3,500 hours. The
entire program may be completed
in four years, but students have
up to eight years to complete the
program.
Oriental medicine (OM) is a
holistic practice that considers
the mind, body and spirit when
evaluating, treating and healing an
individual. The doctor of Oriental
medicine fully integrates both
Oriental medicine and Western
medicine approaches in recognizing
medical situations and addressing
both the resolution of symptoms as
well as addressing the whole person
to find the source of imbalances.
Nevada was the first state in
(See Danielle Lewis, Page 2)

Perfect solution to divide over Roe ruling: Divorce, American style
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Taxpayer funding for NFL, other pro
sports stadiums grows exponentially
By Jon Styf
The Center Square
Over the next nine years, more
than half of the stadiums in the
National Football League will
reach 30 years of age, or the age
at which stadiums are generally
replaced, according to economist
J.C. Bradbury of Kennesaw State
University in Georgia.
The model for replacement is
trending more toward the taxpayer-supported efforts being pitched
for the Tennessee Titans and Buffalo Bills than it is strictly team-owner funded stadiums such as the $5
billion SoFi Stadium in Los Angeles, home of the Chargers and Super
Bowl-champion Rams.
“The fourth wave of stadium
construction is upon us,” Bradbury
said. “And it’s going to be building
over the next few years and peaking at around 2030. That’s not just

TRIBUNE
VOL. 24, NO. 20
FOUNDER
Rolando Larraz
PUBLISHER
AND
GENERAL MANAGER
Perly Viasmensky
MANAGING EDITOR
Maramis Choufani
PRODUCTION
Don Snook
ASSOCIATE EDITOR
Colleen Lloyd
INVESTIGATIVE REPORTER
Kenneth A. Wegner

For advertising
rates, deadlines
call 702-426-6022
Las Vegas Tribune is published
weekly at 717 So. 9th Street,
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101.
Main Number: (702) 426-6022
RadioTribune Call-in Number
(702) 983-0711
Website:
LasVegasTribune.com
All rights reserved. Statements,
opinions and points of view
expressed by the writers are
their own and do not necessarily
represent those of the publisher. Information, including prices
and times, is considered correct
at the time of publishing but
may change without notice.
Las Vegas Tribune assumes
no responsibility for unsolicited
manuscripts, transparencies
or other submitted materials.
For return, please enclose a
self-addressed stamped envelope.
Las Vegas Tribune
published weekly by the
Tribune Media Group
David A. Rifkin, Executive Vice President

Quote of the Week:

“The bravest thing I ever
did was continuing my life
when I wanted to die.”
—Juliette Lewis

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.

Danielle Lewis was among the
medical students at Wongu to provide a free clinic every 1st Friday at
Harrison House, Historic Westside
to introduce Eastern medicine to the
underserved community.
Danielle is married and has two
beautiful children.

by Joanna Cagan and Neil deMause
in their book and his now website
“Field of Schemes.”
Bradbury said that it starts by
getting state and local lawmakers
on the same page to push a deal
through quickly, before the full
numbers are revealed and economists can tell the real story on
benefits projections.
And it doesn’t always work
like regular economics, where a
situation like the Washington Commanders could elicit a bidding war
between states and municipalities
such as Virginia, Maryland and
Washington, D.C.
“These coalitions don’t exist
to win a bidding war,” Bradbury
said. “These coalitions exist to
feel loved.
“… It’s a weird trifle relationship
that, as an economist, I have a hard
time understanding it.”
In both Nashville and Buffalo,
state, team and local leadership
worked together to push new stadium proposals.
Both included renovation estimates, which Titans CEO Burke
Nihill said could cost Nashville
more than $1.8 billion. Nashville,
meanwhile, decided not to invest
in its own estimates of renovation
costs.
Nissan Stadium in Nashville,
Tennessee will be replaced by a
new $2.2 billion domed stadium.
Taxpayers are being asked to help.
Both also included team-sponsored economic impact estimates
of a new stadium, like the Commanders Stadium, which did not
include many of the details of how

those numbers were created. The
Titans claimed nearly $30 billion
and 19,000 jobs in economic impact
over 30 years while the Commanders’ leaked report claimed $24.7
billion and 2,246 jobs in the area
by 2033.
Bradbury has called team-sponsored reports “predatory“ and went
further with the Titans report,
calling it “hot garbage” and “not
credible whatsoever.” His reasoning was because it was not peer
reviewed and it was conducted by
an unnamed “predatory consulting
firm” that he says was paid to give
positive feedback on the economic
impact of a new stadium and the
current Nissan Stadium.
Farren called the team-sponsored studies faulty “benefits-only
analysis” and said he believes that
no one in the public has seen the full
Commanders report because only
the cover page was leaked.
“They give you the big picture
results but they never give you the
methodology or analysis of how
they arrived at those conclusions,”
Farren said. “The reason is because they never do a cost-benefit
analysis.”
Those team-sponsored economic impact reports are then used
as legislatures and local councils
push through the taxpayer-funded
subsidies.
Why the public doesn’t win
Bradbury has compiled studies
on sports stadiums throughout the
country and economists have come
to a near-unanimous conclusion
that sports stadium subsidies do not
work as promised, regardless of the
individual circumstances of a team.
Bradbury has worked on an indepth analysis of a deal to build the
Atlanta Braves’ Truist Park and The
Battery entertainment district surrounding the home of the defending
World Series champions.
While the team has done well
financially, the stadium remains a
$15 million annual expense to Cobb
County residents despite the team’s
success both on the field and finishing second in the National League
in attendance behind the perennial
leaders, the Los Angeles Dodgers.
The Braves’ parent company,
Liberty Media, announced in its
earnings report earlier this year
(See Taxpayer Funding, Page 5)

(Continued from Page 1)
Nevada Water Authority, which is
responsible for water management
in Las Vegas.
A decade-long drought has also
prompted Chile’s capital Santiago
to abandon lush lawns in favor of

desert flora.
Nevada gets much of its water
from nearby Lake Mead, which also
supplies California, Arizona and
Mexico. But levels have dropped to
an all-time low due to a sustained
drought exacerbated by climate

change.
The Southern Nevada Water Authority sends patrols out each day to
film videos of homes wasting water.
Homeowners receive a warning or
fines if they are repeat offenders.
“Over the next three years here

in Las Vegas, they’re going to convert about 180 million square feet
of natural grass to azurescape. And
much of that is going to be artificial
turf,” said George Neagle from
SynLawn, one of the largest manufacturers of artificial landscapes.

(Continued from Page 1)
same courage in 2020 as they did
today, we’d be living in a completely different country.
A courageous Supreme Court
ruling then, would have saved
America from today’s radical,
treasonous, communist takeover.
Then, living in a free and prosperous country, under four more
years of a legitimate President
Trump, the Supremes could have
made the same courageous rulings
on Voter ID, gun rights and Roe
vs Wade. Wouldn’t that have been
wonderful? Wouldn’t that have
been perfection?
Instead they got Roe vs Wade
right, but our country has been decimated from a thousand directions.
So, it’s fantastic that you saved the
babies (at least in red states), but
that’s kind of a hollow victory, if
the U.S. economy is about to collapse; millions of poverty-stricken
and disease-carrying illegals are
pouring over our border; gas, meat
and chicken are unaffordable; diesel fuel and diesel engine oil are in
short supply; barren farmland will
soon lead to mass food shortages;
and the middle class is being systematically destroyed.
Saving the babies is great, but
this is kind of a pyrrhic victory,
don’t you think? It’s a case of the
chicken vs the egg (excuse the pun).
I’d rather we saved America first,
and then we could have made the

exact same Wade vs Roe abortion
ruling. Saving the children, but
losing the country is not a great
tradeoff.
But now to the good news. All is
not lost. This Supreme Court abortion decision is the first step toward
the solution I’ve been preaching for
what ails America.
I call my solution “DIVORCE,
AMERICAN-STYLE.”
It’s clear we are a nation terribly divided. It’s clear we can’t
live together. There is no longer
compromise possible- the divide is
too wide. There is no compromise
for open borders and “defund the
police.” There is no compromise for
forced vaccinations for babies and
little children. There is no compromise for abortion on demand. There
is no compromise for 20 percent
inflation and $10 gas. There is no
compromise for letting every rioter,
mugger, car jacker and murderer
loose, while we order FBI SWAT
teams to hunt down Republicans
who believe the 2020 election was
stolen. The days of compromise
are over.
So, the peaceful solution is to
separate. It’s time to go our separate ways. Let’s call it a “national
divorce.” Everyone is familiar with
divorce. Everyone has experienced
it — whether personally, or with
friends, family, or children. We all
know someone divorced.
Half of America is divorced. I’ve

been divorced. It’s not the end of
the world. It’s much better to admit
you don’t like each other, you can’t
live together anymore, and separate
peacefully. Everyone gets to walk
away and live the life they want.
It’s a win-win.
To leftist America I say: You can
have your high taxes; Soviet-like
regulations; Gestapo-like vaccine
mandates and vaccine passports;
Communist China-like banning
and censorship; lockdowns; masksfor-life; open borders; $10 gas;
unaffordable meat and your vegan
diet; no guns; defunded police;
transgender military; abortions on
demand; and schools turned into
communist brainwashing factories.
Good luck and God bless.
That’s not the America I
choose to live in. I’ll bet 80 million Trump voters agree with me.
This Supreme Court ruling will
propel the two bitterly divided
Americas towards my solution.
Red states will severely limit, or
ban abortion, while blue states will
expand limitless abortion towards
infinity- which will further encourage the division and mass migration
already happening.
Even before this ruling, millions
of conservatives, patriots, and
Christians were already moving,
or thinking of moving from hightax blue states like NY, California
and Illinois, to low-tax red states
like Texas, Florida, Utah, Nevada,

Arizona and Tennessee. “The Great
Migration” had already begun.
Now it will accelerate beyond
anyone’s imagination, as Christians escape abortion-on-demand
states, and radical leftist nutjobs
who crave the murder of babies,
forced vaccination of children, open
borders that enable child sex trafficking, and slaps on the wrist for
pedophiles, will move in massive
numbers to deep blue states. Good
riddance.
The only real question is whether we officially split up into red
America (let’s call it “The Patriot
States of America”) and blue America (let’s call it “The Socialist States
of America”). Or whether the split
is a bit more subtle.
But either way, the division,
separation and ultimately divorce
of America is coming. Sooner than
anyone imagined only a few days
ago before this Supreme Court
decision.
*****
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 to 7 p.m.
and the “WAR RAW” podcast. Read
Wayne’s commentaries and see his
videos at ROOTforAmerica.com

the NFL, that’s all the big sports
leagues.”
Before SoFi, the most recent
NFL stadium built was Las Vegas’
Allegiant Stadium, which received
$750 million in public funding only
four years after a new hockey arena
for the Las Vegas Knights was built
down the strip in 2016 with no taxpayer funding.
This year, the teams that struck
quick got deals done, Bradbury
said. While the Washington Commanders floated a stadium proposal
first – a $3 billion plan that included
a wavering amount of public funding from Virginia of $350 million to
$1 billion or more died for the year
in the Legislature on Thursday – it
is the Bills and Titans that look like
they will have new stadiums for the
2026 NFL season.
Buffalo received $850 million in
public funding with $600 million
from New York state and $250
million from Erie County for a new
estimated $1.4 billion stadium. The
Titans are expected to receive $500
million from Tennessee and $1 billion from state and Nashville taxes
for $1.5 billion in public funding on
an estimated $2.2 billion stadium.
That came after a 2017 Nash-

ville study estimated that Nissan
Stadium, completed in 1999, would
require $293.2 million in capital
improvements over 20 years.
“The Buffalo Bills are getting
extravagant subsidies,” said Michael Farren, a senior research
fellow at George Mason’s Mercatus
Center. “They were going to get the
biggest NFL subsidies ever. For
about one week they held that title.
… If the Senate version had gone
through, Virginia would have been
the new champion of overpaying
for stadium subsidies.”
Maryland, meanwhile, has
pledged $1.2 billion to split and
renovate the Baltimore Ravens’
M&T Bank Stadium (opened in
1998) and the Baltimore Orioles’
Camden Yards (opened in 1992).
Both the Denver Broncos, expected to soon be approved for
new ownership led by Walmart heir
Rob Walton and son-in-law Greg
Penner, and the Cincinnati Bengals
have already floated the idea of new
stadiums this spring.
The playbook
for public funds
Farren said the public subsidy
deals follow a road map learned
from previous teams, one identified

(Continued from Page 1)
America to legalize “Chinese
Medicine” as it was known in 1973.
Dr. Maggie Tracey, president of
Nevada’s Oriental Medicine Board
gave the commencement address to
nine graduating students in the June
2022 class making history, again.

Danielle Lewis

War on Lawns

Wayne Allyn Root
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Bill would give drone pilots same taxfree status as soldiers in combat zones
By Cole Lauterbach
The Center Square
New federal legislation would
give drone operators stationed on
American soil the same tax benefits given to soldiers stationed in a
combat zone.
U.S. Sen. Jacky Rosen, D-Nev.,
along with Sen. Marsha Blackburn,
R-Tenn., announced legislation
Wednesday that would expand
the Combat Zone Tax Exclusion
to remotely piloted aircraft crews

Eric Blair

(Continued from Page 1)
as the painted slogans: WAR IS
PEACE, FREEDOM IS SLAVERY
and IGNORANCE IS STRENGTH.
In “Nineteen Eighty-four” the
warring nations kept changing
enemies, sort of like today.
If you don’t think freedom is
slavery, consider the “Life of Julia“ — the Obama campaign video
that showed a woman relying on
government handouts from cradle
to retirement. Julia, by the way, was
the girlfriend of Winston Smith,
the main character in “Nineteen
Eighty-four.”
Ignorance is definitely strength,
not for us but for politicians who
the ignorant keep electing.
As for newspeak and doublethink, consider the language of
the Obama and Trump and Biden
administrations. Obama said we
were not fighting a war against
terrorists but trying to prevent
man-caused disasters. His Defense
Department (They don’t call it the
War Department anymore.) sent
out a memo saying: “this administration prefers to avoid using the
term ‘Long War’ or ‘Global War on
Terror’ [GWOT.] Please use ‘Overseas Contingency Operation.’” And
a man standing on a table, firing
a gun, shouting Allahu Akbar is
merely workplace violence.
Trump was going to attack
Iran for downing our drone, then
the called it off. He was going to
have ICE round-up immigrants
who had been ordered deported,
then he delayed it. He was going
to impose tariffs, then he did not.
During the election campaign he
took 141 policy positions on 23 issues over the course of 510 days. He
changed stances on immigration,
ObamaCare, entitlement programs,
gay rights, the Middle East and so
much more.
Biden’s bureaucrats’ budget language refers to “birthing people,”
not mothers.
Not to be outdone, the quacks
at the Nevada Legislature actually
passed AB287, which declares
that on public documents the term
mother is to be replaced with “person giving birth” and father with
“other parent.” The governor signed
it and there was no news coverage
of the event.
The Federal Reserve a year ago
put out a memo instructing staff to
use bias-free language. The memo
lists terms like “Founding Fathers”
and “manmade” as well as the
pronouns he and she as offensive.
Then there was the news media
blackout of all the Hunter Biden
monetary shakedowns, obscene
photos and racial slurs — never
mind the social media banning of
a former president and many others.
Trump was called a xenophobe
for suggesting the COVID-19 virus
came from a Wuhan lab, but now
that is widely accepted as possible.
Orwell wrote: “‘Who controls
the past,’ ran the Party slogan,
‘controls the future: who controls
the present controls the past.’”
Recently a law professor suggested editing from classroom
teachings the details of the Dred
Scott case in which the Supreme
Court ruled a Black man could
not file suit in court because he
was not a citizen. The prof wants
to omit language “so gratuitously
insulting and demeaning.” He said
assigning the case forces students
“to relive the humiliation of [Chief
Justice Roger] Taney’s language as
evidence of his doctrine of white
supremacy.”
How can there be any thoughtcrime if we are not allowed to use
certain words or study history?
People aren’t in the country illegally, they are merely undocumented.
And this too changes over time.
Once the word negro was the preferred and the politically correct
term, but now it is a slur.
“Don’t you see that the whole
aim of Newspeak is to narrow the

range of thought?” Orwell wrote in
“Nineteen Eighty-four.” “In the end
we shall make thoughtcrime literally impossible, because there will
be no words in which to express it.”
Today’s cancel culture is Big
Brother incarnate.
Statues are being torn down.
Books are banned. Military bases
are renamed. Social media posts
are censored. Speech is deemed
the same as violence. Silence is
also violence. But violence is
free speech. Any thought outside
the strictly proscribed is a crime.
Thoughtcrime literally.
The editorial page editor of The
New York Times was ousted after
fellow staffers demanded his scalp
for having the audacity to publish
an op-ed by a U.S. senator calling
for sending troops to quell rioting.
(It now has a lengthy editors’ note
atop it online disavowing much
of the op-ed’s content.) The editor of the Philadelphia Inquirer
was forced to resign for daring to
publish an opinion piece under the
headline “Buildings Matter, Too.”
When President Trump tweeted,
“When the looting starts, the shooting starts …” Twitter hid it behind a
warning label because it “glorifies
violence.”
Movies and television shows
are being canceled lest they offend
the snowflakes. Classic children’s
books are being ripped from the library shelves for being insensitive.
Bowing to racial sensitivity, the
Associated Press changed its stylebook to call for the capitalization
of the “b” in the term Black when
referring to people in a racial, ethnic
or cultural context. It was reasoned
that lowercase black is a color, not
a person. But the AP still uses a
lowercase “w” for white, whether
a color or a person. Affirmative
action run amok?
Back in 1975, David Goodman
wrote in The Futurist magazine that
100 of 137 Orwell predictions in
“Nineteen Eighty-four” had come
true. With the advance of computer
surveillance and drones, how many
more have come true?
In 1983, while working as the
city editor of the Shreveport Journal, I penned a soft feature tied to
the 35th anniversary of the original writing of Orwell’s “Nineteen
Eighty-Four.”
I observed in that piece that Orwell’s book was about a totalitarian
dystopia in which BIG BROTHER
WAS WATCHING YOU, suggesting this was like the infrared camera
equipped drones or huge network
of cybersnooping computers, long
before the NSA revelations.
“George Orwell respected language and railed against its abuse,”
I wrote in 1983. “He was particularly offended by the propaganda
— some of which he helped to write
for the BBC in World War II. He
saw firsthand the way the press was
tricked and subverted for political
purposes in the Spanish Civil War.
Battles that never happened. Heroes
who became traitors.”
In another piece posted here in
2013, I asked whether Orwell was
a satirist or a prophet.
Walter Cronkite in a foreword
to the 1983 paperback edition of
“Nineteen Eighty-Four,” claimed

the book has failed as prophecy
only because it has served so well
as a warning — a warning against
manipulation and power grabbing
and the loss of privacy in the name
of state security.
And Cronkite couldn’t resist
adding: “1984 may not arrive on
time, but there’s always 1985.”
Orwell himself called his book
a satire and took pains to correct
those who saw it merely as a denunciation of socialism.
In a letter written shortly after
the publication of the book, Orwell wrote, “My novel ‘Nineteen
Eighty-four’ is not intended as
an attack on socialism, or on the
British Labour party, but as a showup of the perversions to which a
centralized economy is liable, and
which have already been partly realized in Communism and fascism.
“I do not believe that the kind
of society I describe will arrive,
but I believe (allowing, of course,
for the fact that the book is a satire)
that something resembling it could
arrive. I believe also that totalitarian
ideas have taken root in the minds
of intellectuals everywhere, and
I have tried to draw these ideas
out to their logical consequences.
The scene of the book is laid in
Britain in order to emphasize that
the English speaking races are not
innately better than anyone else and
that totalitarianism, if not fought
against, could triumph anywhere.”
A Newsweek article in 2018
asked the question: “Is Trump
nudging America toward corrupt
authoritarianism?” Isn’t corrupt
authoritarianism redundant?
Back in 2008, when the Las
Vegas Review-Journal launched
its blogging section online, I engaged in a bit of self-indulgent
navel gazing in a column trying to
explain why. I leaned on Orwell
like a crutch.
I explained that I and other
newspaper scriveners were joining
the lowing herds browsing the ether

operating missions in combat
zones. The eligibility would allow
Air Force remotely piloted aircraft
missions flown out of Nevada’s
Creech Air Force Base in Indian
Springs to qualify.
The CZTE protects enlisted
members’ income from taxation if
they spend even a single qualifying
day in a combat zone. The exemption also applies to warrant officers
and officers, though it’s capped
for the latter. States that follow

the Internal Revenue Service’s tax
code on either a rolling or static
conformity would also exempt the
income.
“This bipartisan legislation
would ensure that servicemembers
at Creech Air Force Base conducting remotely piloted aircraft
operations in combat zones are
eligible for the same tax benefit as
others serving in combat zones,”
Rosen said.
(See Drone Pilots, Page 4)

— otherwise known as bloggers,
those free-range creatures who
mostly chew up the intellectual
property of others and spit out their
cuds online.
In an effort to find a rationale for
this otherwise irrational exercise I
grabbed Orwell’s “Why I Write“
essay from 1946, in which he lists
various reasons for writing.
First is sheer egoism: ”Desire to
seem clever, to be talked about, to
be remembered after death, to get
your own back on the grown-ups
who snubbed you in childhood, etc.,
etc.,” Orwell explains. “It is humbug to pretend this is not a motive,
and a strong one. Writers share this
characteristic with scientists, artists, politicians, lawyers, soldiers,
successful businessmen — in short,
with the whole top crust of humanity. … Serious writers, I should
say, are on the whole more vain
and self-centered than journalists,
though less interested in money.”
I think that was both a salute
and a sully to the profession of
journalism.
The second rationale, according
to Orwell, is aesthetic enthusiasm:
”Perception of beauty in the external world, or, on the other hand, in
words and their right arrangement.
Pleasure in the impact of one sound

on another, in the firmness of good
prose or the rhythm of a good story.
…” Orwell explains. “Above the
level of a railway guide, no book
is quite free from aesthetic considerations.”
Third is historical impulse: ”Desire to see things as they are, to find
out true facts and store them up for
the use of posterity.”
Finally, and probably most importantly, political purpose: ”Using
the word ‘political’ in the widest
possible sense. Desire to push the
world in a certain direction, to alter
other peoples’ idea of the kind of
society that they should strive after.
Once again, no book is genuinely
free from political bias. The opinion that art should have nothing to
do with politics is itself a political
attitude.”
Orwell wrote this shortly after
he penned “Animal Farm,” but
two years before “Nineteen Eightyfour.” He said “Animal Farm” was
his first conscious effort “to fuse
political purpose and artistic purpose into one whole.”
Orwell wrote against totalitarianism and for democratic socialism.
Ayn Rand wrote for free-market
capitalism.
Robert A. Heinlein wrote for
libertarianism.
Others espouse various “isms”
and objective journalism attempts
to eschew them, not always successfully.
So, what moves one to write?
As our master Orwell said, “All
writers are vain, selfish, and lazy,
and at the very bottom of their motives there lies a mystery.”
Everybody loves to unravel a
good mystery, right?
Happy birthday, Eric Blair.
Thomas Mitchell is a former
newspaper editor who now writes
conservative/libertarian columns
for weekly papers in Nevada.
You may email Mitchell at thomasmnv@yahoo.com. He blogs at
http://4thst8.wordpress.com/.
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Bipartisan group of attorneys general urge
crackdown on all THC ‘copycat’ products
By Tyler Arnold
The Center Square
A bipartisan group of attorneys general from 21 states are
urging Congress to crack down
on THC-infused edibles that look
similar to popular snack items
consumed by children.
Tetrahydrocannabinol, commonly shortened to THC, is the
chemical contained in marijuana
that produces the “high” feeling.
Between Jan. 1 and May 31 this
year, more than three-fourths of
calls to the National Poison Control
Center regarding single substance
exposure from THC edibles were
for patients 19 years old or younger,
according to the FDA. That was out
of 10,448 total calls.
The attorneys general are requesting that Congress allow
trademark holders to hold people
accountable if they produce THC
products that use packaging and
branding that mimics popular snack
food brands.
“As states across the country,
including my own, take steps to
legalize and regulate cannabis,
rules have been put in place to
protect children from unwitting
consumption,” Nevada Attorney
General Aaron Ford, who co-led
the coalition, said in a statement.
“However, there are those who

attempt to work around these rules,”
Ford added. “Copycat products that
mimic snacks and candy trademarks can entice children, leading
to situations that can threaten their
health and safety. We urge Congress
to pass legislation granting these
trademark holders the legal tools
needed to hold these counterfeiters
accountable.”
In their letter, the attorneys
general wrote that unlicensed people and businesses have produced
products that have package designs
similar to major snack brands, such
as Doritos, Cheetos, Oreos, Sour
Patch Kids, Nerds and others. According to the attorneys general, the

(Continued from Page 1)
colonies’ independence.
Amid heated debate, Congress
postponed the vote on Lee’s resolution, but appointed a five-man
committee — including Thomas
Jefferson of Virginia, John Adams
of Massachusetts, Roger Sherman
of Connecticut, Benjamin Franklin
of Pennsylvania and Robert R.
Livingston of New York—to draft
a formal statement justifying the
break with Great Britain.
Did you know John Adams believed that July 2nd was the correct
date on which to celebrate the birth
of American independence, and
would reportedly turn down invitations to appear at July 4th events in
protest. Adams and Thomas Jefferson both died on July 4, 1826 — the
50th anniversary of the adoption of
the Declaration of Independence.
On July 2nd, the Continental
Congress voted in favor of Lee’s
resolution for independence in a
near-unanimous vote (the New
York delegation abstained, but
later voted affirmatively). On that
day, John Adams wrote to his wife
Abigail that July 2 “will be celebrated, by succeeding Generations,
as the great anniversary Festival”
and that the celebration should include “Pomp and Parade… Games,
Sports, Guns, Bells, Bonfires and
Illuminations from one End of this
Continent to the other.”
On July 4th, the Continental Congress formally adopted
the Declaration of Independence,
which had been written largely by
Jefferson. Though the vote for actual independence took place on July
2nd, from then on the 4th became
the day that was celebrated as the
birth of American independence.
Early Fourth of July
Celebrations and Traditions
In the pre-Revolutionary years,
colonists had held annual celebrations of the king’s birthday, which
traditionally included the ringing
of bells, bonfires, processions
and speechmaking. By contrast,
during the summer of 1776 some
colonists celebrated the birth of
independence by holding mock
funerals for King George III as a
way of symbolizing the end of the
monarchy’s hold on America and
the triumph of liberty.
Festivities including concerts,
bonfires, parades and the firing of
cannons and muskets usually accompanied the first public readings
of the Declaration of Independence,
beginning immediately after its
adoption. Philadelphia held the
first annual commemoration of independence on July 4, 1777, while

Congress was still occupied with
the ongoing war.
George Washington issued double rations of rum to all his soldiers
to mark the anniversary of independence in 1778, and in 1781, several
months before the key American
victory at the Battle of Yorktown,
Massachusetts became the first
state to make July 4th an official
state holiday.
After the Revolutionary War,
Americans continued to commemorate Independence Day every year,
in celebrations that allowed the new
nation’s emerging political leaders
to address citizens and create a
feeling of unity. By the last decade
of the 18th century, the two major
political parties — the Federalist
Party and Democratic-Republicans
— that had arisen began holding
separate Fourth of July celebrations
in many large cities.
Fourth of July Fireworks
The first fireworks were used as
early as 200 BC. The tradition of
setting off fireworks on the Fourth
of July began in Philadelphia on
July 4, 1777, during the first organized celebration of Independence
Day. Ship’s cannon fired a 13-gun
salute in honor of the 13 colonies.
The Pennsylvania Evening Post reported: “at night there was a grand
exhibition of fireworks (which
began and concluded with thirteen
rockets) on the Commons, and the
city was beautifully illuminated.”
That same night, the Sons of Liberty set off fireworks over Boston
Common.
Fourth of July becomes
a Federal Holiday
The tradition of patriotic celebration became even more widespread after the War of 1812, in
which the United States again faced
Great Britain. In 1870, the U.S.
Congress made July 4th a federal
holiday; in 1941, the provision was
expanded to grant a paid holiday to
all federal employees.
Over the years, the political
importance of the holiday would
decline, but Independence Day
remained an important national
holiday and a symbol of patriotism.
Falling in mid-summer, the
Fourth of July has since the late
19th century become a major focus
of leisure activities and a common
occasion for family get-togethers,
often involving fireworks and outdoor barbecues.
The most common symbol of the
holiday is the American flag, and a
common musical accompaniment
is “The Star-Spangled Banner,”
the national anthem of the United
States.

Fourth of July

products often contain higher levels
of THC than allowed by state laws.
They claimed that these products
are intentionally designed to market
these products to children.
The letter provided examples
of when children inadvertently ate
THC-infused products. On March
2, in Virginia, three Virginia parents
took their children to the hospital
after they ate THC-infused snacks
that resembled goldfish at their

Drone Pilots

childcare facility. On August 3 in
Indiana, a toddler was hospitalized
after eating a bag of THC-infused
snacks that looked like Cheetos,
which had more than 600 milligrams of THC.
“As THC infused edibles become commonplace, some distributors have started advertising their
products to look like popular candy
and snack items,” Virginia Attorney
General Jason Miyares, who also
co-led the effort, said in a statement.
“Their deceiving appearance
and packaging can confuse young
children who come across them and
has led to an increase in accidental
consumption, putting their health at
risk,” Miyares added. “To address
this growing issue, I’m urging Congress, with a bipartisan coalition,
for a comprehensive legislative
solution.”
The letter noted that the attorneys general are not all in agreement on the best regulations for
THC products, but that they do
agree that “copycat” THC edibles
are a risk to children.
JM Pedini, the Virginia director

(Continued from Page 3)
The Nevada Democrat said in a news release that
RPA crews face retention and mental health problems
due to the stressors and intensity of their missions.
“Twenty-first Century warfare is increasingly conducted stateside, yet drone crews engaged in active
combat situations are not recognized as having served
in combat by the military and therefore do not receive
benefits or care commensurate with their service,”

for NORML, a group that supports
the legalization of recreational
marijuana, agreed with the crux of
the letter.
“Unregulated cannabis products packaged to look like famous
brands pose not only a substantial
risk to children, but to adults as
well,” Pedini told The Center
Square. “Consumers deserve to
know what they’re purchasing, and
far too often what’s on the label is
not what’s in the package,” Pedini added “We are proud to have
assisted Virginia in taking direct
policy action to prohibit lookalike
packaging and to provide consumers harmed by such deceptive products recourse through the Attorney
General’s Office of Consumer
Protections.”
Attorneys general from Alaska,
Arkansas, California, Colorado,
Connecticut, Florida, Kentucky,
Indiana, Iowa, Maine, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, New
York, Oregon, Oklahoma, South
Carolina, South Dakota, Vermont,
Virginia and Washington signed
onto the letter.

Blackburn said. “These service members experience
similar stressors to their colleagues who are physically
overseas and see similar horrific events play out, and
deserve to be treated as such. This legislation will
provide drone crews with a combat zone tax exemption
while they are actively supporting combat operations
from domestic locations.”
U.S. Rep. Steven Horsford of Nevada introduced
companion legislation in the House of Representatives.

Stavros ANTHONY
for Lieutenant Governor

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.

46 migrants found dead in
abandoned trailer in Texas
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By Eric Gay And Elliot Spagat
SAN ANTONIO (AP) — Forty-six people were found dead after
being abandoned in a tractor-trailer
on a remote back road in San Antonio in the latest tragedy to claim the
lives of migrants smuggled across
the border from Mexico to the U.S.
Sixteen people were hospitalized,
including four children.
A city worker heard a cry for
help from the truck shortly before
6 p.m. Monday and discovered the
gruesome scene, Police Chief William McManus said. Hours later,
body bags lay spread on the ground
near the trailer and bodies remained
inside as authorities responded to
the calamity.
San Antonio Mayor Ron Nirenberg said the 46 who died had
“families who were likely trying to
ﬁnd a better life.”
“This is nothing short of a horrific human tragedy,” Nirenberg said.
It’s among the deadliest of the
tragedies that have claimed thousands of lives in recent decades as
people attempt to cross the U.S.
border from Mexico. Ten migrants
died in 2017 after being trapped
inside a truck parked at a Walmart
in San Antonio. In 2003, the bod-

ies of 19 migrants were found in a
sweltering truck southeast of San
Antonio.
The home countries of the immigrants and how long they were
abandoned on the side of the road
were not immediately known.
South Texas has long been
the busiest area for illegal border
crossings. Migrants ride in vehicles
through Border Patrol checkpoints
to San Antonio, the closest major

city, from which point they disperse
across the United States.
Ofﬁcers arrived to ﬁnd a body
on the ground outside the trailer
and a partially opened gate to the
trailer. Three people were taken into
custody, but it was unclear if they
were deﬁnitively connected with
human trafﬁcking, McManus said.
Of the 16 taken to hospitals
with heat-related illnesses, 12
were adults and four were children,

said Fire Chief Charles Hood. The
patients were hot to the touch and
dehydrated, and no water was found
in the trailer, he said.
“They were suffering from heat
stroke and exhaustion,” Hood said.
“It was a refrigerated tractor-trailer,
but there was no visible working
AC unit on that rig.”
Those in the trailer were part of
a presumed migrant smuggling attempt into the United States, and the

investigation was being led by U.S.
Homeland Security Investigations,
McManus said.
Big rigs emerged as a popular
smuggling method in the early
1990s amid a surge in U.S. border
enforcement in San Diego and
El Paso, Texas, which were then
the busiest corridors for illegal
crossings.
Before that, people paid small
fees to mom-and-pop operators to
get them across a largely unguarded border. As crossing became
exponentially more difﬁcult after
the 2001 terror attacks in the U.S.,
migrants were led through more
perilous terrain and paid thousands
of dollars more.
Heat poses a serious danger,
particularly when temperatures
can rise severely inside vehicles.
Weather in the San Antonio area
was mostly cloudy Monday, but
temperatures approached 100 degrees.
Some advocates drew a link to
the Biden administration’s border
policies. Aaron Reichlin-Melnick,
policy director at the American
Immigration Council, wrote that he
had been dreading such a tragedy
(See 46 Dead Migrants, Page 6)

Texas governor blames Biden for
deaths of migrants found in truck

By Sarakshi Rai and Morgan Chalfant
The Hill
Texas Governor Greg Abbott (R) blamed
President Biden for the deaths of 50 migrants
in San Antonio on Monday.
Abbott shared a statement on Twitter after
the migrants had been found in a refrigerated
tractor-trailer near San Antonio, Texas, saying that the “deaths are on Biden.”
U.S. authorities said that those deceased
included 22 Mexicans, seven Guatemalans
and two Hondurans. The nationalities of the
other victims are yet to be identiﬁed.
According to Abbott, the deaths were a result of what he referred to as Biden’s “deadly
open border policies.”
He added that the incident shows the
deadly consequences of Biden’s “refusal to
enforce the law.”
However, White House press secretary

Taxpayer Funding
(Continued from Page 2)
that the team took in $526 million
in baseball revenue in 2021, along
with $42 million in revenue from
The Battery. The team had $457
million in expenses.
Economist Dennis Coates of the
University of Maryland, Baltimore
County, has studied the impacts of
professional sports franchises on
local economies extensively.
“Our ﬁndings were clear: Professional sports had no positive
impact on an area’s economy, and
actually harmed residents’ per capita incomes,” Coates wrote.
Farren said that it’s a process
that’s beneﬁcial to NFL owners,
who make money off the new stadiums, and politicians, who gain
political capital from the projects.
But local taxpayers are the ones
who pay.
“Billionaires generally in the
NFL are more than happy to accept
handouts from politicians and politicians get to hitch their wagon to
the media buzz surrounding the new
project,” Farren said. “It creates a
system where, honestly, a lot of economic growth is actually harmed
by the subsidies because you are
not putting it toward projects that
actually make sense. You’re putting
it toward big ﬂashy projects that
give policymakers a ribbon cutting
ceremony and a groundbreaking

ceremony and a contract signing
ceremony. None of this actually
leads to economy growth.”
In many cases, like Nashville
and the proposed Commanders’
deal, it creates a sports authority
that is in charge of the bonds and
ﬁnancing for stadiums.
A public records request shared
with The Center Square from Justin
Hayes, a communications specialist
and a concerned Nashville taxpayer, showed Metro Sports Authority
Board member Dan Hogan planning with Titans ofﬁcials on how
to promote the Titans’ deal as a
taxpayer savings that would lead to
$150 million that the city could use
for affordable housing in Nashville.
Hogan reasoned that the city
bonding $1 billion for the new
stadium was a savings from what
Nihill estimated the city was obligated to pay for renovations and
thus that “would represent an estimated $500M savings.”
Bradbury said that sports authorities are put into place to build
stadiums using public funds and
thus will perpetually be looking for
more public funding.
“They don’t exist to operate
and then turn out the lights when
they’ve ﬁnished their work,” Bradbury said. “Once they come into
existence, they need to stay relevant
and stay in existence.”

Karine Jean-Pierre pushed back against
Abbott’s rhetoric, telling reporters onboard
Air Force One on Tuesday that Biden was
“closely monitoring the absolutely horriﬁc
and heartbreaking reports” from San Antonio.
Asked to respond to Republicans blaming
Biden for the deaths, Jean-Pierre disputed
the characterization by Abbott and others
that Biden is implementing “open border”
policies, saying the administration is focused
on disrupting human smuggling networks.
“The fact of the matter is the border is
closed which is in part why you see people
trying to make this dangerous journey using
smuggling networks,” she told reporters. “We
are going to stay focused on the facts and
making sure that we hold these smugglers
accountable.”
She said Biden, who is overseas for
Group of 7 (G-7) and NATO summits, had

Source of funds
and bad math
Farren said that the rising sports
stadium subsidies – the Tennessee
think tank Sycamore Institute
showed this week the Titans expect
68 percent public funding of its
new stadium – are similar to the
increasing subsidies for electric
vehicle and battery plants across
the country.
“Mostly what we can blame for
it is American Rescue Plan because
it gave states hundreds of billions
of dollars to help restore their economy from the effects of COVID
but state ofﬁcials have played a
shell game with the money even
though the Treasury explicitly said
you can’t use this money for any
economic development purposes
except for helping restore a business who has been harmed by the
pandemic,” Farren said.
Tennessee, for example, has
come close to allocating all of its
$3.7 billion in ARPA funds on
projects, some of which would have
previously come from state funds.
That has allowed state funding to
go toward other spending, such as
the $500 million subsidy for the
Titans’ stadium.
Bradbury said politicians don’t
always do the correct math, either,
citing the fallout of the Carolina
Panthers’ planned new executive

been briefed on the situation and would be
updated.
Mexican President Andrés Manuel López
Obrador also criticized human trafﬁcking
and “a lack of control” at the U.S.-Mexico
border in his daily brieﬁng on Tuesday, the
BBC reported.
The tragedy that took place Monday night
is among the deadliest incidents involving
migrants attempting to cross the U.S.’s southern border in recent years. According to The
Associated Press, ten migrants died in 2017
after being trapped inside a truck parked at a
Walmart in San Antonio. In 2003, the bodies
of 19 migrants were found in a sweltering
truck southeast of the Texas city.
The Border Patrol shared last week that
U.S. border ofﬁcials in May apprehended
more migrants than in any other month since
records have been kept.

ofﬁces and training camp facility in
Rock Hill, South Carolina.
Rock Hill failed to obtain the
promised $225 million in bonds for
the facility and the Panthers then
dropped out of the deal.
The failed deal led to a lawsuit
this week, where York County is
accusing Panthers ownership of
misappropriating $21 million in
public restricted road funds to expand a roadway and instead spent
it on the headquarters and practice
facility, according to reporter Joe
Bruno of WSOC-TV.
Farren said that similar bad math
and a lack of transparency was
used in promoting the Command-

ers’ proposal in Virginia. Initially,
lawmakers passed a deal that they
estimated would be worth $1 billion
with no cap. Then, The Washington
Post reported that a $350 million
cap would be added.
But the economic impact report
estimated the project would bring in
$3.04 billion in taxes over 30 years.
“The estimate of how much the
team was going to get dropped from
one unsubstantiated claim of $1
billion to another unsubstantiated
claim of $350 million,” Farren
said. “We have nothing except that
quote and that news story to go on
because the language of the conference bill has not been released.”
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More than 1 million voters switch
to GOP in warning for Democrats
By Steve Peoples
and Aaron Kessler
WASHINGTON (AP) — A
political shift is beginning to take
hold across the U.S. as tens of thousands of suburban swing voters who
helped fuel the Democratic Party’s
gains in recent years are becoming
Republicans.
More than 1 million voters
across 43 states have switched to
the Republican Party over the last
year, according to voter registration
data analyzed by The Associated
Press. The previously unreported
number reflects a phenomenon that
is playing out in virtually every region of the country — Democratic
and Republican states along with
cities and small towns — in the
period since President Joe Biden
replaced former President Donald
Trump.
But nowhere is the shift more
pronounced — and dangerous for
Democrats — than in the suburbs,
where well-educated swing voters
who turned against Trump’s Republican Party in recent years appear
to be swinging back. Over the last
year, far more people are switching
to the GOP across suburban counties from Denver to Atlanta and
Pittsburgh and Cleveland. Republicans also gained ground in counties
around medium-size cities such as
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania; Raleigh,
North Carolina; Augusta, Georgia;
and Des Moines, Iowa.
Ben Smith, who lives in sub-

urban Larimer County, Colorado,
north of Denver, said he reluctantly
registered as a Republican earlier in
the year after becoming increasingly concerned about the Democrats’
support in some localities for
mandatory COVID-19 vaccines,
the party’s inability to quell violent
crime and its frequent focus on
racial justice.
“It’s more so a rejection of the
left than embracing the right,” said
Smith, a 37-year-old professional
counselor whose transition away
from the Democratic Party began

five or six years ago when he registered as a libertarian.
The AP examined nearly 1.7
million voters who had likely
switched affiliations across 42
states for which there is data over
the last 12 months, according to L2,
a political data firm. L2 uses a combination of state voter records and
statistical modeling to determine
party affiliation, meaning that the
switchers include both those who
have formally changed their registration and those who L2 estimates
have shifted toward the GOP.

While party switching is not
uncommon, the data shows a definite reversal from the period while
Trump was in office, when Democrats enjoyed a slight edge in
the number of party switchers
nationwide.
But over the last year, roughly
two-thirds of the 1.7 million voters
who changed their party affiliation
shifted to the Republican Party.
In all, more than 1 million people
became Republicans compared to
about 630,000 who became Democrats.
The broad migration of more
than 1 million voters, a small portion of the overall U.S. electorate,
does not ensure widespread Republican success in the November midterm elections, which will determine control of Congress and dozens of governorships. Democrats
are hoping the Supreme Court’s
decision on Friday to overrule Roe
v. Wade will energize supporters,
particularly in the suburbs, ahead
of the midterms.
Still, the details about party
switchers present a dire warning
for Democrats who were already
concerned about the macro effects
shaping the political landscape
this fall.
Roughly four months before
Election Day, Democrats have no
clear strategy to address Biden’s
weak popularity and voters’ overwhelming fear that the country is
headed in the wrong direction with

their party in charge. And while
Republicans have offered few
policy solutions of their own, the
GOP has been working effectively
to capitalize on the Democrats’
shortcomings.
Republicans benefited last year
as suburban parents grew increasingly frustrated by prolonged pandemic-related schools closures.
And as inflation intensified more
recently, the Republican National
Committee has been hosting voter
registration events at gas stations in
suburban areas across swing states
like Arizona, Michigan, Nevada
and Pennsylvania to link the Biden
administration to record-high gas
prices. The GOP has also linked the
Democratic president to an ongoing
baby formula shortage.
“Biden and Democrats are woefully out of touch with the American people, and that’s why voters
are flocking to the Republican Party
in droves,” RNC Chair Ronna McDaniel told the AP. She predicted
that “American suburbs will trend
red for cycles to come” because of
“Biden’s gas hike, the open border
crisis, baby formula shortage and
rising crime.”
The Democratic National Committee declined to comment when
asked about the recent surge in
voters switching to the GOP.
And while Republican officials
are quick to take credit for the shift,
the phenomenon gained momentum
(See Voter Switch to GOP, Page 7)

President Biden announced his
support for Congress to enact a
three-month federal gas tax holiday during the summer to reduce
the financial burden on drivers last
week, but the proposal has lacked
enthusiastic support from many
members of Congress. Biden also
called on states to temporarily lift
their gas taxes.
The poll found that those making
a lower income were much more

likely to report a more severe hardship resulting from gas prices.
Eight out of 10 surveyed adults
in households earning less than
$40,000 said gas prices have caused
a financial hardship, and four out
of 10 described it as severe. Almost three-quarters of respondents
from households earning between
$40,000 and $99,999 reported a
hardship, though only 20 percent
called it severe.
Half of respondents from households earning more than $100,000
reported a hardship, but only 12
percent called it severe.
More than 60 percent of respondents said they are driving less this
summer because of higher prices, a
higher percentage than during earlier periods of gas price increases in
2000, 2001, 2004, 2005 and 2018.
Gallup did not poll the question
in 2008.
Although 40 percent of adults

polled listed an aspect of the economy as the country’s main problem,
including inflation and gas prices,
the current figure is much lower
than during other times in recent
history.
More than 70 percent of adults
listed the economy as their chief
concern during the recession in
2008 and 2009. More than 50 percent also listed it as such for most
of the years following the recession,
even though economic confidence
was much higher during those years
than it is now.
The noneconomic issue most
often named by respondents as
the nation’s main problem was the
government in general, tied with
inflation for the highest number of
mentions overall.
Gallup conducted the poll from
June 1-20 based on a random sample of 1,015 U.S. adults. The margin
of error is 4 percentage points.

Americans’ views of economy worsen as gas prices rise
By Jared Gans
The Hill
The American public’s views of
the economy are declining as gas
prices rise, according to a Gallup
poll released Tuesday.
Two-thirds of Americans surveyed in the poll conducted earlier
this month said that gas prices are
causing a moderate or severe financial hardship on their household.
That figure marks an increase of
15 percentage points from the 52
percent who said the same in April
and is among the highest Gallup
has found when posing the question
during periods of gas price increases since 2000.
Meanwhile, Gallup’s Economic
Confidence Index — a summary of
Americans’ ratings of current economic conditions and outlook for
the economy’s future — dropped
13 points from last month to —58.
The index ranges from 100, if all
respondents describe the economy positively, to —100, if all
respondents describe the economy
negatively.
The index’s current score is the
lowest since February 2009, when

the country was still experiencing
the Great Recession. The all-time
low was —72, recorded in October
2008.
The index’s two aspects both
worsened in the past month, with
the percentage of Americans surveyed calling the economy “poor”
rising eight points to 54 percent and
the percentage saying it is getting
worse rising seven points to 85
percent.
The average national price of gas
was about $4.88 per gallon as of
Tuesday, a slight drop from the record high of just above $5 recorded
earlier this month, according to the
American Automobile Association.

(Continued from Page 5)
for months.
“With the border shut as tightly
as it is today for migrants from
Mexico, Guatemala, Honduras
and El Salvador, people have been
pushed into more and more dangerous routes. Truck smuggling is a
way up,” he wrote on Twitter.
Stephen Miller, a chief architect of former President Donald
Trump’s immigration policies, said,
“Human smugglers and traffickers
are wicked and evil” and that the
administration’s approach to border
security rewards their actions.
Texas Gov. Greg Abbott, a
Republican running for reelection,
was blunt in a tweet about the Democratic president: “These deaths are
on Biden. They are a result of his
deadly open border policies.”
Migrants — largely from Mexico, Guatemala, Honduras and El
Salvador — have been expelled
more than 2 million times under a
pandemic-era rule in effect since
March 2020 that denies them a

chance to seek asylum but encourages repeat attempts because
there are no legal consequences for
getting caught. People from other
countries, notably Cuba, Nicaragua
and Colombia, are subject to Title
42 authority less frequently due to
higher costs of sending them home,
strained diplomatic relations and
other considerations.
U.S. Customs and Border Protection reported 557 deaths on the
southwest border in the 12-month
period ending Sept. 30, more than
double the 247 deaths reported in
the previous year and the highest
since it began keeping track in
1998. Most are related to heat
exposure.
CBP has not published a death
tally for this year but said that the
Border Patrol performed 14,278
“search-and-rescue missions” in a
seven-month period through May,
exceeding the 12,833 missions
performed during the previous
12-month period and up from 5,071
the year before.

46 Dead Migrants
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Biden can’t escape questions on his age
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By Amie Parnes and Hanna Trudo
The Hill
President Biden can’t escape questions
about his age, a fact of life that’s causing
uneasy Democrats to assess whether he can
realistically run for reelection in 2024, when
he will be 81 years old.
Conversations that were once whispered
in private are spilling out into the public amid
angst over a potential drubbing for the party
in this fall’s midterm elections and existential
questions about its future two years later.
Biden’s approval ratings haven’t recovered from a swoon late last summer, inflation
is now sky high and worries are growing
about a recession.
It’s left some Democrats questioning out
loud whether the party needs a different and
younger leader in the next presidential race.
“I think that Joe will run again, and his age
will be a legitimate issue for many voters,”
entrepreneur Andrew Yang, who competed
against Biden for the Democratic nomination
in 2020 before switching to be an independent, told The Hill.
“Joe is already the oldest president we’ve

had even before his potential second term,”
he said.
Polls offer more evidence of a fixation
on age.
A Harvard-Harris Poll survey out this
month revealed that 62 percent of respondents said Biden is “showing he is too old to
be president.”

The Atlantic’s Mark Leibovich launched
his piece last week with this opener: “Let me
put this bluntly: Joe Biden should not run for
reelection in 2024. He is too old.”
On Sunday, The Wall Street Journal’s
conservative editorial board followed up
with a stinging appraisal: “The truth is that
the President demonstrated he had lost a
verbal, and maybe mental, step in the first
Democratic candidate debate in 2019. He
hasn’t improved.”
Other surveys don’t focus on the president’s age but offer similarly bad news for
Team Biden. A poll by YouGov and Yahoo
out this week found that 64 percent of those
sampled said they did not want Biden to seek
the highest office another time.
“Look, it’s a problem,” one Democratic
strategist acknowledged, speaking without attribution in order to discuss a sensitive topic.
“He’s f***ing old and everyone knows it,
but no one wants to talk about it for fear of
offending him or anyone around him.”
One Biden ally who speaks to aides in
the White House frequently said that Biden
“looks old and seems old and that’s not a great

look for the White House.”
In this person’s estimation, the issue that’s
more important than age is stamina.
“It all comes back to endurance and can
he handle the job,” the ally said. “I still think
that the answer is yes. But ask me how I feel
a couple of years from now.”
The White House did not provide comment when reached on Tuesday.
Plenty of Democrats don’t see Biden’s
age as a problem and speak in interviews
of his wisdom and experienced hand in
government.
But other Democrats feel like it’s fair
game to have an open dialogue about Biden
soon entering his 80s.
“I think we are entering the period of time
where if you are a presidential hopeful on the
Democratic side, it’s important to know the
president’s intentions,” said a second Democratic operative who has served on recent
presidential campaigns.
The GOP has made it clear it will make
Biden’s age a line of attack, even though its
own leading contender for the White House,
Trump, just turned 76.

Democrats face warning signs over Latino support

By Max Greenwood
The Hill
Democrats are confronting a
series of troubling signs regarding
their support among Latino voters.
Latinos, whom Democrats have
long counted among their core voters, make up a significant portion
of the electorate in midterm Senate
battleground states and a number
of House districts, and Democrats
fear a repeat of the rightward shift
among many of those voters that
took place in 2020.
The latest cause for alarm for
the party came last week, when Republican Mayra Flores successfully
flipped a House seat in South Texas,
a heavily Latino part of the state
that Democrats have dominated for
more than a century.
Some in the party see that loss in
Texas’s 34th District as a symptom
of a much larger problem and are
warning that Democrats need to
work quickly to staunch the erosion
of support among Latino voters
nationwide.
“The district that we just lost
in — you’re banking on winning
seven other districts that match that
district word for word,” said Chuck
Rocha, a former senior adviser to
Sen. Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.) who
now runs a political action committee, Nuestro PAC, focused on
Latino voter outreach.
“They lost the second most Latino district in the country to a crazy
woman,” he added. “You can put
lipstick on a pig all damn day, but
it still smells like a pig.”

Others have brushed off the
loss as only a short-term gain for
the GOP. They argue that Republicans spent heavily to win the
seat, despite the fact that it will
be made much more favorable for
Democrats in November due to
redistricting.
“I’d be careful before I hit the
panic button with the South Texas
district as the indicator,” one Democratic consultant said. “If they lose
the seat in November, then I think
there’s reason for panic.”
But there are other omens for
Democrats, as well.
Polling out of three battleground
states — Arizona, Nevada and
Pennsylvania — commissioned by
the Democratic-aligned political
group Future Majority identified
inflation as the top issue of concern
for Latino voters.
That finding could portend
trouble for Democrats; inflation is
at its highest level in decades, and

Democrats control the White House
and both chambers of Congress.
Historically, the party in power
almost always loses ground in
midterm elections, and Democrats
are a net five House seats and one
Senate seat away from being booted
out of the majority.
And while President Biden’s
overall approval rating remains
higher among Latinos than it does
among white voters, an analysis
from the data website FiveThirtyEight found it has fallen disproportionately among those Latino voters
compared to other groups.
Republicans, meanwhile, have
sought to ramp up their Latino
outreach, believing that they have a
chance to cement their recent gains
among those voters.
Their strategy has been broad.
The Republican National Committee has opened so-called Hispanic
community centers in key states.
The National Republican Senatorial

Committee is spending millions on
a field program targeting Latino
voters in more than half a dozen
battleground states. And just last
month, House GOP members unveiled a new PAC aimed at growing
the ranks of Latino Republicans in
the lower chamber.
Fernand Amandi, who served
as the top consultant for former
President Obama’s Latino outreach
during his two presidential campaigns and whose firm conducted
the polls for Future Majority, said
that the shifts among Latino voters
that have taken place since 2020
are “more of a geographic phenomenon” than an across-the-board
defection to the GOP.
For Democrats, the biggest concern may just be that many Latino
voters aren’t as reliably Democratic
as the party once believed.
“It’s an electorate that is increasingly independent minded,”
Amandi said. “Engagement and
investment really becomes the
main concern for Democrats — not
erosion to the Republicans.”
In places where Republicans
have made gains among Latino voters in recent years, multiple Democrats blamed lackluster outreach
and engagement efforts, accusing
some in the party of taking a critical
voting bloc for granted.
One Democratic strategist who
has worked on Latino outreach said
that while there have been attempts
to rectify those shortcomings, those
efforts have proven uneven across
the party.

“I’m kind of split because I’m
seeing parties and committees that
are taking this very seriously and
I’ve seen committees that don’t
give a sh*t,” said the strategist, who
spoke on the condition of anonymity to discuss the party’s outreach
efforts candidly.
In one sign that top Democratic
officials have begun to more urgently acknowledge the need to ramp
up the party’s Latino outreach, the
Democratic National Committee
announced the creation of a new
program last month, beginning with
a seven-figure investment in Spanish-language print and radio ads.
Those ads are targeting several
battleground states: Texas, Florida,
Nevada, Wisconsin, Georgia, Arizona, North Carolina, Michigan
and Pennsylvania.
Even with those investments,
however, Democrats are still facing
“a tough year,” Rocha, the former
Sanders adviser, said, acknowledging that GOP outreach to Latino
voters combined with a generally
unfavorable political environment
for Democrats in 2022 could make
things harder for the party.
“It’s not easy. It’s going to be
tough because of the headwinds,”
Rocha said. “Gas is $5 a gallon
and people are paying more for
everything, so there’s an anxiety
out there. Republicans get an easy
out by blaming Democrats when
unemployment is at an all-time low
and Joe Biden has created 8 million
jobs. Part of this is just showing up
and making the argument.”

important issue currently facing
the United States. Biden has been
plagued by 40-year-highs in inflation, with Russia’s invasion of
Ukraine restricting global fuel
supply and supply chains still
constrained by the COVID-19
pandemic.
Among his own party, Biden’s
approval rating remains largely
unchanged since last week — at
73 percent compared to 74 percent
on June 15. In August, 85 percent
of Democrats approved of Biden’s
performance.
But among Republicans, Biden’s
rating slipped to 7 percent compared to 11 percent on June 15.

Only 18 percent of Americans think
the country is headed in the right
direction.
Biden’s approval rating is
approaching — but has not yet
reached — the lowest levels seen
by his predecessor, Donald Trump,
who had a 33 percent approval
rating in December 2017.
The Reuters/Ipsos poll is conducted online in English throughout
the United States. The most recent
poll gathered responses from 1,002
adults, including 435 Democrats
and 379 Republicans. It has a
credibility interval — a measure
of precision — of four percentage
points.

tion Americans for Prosperity, said
her network is seeing first-hand
that suburban voters are distancing themselves from Democrats
who represent “extreme policy
positions.”
“But that doesn’t mean that
they’re ready to vote against those
lawmakers either. Frankly, they’re
skeptical of both options that they
have,” Seidel said. “The lesson
here: Candidates have to make their
case, they have to give voters something to be for, not just something
to be against.”

Back in Larimer County, Colorado, 39-year-old homemaker
Jessica Kroells says she can no
longer vote for Democrats, despite
being a reliable Democratic voter
up until 2016.
There was not a single “aha moment” that convinced her to switch,
but by 2020, she said the Democratic Party had “left me behind.”
“The party itself is no longer
Democrat, it’s progressive socialism,” she said, specifically condemning Biden’s plan to eliminate
billions of dollars in student debt.

Biden approval falls fourth straight week, tying record low

By Rose Horowitch
WASHINGTON (Reuters) —
U.S. President Joe Biden’s public
approval rating fell for a fourth
straight week to 36 percent matching its lowest level last seen in
late May, according to a Reuters/
Ipsos opinion poll completed on
Wednesday.
The president’s approval rating
has stayed below 50 percent since
August, a warning sign that his
Democratic Party could lose control
of at least one chamber of the U.S.
Congress in the Nov. 8 midterm
elections.
Thirty-four percent of Americans say the economy is the most

Voter Switch to GOP
(Continued from Page 6)
shortly after Trump left the White
House. Still, the specific reason or
reasons for the shift remain unclear.
At least some of the newly registered Republicans are actually
Democrats who crossed over to
vote against Trump-backed candidates in GOP primaries. Such voters
are likely to vote Democratic again
this November.
But the scope and breadth of the
party switching suggests something
much bigger at play.
Over the last year, nearly every state — even those without
high-profile Republican primaries
— moved in the same direction
as voters by the thousand became
Republicans. Only Virginia, which
held off-year elections in 2021,
saw Democrats notably trending up
over the last year. But even there,
Democrats were wiped out in last
fall’s statewide elections.
In Iowa, Democrats used to hold
the advantage in party changers
by a 2-to-1 margin. That’s flipped
over the last year, with Republicans
ahead by a similar amount. The

same dramatic shift is playing out
in Ohio.
In Florida, Republicans captured
58 percent of party switchers during
those last years of the Trump era.
Now, over the last year, they command 70 percent. And in Pennsylvania, the Republicans went from
58 to 63 percent of party changers.
The current advantage for Republicans among party changers is
playing out with particular ferocity
in the nation’s suburbs.
The AP found that the Republican advantage was larger in
suburban “fringe” counties, based
on classifications from the Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention,
compared to smaller towns and
counties. Republicans boosted their
share of party changers in 168 of
235 suburban counties AP examined — 72 percent — over the last
year, compared with the last years
of the Trump era.
These included suburban counties across Georgia, Iowa, North
Carolina, Pennsylvania, Tennessee,
Texas, Ohio, Virginia and Washington state.

Republicans also gained ground
in further-out suburban counties,
which the CDC lumps in with medium-size cities and calls “medium
metro” — more than 62 percent
of such counties, 164 in all, saw
Republican growth. They range
from the suburban counties north
of Denver, like Larimer, to Los
Angeles-area ones like Ventura and
Santa Barbara in California.
The Republican advantage was
nearly universal, but it was stronger
in some places than others.
For example, in Lorain County, Ohio, just outside Cleveland,
nearly every party switcher over
the last year has gone Republican.
That’s even as Democrats captured
three-quarters of those changing
parties in the same county during
end of the Trump era.
Some conservative leaders worry that the GOP’s suburban gains
will be limited if Republicans don’t
do a better job explaining to suburban voters what they stand for —
instead of what they stand against.
Emily Seidel, who leads the
Koch-backed grassroots organiza-
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Biden signs bipartisan gun safety bill into law

By Alex Gangitano
The Hill
President Biden on Saturday signed into
law the most wide-ranging gun violence
prevention bill that Congress has passed in
nearly 30 years.
Biden signed the bipartisan gun safety bill,
which was drafted in the wake of the deadly
mass shootings in Uvalde, Texas, and Buffalo, N.Y., the day after it cleared the House in
a 234-193 vote. Fourteen Republicans voted
with Democrats in supporting the measure.
“Time is of the essence. Lives will be
saved,” Biden said, adding that when he returns from a trip to Europe, he will host the
lawmakers who worked on the legislation and
family members of gun violence victims at
the White House.
The House took up the bill hours after
the Senate approved it in a 65-33 vote on
Thursday night. Fifteen Republicans, including Minority Leader Mitch McConnell
(Ky.), joined all Democrats in supporting the
measure in the upper chamber.
“Today, we say more than enough. We said
more than enough. It’s time when it seems impossible to get anything done in Washington,
we are doing some consequential,” he said,
joined at the podium by first lady Jill Biden.
“I know there’s much more work to do. I’m
never going to give up.”
Biden, who said today is a “monumental
day,” thanked the leaders in Congress who
got the bill across the finish line and thanked
the families of victims, who the president and

the first lady have met with.
“I’ve been at this work for a long, long
time and I know how hard it is and I know
what is takes to get it done,” he said.
The bill, known as the Bipartisan Safer
Communities Act, enhances background
checks for gun purchasers between the age of
18 and 21, makes obtaining firearms through
straw purchases or trafficking a federal offense and clarifies the definition of a federally
licensed firearm dealer.
It allocates $750 million to help states
administer red flag laws, which seek to keep
guns away from people deemed a threat to
themselves or others, and other intervention

programs, and it includes funding for mental
health treatment.
Additionally, it closes the so-called boyfriend loophole by barring individuals from
possessing a firearm for at least five years if
they are convicted of a misdemeanor crime
of violence involving a current or former
romantic partner. It extends the law that
previously only applied to abuse against
spouses, a person they share a child with or
a cohabitating partner.
“While this bill doesn’t do everything I
want, it does include actions I’ve long called
for that are going to save lives,” he said.
The president’s bill signing comes just an

hour before he is set to leave the White House
for the Group of Seven summit in Germany.
Biden said that the message to him from
victims’ families is always “do something,”
mentioning mass shootings from El Paso, Las
Vegas, Parkland, Charleston, and others, and
those that happen on the streets that people
don’t hear about. “For God’s sake, just do
something. Well today, we did,” he said.
Biden largely waited on the sidelines for
a bipartisan group of senators to finalize the
bill and had left it up to Capitol Hill to come
to an agreement. He has called on Congress
to pass some form of gun control legislation
since he took office, specifically to reinstate
an assault weapon ban that expired in 2004,
which he helped pass as a senator.
Biden ran for president in 2020 as an ally
to the gun violence prevention movement.
Earlier this week, he said Congress for too
long has failed to make progress on gun
violence.
He was vice president when a gunman
killed 26 people at an elementary school in
Newtown, Conn., in 2012. At the time, Congress failed to pass stronger gun laws, which
would have expanded background checks and
instituted an assault weapons ban.
On Thursday, the president condemned
the Supreme Court ruling that struck down a
New York state law that made it difficult to
obtain a permit to carry a handgun outside
the home, saying that more must be done to
protect Americans in the wake of the Uvalde
and Buffalo mass shootings.

How the Senate broke through thirty
years of gridlock to reform gun laws
By Alexander Bolton
The Hill
Except for a relatively modest
fix to the federal background check
system in 2018, Congress had not
passed meaningful legislation to
curb gun violence in nearly 30 years
when an 18-year-old gunman entered a school in Uvalde, Texas, and
killed 19 children and two teachers.
It was the worst school shooting since the massacre of 20 kids
and six educators at Sandy Hook
Elementary School in Newtown,
Conn., in 2012. Lawmakers had
made almost no progress in the
decade since on restricting access
to firearms or addressing gun violence.
Yet senators defied the odds
this month by putting together a
bipartisan bill that passed the Senate Thursday with 65 votes, a large
bipartisan majority, less than five
months before a hotly contested
election. The House passed the
bill on Friday and President Biden
signed it into law Saturday.
What seemed unthinkable only
a few months ago — passage of
significant gun control legislation
in an election year — happened
because of a perfect storm of events
that brought together a handful
of key senators together with a
single-minded purpose: to pass
legislation that would help prevent
what happened at Robb Elementary
School in Uvalde from ever happening again.
The first key moment happened
on the evening of tragedy at Uvalde, on May 24, when Sen. Chris
Murphy (D-Conn.), the Senate
Democrats’ leading advocate for
gun safety, gave a rousing speech
on the Senate floor, demanding his
colleagues do something to respond
to the cold-blooded murder of two
rooms of nine-, 10- and 11-yearolds in Texas.
“What are we doing? What are
we doing?” Murphy asked his colleagues on the Senate floor. “There
were more mass shootings than
days in the year. Our kids are living
in fear everytime they set foot in the
classroom because they think they
are next.”
As mad and frustrated as he was
by his colleagues’ inaction, Murphy
wanted to take a different approach
to the issue of gun violence this
time.
While some of his Senate colleagues were calling for putting
legislation on the floor immediately
designed to show voters that Republicans opposed expanded background checks or banning assault
weapons, Murphy said he wanted
to find something that could get to
President Biden’s desk.
“This is all about what can get
60 votes,” he told The Hill the evening of the Uvalde shooting. “Let’s
see what public demand for action
arises in the next few weeks but we
need to work with Republicans.”
Two days later Murphy convened a bipartisan group of seven
senators in his Capitol basement
hideaway office for what partici-

pants described as an “orientation”
meeting to divvy up responsibilities
for a negotiation on a gun safety
package.
The other senators in the
room were Sens. Richard Blumenthal (D-Conn.), Martin Heinrich (D-N.M.), Kyrsten Sinema
(D-Ariz.), Joe Manchin (D-W.Va.),
Susan Collins (R-Maine), Lindsey
Graham (R-S.C.) and Pat Toomey
(R-Pa.). Sen. Bill Cassidy (R-La.)
participated by phone.
But the more important development came later that day
when Senate Republican Leader
Mitch McConnell (Ky.) announced
he would tap Sen. John Cornyn
(R-Texas) to lead the negotiations
for Republicans.
Cornyn wasn’t available for the
first meeting in Murphy’s hideaway
because he was in Uvalde, donating
blood and taking briefings from
local law enforcement officials.
Murphy said he met with Cornyn
face-to-face upon his return as well
as with Sinema and Sen. Thom Tillis (R-N.C.) who would become the
“core four” negotiators.
McConnell’s decision to give
the lead responsibility to Cornyn
and Tillis instead of the Republicans who first met in Murphy’s
hideaway earlier on May 26 was a
signal that he wanted a bill that had
a good chance of getting more than
10 Republican votes and passing
the Senate.
Republican senators were less
confident that a bill negotiated by
the more centrist group that first
met in Murphy’s office could pass
muster with enough Republicans to
overcome a filibuster.
McConnell explained his thinking in an interview with reporters
shortly before the bill passed Thursday evening.
“My view is this was time to
act. We had a number of these mass
shootings over the years. We’ve
never been able to ask afterwards
because Senate Democrats always
insisted on amendments that I and
others simply couldn’t support,”
he said.
But he said the bill that Cornyn
negotiated included “nothing that
we thought infringed on individuals’ Second Amendment rights.”
He said if Congress could pass
“legislation that actually targeted
the problems, which is schools and
mental health, why would we not
want to do that.”
A Republican senator close to
McConnell thought his choice of
Cornyn and Tillis to lead the negotiations was a sign that he wanted

a result.
“Thom was interested in getting
an outcome and he dealt with John,
which I thought made sense. We
were trying to get a result here and
I think we got an important result
for the American people,” he said.
McConnell also thought that
passing a bill that could prevent future mass shootings without making
it tougher for law-abiding citizens
to buy guns would help Republicans win back suburban voters, a
crucial bloc of the electorate.
“I hope it will be viewed favorably by voters in the suburbs we
need to regain in order to hopefully
be in the majority next year,” he
said shortly before the bill passed.
Tillis immediately removed
from discussion Democratic proposals to raise the minimum age
for buying AR-15-style rifles from
18 to 21. He also took a possible
federal red flag law off the table at
the start.
Democrats agreed to make those
concessions right away.
“When we started … I wasn’t
that optimistic but shortly after the
first meeting, I was,” he said.
Tillis said Democrats agreed to
his concerns about giving people
who might lose access to their
fire arms under state red flag laws
due process. He said the final bill
included more than two pages of
explicit due process provisions.
The other important boost to
the negotiations came from Senate
Majority Leader Charles Schumer
(D-N.Y.), who gave space to Murphy and Sinema, despite pressure
from activists and progressives to
bring a bill to the floor immediately.
Schumer argued on the floor
the morning after the shooting that
there was no need to force an immediate vote on universal background
checks or an assault weapons ban
because voters already knew where
Republicans stood on the issue.
“Americans can cast their vote in
November for senators or members
of Congress that reflect how he
or she stands with guns,” he said.
“In the meantime, my Republican
colleagues can work with us now.
I know this is a slim prospect, very
slim, all to slim. We’ve been burnt
so many times before. But this is
so important.”
Murphy kept in close touch with
Schumer throughout the negotiations and had already spoken to him
a few times the day of the shooting
in Texas.
After meeting with Cornyn,
Tillis and Sinema in Sinema’s office a few days after the shooting,

Murphy continued to talk with
them throughout the Memorial
Day recess.
Murphy said “it was clear from
that first meeting in Sen. Sinema’s
office that we had a chance to do
something really important.”
“We really never wavered from
the outline, the set of ideas we
talked about in that first meeting.
Almost every idea that ended up
in the bill was on the table in that
meeting and we just worked every
single one of them for four weeks to
land them on paper,” Murphy said.
All four core negotiators said
the rapport they had with each other was a big reason why the talks
succeeded.
Murphy said he “hit it off” with
Tillis when they traveled together
on a congressional delegation trip in
April to Serbia, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Kosovo and Belgium.
“We left that week with the idea
that it would be great to work together on something,” Murphy said.
But it wasn’t an easy negotiation and Murphy acknowledged
“there was a half dozen moments
where this could have fallen apart
but it didn’t because people were
convinced was the time to do
something.”
When senators got back to
Washington on Monday June 6
after the Memorial Day recess,
Murphy, Sinema and Cornyn met
in Sinema’s office for a dinner and
discussion that lasted more than
two hours.
“We made slow steady progress
from the beginning because everybody realized the space we could
operate within and Sen. Murphy
was very pragmatic in his approach.
Sen. Sinema was a force of nature.
She’s very smart and she’s very
well prepared and she wants to get
something done,” Cornyn said.

Cornyn described the Monday
dinner meeting as a chance for three
of the core four negotiators to hash
out some of the issues at length.
“I thought it was helpful to
have an extended period of time.
Everybody’s got five things to do at
one time around here. So to have a
time where we could sit down and
talk for a while, share a meal and
see what the lay of the land is” was
helpful, Cornyn said.
A big moment came the following Sunday when Murphy, Sinema,
Cornyn and Tillis released a ninepoint framework of principles
endorsed by sixteen other senators,
eight Republicans and eight Democrats.
The support of 10 Republican
senators for the principles meant
that any bill based on them had a
good chance of winning 60 votes,
enough to overcome a filibuster,
because all 50 Democrats had signaled they would support any gun
package that Murphy endorsed.
The framework got a political
boost two days later when McConnell said he supported it and
would vote for a bill based on its
core elements.
McConnell also noted that
Cornyn shared a poll at the weekly
lunch meeting that showed strong
support for the principles of the
framework among gun owners.
The GOP leader later broke
down the poll results to reporters
right before the final vote.
He said that 79 percent of gun
owners support federal funding for
states to implement red flag laws,
86 support prohibiting someone
from purchasing or owning firearms
who has been convicted of domestic
violence against an intimate partner
and 87 support giving the National Instant Criminal Background
(See Gridlock Broken, Page 9)
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Supreme Court expands gun rights
in major Second Amendment ruling
By John Kruzel
The Hill
The Supreme Court on Thursday struck
down a New York state law that made it difficult to obtain a permit to carry a handgun
outside the home, marking the justices’ first
major opinion on Second Amendment rights
in more than a decade.
The 6-3 decision to invalidate New York’s
law will almost certainly render unconstitutional similar restrictions in more than a
half dozen other states that give licensing
officials wide discretion over concealed carry
permitting.
The ruling broke along ideological lines,
with the court’s six conservatives joining a
majority opinion by Justice Clarence Thomas, who wrote that the Second Amendment
protects “an individual’s right to carry a
handgun for self-defense outside the home.”
The New York law at issue required concealed carry permit applicants to demonstrate
a special need for a license, beyond a basic
desire for self-defense. In striking down the
law, the court’s conservatives ruled that the
so-called proper-cause requirement prevented “law-abiding citizens with ordinary
self-defense needs from exercising their right
to keep and bear arms.”
“We know of no other constitutional right
that an individual may exercise only after
demonstrating to government officers some
special need,” Thomas wrote for the majority.
“That is not how the First Amendment works
when it comes to unpopular speech or the
free exercise of religion. It is not how the
Sixth Amendment works when it comes to
a defendant’s right to confront the witnesses
against him. And it is not how the Second
Amendment works when it comes to public
carry for self-defense.”
The ruling’s broad sweep amounts to a
complete overhaul of the court’s Second
Amendment doctrine and is expected to call
into question a wide range of other gun laws,

according to legal experts.
The court’s three liberals, in dissent, accused the conservative majority of failing to
consider “the potentially deadly consequences of its decision.”
The ruling comes after recent mass shootings reignited a wrenching debate over how
to balance a constitutional right to bear arms
with Americans’ concerns for personal safety in a country with more than 390 million
privately owned firearms.
The Senate is set to hold a procedural vote
Thursday on a bipartisan gun reform package
crafted in response to those shootings that
includes measures to close the “boyfriend
loophole,” support red flag laws and bolster
background checks for those younger than 21.
Thursday’s case arose after two New York
residents were denied unrestricted carry
licenses. Backed by an affiliate of the National Rifle Association, the applicants sued
the licensing officials and, after losing in the
lower courts, filed their ultimately successful
appeal to the Supreme Court.
The decision could hamper efforts to pass
modern gun control measures. According

to Adam Winkler, a professor at the UCLA
School of Law, the ruling means that for a
gun law to be constitutionally permissible,
it must be consistent with historical patterns
of gun regulation.
“A law like a red flag law — part of the
Senate compromise — is a new modern
innovation,” he said. “There is no historical
tradition of taking guns away from people
who are in crisis.”
“Closing the ‘boyfriend loophole’ is now
called into question by this opinion, because
there’s no historical regulation of prohibiting
boyfriends who engage in domestic violence
from possessing firearms,” he added.
The opinion builds on the court’s last
major gun rights decision more than a decade
ago. In the 2008 case District of Columbia v.
Heller, a 5-4 court ruled that the Constitution
protects an individual’s right to keep a gun
in the home for self-defense. The court in
Heller noted that the Second Amendment is
“not unlimited,” but left unanswered what
restrictions are constitutionally allowed.
Although the ruling Thursday broadly protects the right of law-abiding citizens to carry

a gun outside the home, the majority left some
legal gray area when it comes to possessing
guns in what it deemed “sensitive places.”
“There is no historical basis for New York
to effectively declare the island of Manhattan
a ‘sensitive place’ simply because it is crowded and protected generally by the New York
City Police Department,” Thomas wrote. But
underscoring that a more granular definition
of sensitive places would be left for future
cases, Thomas added: “Like Heller, we do not
undertake an exhaustive historical analysis of
the full scope of the Second Amendment.”
Justice Stephen Breyer, in a dissent joined
by his two fellow liberal members, criticized
what they depicted as the conservatives’
overly rigid adherence to historical analogy.
“As technological progress pushes our
society ever further beyond the bounds of
the Framers’ imaginations, attempts at ‘analogical reasoning’ will become increasingly
tortured,” he wrote. “In short, a standard that
relies solely on history is unjustifiable and
unworkable.”
The Department of Justice, on behalf
of the Biden administration, had argued in
support of New York and urged the court to
defer to the longstanding practice of allowing legislatures to place reasonable limits on
firearms to protect public safety.
The court’s liberals, in dissent, criticized
the majority for reducing states’ ability
to stem gun violence, noting that in 2020
more than 45,000 Americans were killed by
firearms.
“The primary difference between the
Court’s view and mine is that I believe the
Amendment allows States to take account
of the serious problems posed by gun violence that I have just described. I fear that
the Court’s interpretation ignores these significant dangers and leaves States without
the ability to address them,” wrote Breyer,
joined by Justices Elena Kagan and Sonia
Sotomayor.

for would-be gun purchasers convicted of
domestic violence or significant crimes as juveniles. It does not include broader measures
favored by Democrats including President
Joe Biden such as bans on assault-style rifles
or high-capacity magazines. read more
Royce Barondes, a University of Missouri School of Law professor who teaches
firearms law, said he expects that some
previous challenges to gun regulations that
were rejected by courts “are more likely to
be successful after this case.”

Among the state regulations that are now
“suspect” are restrictions on giving firearms
licenses to people from out of state and bans
on “standard capacity” ammunition magazines, which can vary based on the model,
Barondes said.
Several challenges to gun restrictions are
still seeking the Supreme Court’s review,
including to a New Jersey ban on ammunition
magazines that can hold more than 10 rounds.
Thursday’s ruling did make some concessions, acknowledging that governments
could enact prohibitions on firearms in certain
“sensitive places” and stating that regimes
used in 43 states to issue concealed carry
licenses when certain requirements are met
are likely lawful.
Two conservative justices who joined in
the ruling offered what might be some parameters as to its scope. Justice Brett Kavanaugh
wrote in a concurring opinion joined by Chief
Justice John Roberts that the decision has
some limits, specifically some of licensing
requirements that states maintain including
background checks and firearms training.
In future gun cases, Kavanaugh and Roberts could be pivotal votes. If they join the
three liberal justices, that would be enough
to forge a majority in a future ruling.
As such, gun control advocates were
hopeful that many regulations could with(See Gun Law Challenges, Page 10)

U.S. Supreme Court ruling provides
ammunition for gun law challenges

By Lawrence Hurley and Andrew Chung
WASHINGTON (Reuters) — The U.S.
Supreme Court’s ruling striking down New
York state’s limits on carrying concealed
handguns in public is likely to provide legal
ammunition to challenge other regulations
around the country even as Congress considers modest reforms.
In a 6-3 ruling, the court for the first time
recognized that individuals have a right
to carry a firearm in public under the U.S.
Constitution’s Second Amendment, which
protects the right to bear arms.
The ruling, authored by conservative
Justice Clarence Thomas, declared unconstitutional a New York law that required people
to have good cause to obtain a permit to carry
a concealed firearm.
The decision also clarified for future cases
how courts must assess whether regulations
are valid under the Second Amendment, requiring them to be comparable with the type
of restrictions traditionally adopted throughout U.S. history dating back centuries.
As a result of the ruling, government entities defending gun restrictions must make
additional arguments that the law in question
is consistent with that history.
Because many gun statutes are not easily
comparable to historical restrictions, it could
make them vulnerable to legal attack. These
include bans on assault-style weapons and
high-capacity magazines as well as “red
flag” laws to keep firearms away from people
deemed a danger to themselves or others.

“I think this opinion is going to lead to a
tremendous amount of litigation over the constitutionality of gun restrictions,” said Adam
Winkler, an expert on the Second Amendment
at the UCLA School of Law in Los Angeles.
The ruling is “written so broadly as to call
into question a wide variety of gun safety
laws,” Winkler added. That could include
provisions of modest gun safety legislation
currently being considered by Congress,
Winkler said.
A bipartisan package of modest gun
safety measures advanced in the U.S. Senate
on Thursday. The legislation aims, among
other things, to tighten background checks

(Continued from Page 8)
Checks System access to juvenile records.
McConnell played an active role in the
talks behind the scenes, talking to Sinema,
one of the lead Democratic negotiators, as
well as to the National Rifle Association
(NRA), the nation’s preeminent gun-rights
group.
Cornyn said the legislation was negotiated
with input from both the NRA and the National Shooting Sports Foundation.
The NRA eventually put out a public
statement opposing the bill but didn’t make
a lobbying blitz as they have in past years
against legislation it wanted to kill, GOP
senators said.
The talks bogged down on Wednesday,
June 15 and Thursday, June 16 as lawmakers squabbled over the language of the red
flag provision and closing the “boyfriend
loophole,” which would prohibit romantic
partners convicted of domestic violence
misdemeanors of purchasing or owning guns.
One person familiar with the talks said
Democratic staff on the Judiciary Committee
who were brought in to help draft the text
insisted on language that Republican negotiators felt didn’t represent what they agreed
to in the framework of principles.
The negotiators met in Murphy’s Capitol
basement hideaway Thursday afternoon to
hash out the differences but made little prog-

ress, prompting a frustrated Cornyn to walk
out of the room and declare to reporters: “It’s
fish or cut bait.”
Cornyn later said that dramatic move
might have lit a fire under some of his fellow
negotiators and fellow staff to put aside some
of their differences and agree on language.
“I literally had to catch a plane that was
the main reason,” he said. “Maybe that helped
give people a greater sense of urgency.”
The staff worked through the following
Juneteenth long weekend and by Tuesday
morning they had settled just about every
difference except for the thorny issue of how
to apply the Hyde Amendment to make sure
that none of the money spent would possibly
cover abortion services.
By 6:23 pm on Tuesday, the negotiators
finally released the long-awaited final text —
an 80-page bill — and both Schumer and McConnell endorsed the legislation with press
releases sent out minutes after colleagues got
the text of the bill.
Schumer arranged to use a message from
the House as the legislative vehicle to move
the bill, allowing senators to vote to proceed
to the measure just more than an hour after
the legislation and its details became public.
When 64 senators including 14 Republicans voted to advance the measure, it was
clear to everyone that the bill would be on
Biden’s desk by the weekend.
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By Morgan Chalfant
The Hill
President Biden’s American Rescue Plan
is perhaps his most significant legislative
accomplishment in his first year and a half
in office.
But the sweeping $1.9 trillion COVID-19
relief bill is also at the center of a debate over
raging inflation, with Republicans pointing
the finger at Biden and his policies.
The White House maintains that the bill
was essential to ushering in the economic
recovery, physically reopening schools and
distributing vaccines during a deeply uncertain pandemic.
Biden as recently as Thursday dismissed
the notion that his relief plan fueled increases
in prices.
In fact, economists concede that the $1.9
trillion bill did contribute to inflation, though
there’s some debate about how much.
The pandemic-related supply chain woes
and, more recently, Russia’s war in Ukraine
are also major factors driving up costs. Former President Trump also signed two pandemic relief bills totaling nearly $3 trillion
in his final year in office.
Many Americans are still wading through
their excess savings from COVID-19 pandemic lockdowns that saw people stay home
and spend less. Jason Furman, who served
as the chairman of the Council of Economic
Advisers under former President Obama, said

that Americans spent some $800 billion less
than normal during the pandemic.
“That is also a reservoir they can tap into
to spend extra or cover gas prices without
cutting their spending on other things,”
Furman said in an interview. “People are
running through their cushion, but they still
have a bit of a cushion because the cushion
was so large.”
Economists’ estimates of how much the
COVID-19 relief package contributed to
inflation vary. Michael Strain, director of

economic policy studies at the right-leaning American Enterprise Institute, wrote in
February that the rescue package added 3
percentage points to inflation in 2021, when
it hit a near 40-year high of 7 percent.
Furman said the rescue plan caused between 1 and 4 percentage points of inflation
last year. “If you look at the inflation over
the last four or five months, there’s no doubt
that the price increases caused by [Russian]
President [Vladimir] Putin are playing a
much bigger role at this stage and the rescue

plan is playing a fading role,” he said.
Mark Zandi, chief economist at Moody’s
Analytics, estimated this past week that the
rescue package added 0.1 percentage points
to year-over-year inflation, well behind
shocks caused by the war in Ukraine, the
pandemic and the affordable housing crisis.
The partisan blame game over inflation
has intensified as costs and particularly gas
prices have continued to rise, despite the Federal Reserve and top White House officials
insisting early last year that inflation would
be “transitory.”
Recently, Treasury Secretary Janet Yellen
acknowledged in an interview with CNN
that she misjudged the path that inflation
would take, citing unforeseen shocks to the
economy.
But Yellen has also defended the rescue
package — which passed in March 2021
with no Republican votes — noting as have
other administration officials that inflation is
a global problem.
“We’re seeing high inflation in almost all
developed countries around the world, and
they have very different fiscal policies, so it
can’t be the case that the bulk of the inflation
that we are experiencing reflects the impact
of the ARP [American Rescue Plan],” Yellen
told the Senate Finance Committee earlier
this month in response to questioning from
Sen. Steve Daines (R-Mont.).
(See Roe Overturned, Page 11)

The deal does not include any provisions
related to concealed carry permits, but
some legal experts are casting doubt on the
package’s constitutionality under the legal
framework of Thursday’s ruling.
They note how the court ruled that the
government must demonstrate gun regu-

lations are “consistent” with the country’s
“historical tradition.”
“Only if a firearm regulation is consistent
with this nation’s historical tradition may a
court conclude that the individual’s conduct
falls outside the Second Amendment’s ‘unqualified command,’” Thomas wrote in the
majority opinion.
Adam Winkler, a professor at the UCLA
School of Law, raised doubts about the court
upholding red flag laws, which allow courts
to confiscate weapons from someone deemed
a danger to themselves or others.
“A law like a red flag law — part of the
Senate compromise — is a new modern
innovation,” he said. “There is no historical
tradition of taking guns away from people
who are in crisis.”
He also raised alarm bells about the legislation’s closing of the so-called boyfriend
loophole. The legislation would expand existing regulations that prevent abusers in certain
circumstances from obtaining a firearm to
abusers in romantic and dating relationships.
“Closing the boyfriend loophole is now
called into question by this opinion, because
there’s no historical regulation of prohibiting
boyfriends who engage in domestic violence
from possessing firearms,” Winkler said.

Five things to know about the Supreme
Court’s ruling on concealed handguns
By Zach Schonfeld
The Hill
The Supreme Court on Thursday struck
down New York’s law requiring people to
demonstrate a special need to carry a concealed handgun outside the home.
The highly anticipated decision could
have repercussions beyond New York and
stretch into other states that have similar laws,
and some legal experts are now casting doubt
on the constitutionality of the bipartisan gun
safety deal.
Here are five things to know about Thursday’s ruling:
The ruling strikes down New York’s
requirement for people to
show ‘proper cause’ for
concealed carry permits
New York had required individuals to
show “proper cause” to obtain a permit for
carrying a handgun outside of the home.
Otherwise, they could only receive a
“restricted” license to carry in specific circumstances.
Without a statutory definition of “proper
cause,” New York courts had set the standard as demonstrating “a special need for
self-protection distinguishable from that of
the general community.”
That standard often required people to
show evidence of threats or attacks to receive
a permit.
Six justices on Thursday called that burden inconsistent with Second Amendment
protections.
“We know of no other constitutional right
that an individual may exercise only after
demonstrating to government officers some
special need,” Justice Clarence Thomas wrote
in his majority opinion.
The ruling is the court’s
widest expansion of gun
rights in more than a decade
Thursday’s ruling marks the biggest
expansion of gun rights since the Supreme
Court’s decision in District of Columbia v.
Heller in 2008.
In that case, the court ruled that the Second
Amendment protects an individual’s right to
possess a firearm outside of a militia when
using it for traditionally lawful purposes, like
self-defense within the home.
The justices noted in Heller that the Second Amendment was “not unlimited” but
left the door open to what could be deemed
constitutionally permissible restrictions.
Legal experts say Thursday’s ruling
overhauls a good portion of previous Second
Amendment doctrine.
“The court’s decision today will have
major ramifications for gun regulation across
the country — effectively making it more
difficult for the government to regulate firearms,” said Jared Carter, a constitutional law
expert and assistant professor at the Vermont
Law School.

The ruling broke along
ideological lines
Thursday’s decision split the justices 6-3,
with the court’s most conservative justices
voting in favor of striking down New York’s
law. Thomas wrote the majority opinion,
which was joined by Chief Justice John Roberts and Justices Samuel Alito, Neil Gorsuch,
Brett Kavanaugh and Amy Coney Barrett.
Kavanaugh also wrote a concurring opinion, which was joined by Roberts, and Barrett
filed a separate concurring opinion.
Meanwhile, Justice Stephen Breyer wrote
the dissent, joined by the court’s other two
liberals, Justices Sonia Sotomayor and Elana
Kagan.
The ruling could affect other
states’ concealed carry laws
Most states are known as “shall-issue”
states, meaning that applicants who meet legal requirements are automatically granted a
permit regardless of their demonstrated need.
Although Thursday’s ruling only directly
overruled New York’s law, Thomas noted in
his majority opinion that some other states
have similar restrictions to the one declared
unconstitutional on Thursday.
Thomas explicitly referenced “proper
cause” standards, like the one in New York,
and laws enacted by California, Hawaii,
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey and
Washington, D.C.
“In 43 States, the government issues licenses to carry based on objective criteria,”
Thomas wrote. “But in six states, including
New York, the government further conditions
issuance of a license to carry on a citizen’s
showing of some additional special need.”
The ruling could cause challenges
to the bipartisan gun deal
The court’s ruling comes as the Senate
advances a bipartisan gun safety deal that
appears poised to pass the upper chamber
later this week.

Gun Law Challenges
(Continued from Page 9)
stand legal scrutiny even under the Supreme
Court’s new test.
Jonathan Lowy, a lawyer at the gun control
group Brady, said laws banning high-capacity
magazines and assault-style semiautomatic
weapons should be upheld because the Supreme Court already decided in a 2008 ruling
that found an individual right to bear arms
in the home that there is a historic tradition
supporting bans on “dangerous and unusual
weapons.”
Thursday’s ruling noted that some cases
“implicating unprecedented societal concerns
or dramatic technological changes may require a more nuanced approach.”

Barondes said that while he did not think
that language was designed to validate bans
on assault-type rifles, “I wouldn’t rule out
lower courts using that as a tool to validate
such a ban.”
Lowy and other gun control activists
expressed frustration that the court’s conservative majority, in their view, selectively used
historical evidence to support invalidating
New York’s measure while ignoring history
that favored the state, which they fear could
be the same approach used in subsequent
cases. “I do think there is room for reasonable
objective judges to uphold most gun laws,”
Lowy said. “But the question is: Who is
making the decision?”

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.

Supreme Court’s abortion
ruling is watershed moment
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By Mike Lillis
The Hill
The Supreme Court’s extraordinary decision to eliminate the universal right to abortion is a watershed moment in the American
experiment, ending half a century when people were free to make their own reproductive
decisions and immediately ushering in an era
when states can make that choice for them.
From a practical standpoint, the court’s
decision is an earthquake, one that is already
leading to the creation of a checkerboard
legal system in which blue states continue
allowing the procedure and red states apply
new restrictions or outright bans.
Politically speaking, however, the battle
going forward will look much the same as
it’s been, pitting pro-choice liberals against
anti-abortion conservatives in a cultural cage
match to determine the fate and form of reproductive rights across the country.
Indeed, in the immediate aftermath of
Friday’s decision, Democrats are already
vowing to codify abortion protections into
law — same as they’ve done for decades —
while Republicans are pledging to build on
their momentous victory with new designs on
an old goal: to ban the procedure nationwide.
The dichotomy was reflected on a microcosmic scale outside the Supreme Court on
Friday morning, where a crowd of hundreds,
then thousands, quickly formed following the
unveiling of the decision — a spontaneous
celebration/protest that turned First Street
NE, which separates the Court from the
Capitol, into a human parking lot.
It was a study in contrasts. Depending
on your perspective, it was a day of either
jubilation or sadness — a reason to dance in
the streets or to scream out loud.
Abortion opponents have fought to
overturn Roe v. Wade, the landmark ruling
that established the constitutional right to
abortion, since the day it came down in 1973.
They formed a euphoric scene outside the
Court, featuring music and bubbles, hugs
and tears of joy.
“I’ve never been this happy, I think, in
my entire life,” said A.J. Hurley, director of
Survivors of the Abortion Holocaust, who
was in town from Los Angeles in anticipation
of the decision.
For abortion rights defenders, who had
carved out their own space in front of the

Court, it was a moment of focused anger. The
ruling, they said, was a violation of bodily
autonomy — ”Women are not incubators,”
they chanted — and many vowed to simply
ignore the decision.
“I will aid and abet abortion,” read one
popular sign.
Claire Qian, from Lexington, Ky., had a
personal reason to be there protesting Roe’s
repeal. Her mother, she said, had two abortions, the first for financial reasons and the
second because of medical complications.
“If she had had the kid, she would have
died,” Qian, 20, said. “And I remember she
was sobbing, she was a wreck. It wasn’t an
easy decision at all — she was emotionally
in turmoil for a while. But it was necessary,
because she has a right to live as well.”
Qian’s sign told the tale: “My Mother’s
Abortion Saved Her Life.”
Abortion opponents, of course, have a
much different view, with many arguing
that life begins at conception and therefore
terminating a pregnancy is the equivalent of
murder.
“For 50 years in this country, the government has thought it’s OK to kill children
because of your size and where you’re located,” Hurley said.
Many abortion foes had been leery of
Donald Trump and his crude brand of politics but supported him nonetheless for the
opportunity to transform the Supreme Court.

It was a gamble that was validated this week:
Trump seated three Justices in the course of
four years, all of whom voted to overturn
Roe. Victory in hand, opponents of abortion
are now planning to take their activism to
those states where abortion will remain legal.
“This is just the beginning,” said Kristin
Turner, head of Pro-Life San Francisco.
While emotions were high on both sides
Friday — leading to a few face-to-face
shouting matches — there appeared to be
no violent confrontations, as the two sides
remained largely separated throughout the
day. Huge numbers of Capitol Police were
on hand just in case.
Kristin Tobaben Smith, 47, an ESL teacher
visiting from Denver, Colo., was on the Metro
with her two daughters when someone told
her to avoid the Supreme Court because of
the demonstration. Instead, the trio made a
beeline toward it.
“I’ve been to these before. The first one I
went to I was young, I was in college. And
I was fighting for my rights as a woman to
make choices, but now it’s even more important for me because I have two daughters,”
said Tobaben Smith. “And for them to make
choices on how they take care of their bodies
is for them to make, not the government.”
Her younger daughter, 11-year-old Claire,
shared similar thoughts.
“I feel like the U.S. government is not
being very kind to women, because they’re

taking away a lot of rights from them,” she
said. “It’s supposed to be a free country, but
then people are taking all the girls’ rights to
either have a child, or not to have a child. And
it’s sad because it’s their bodies.”
Friday’s decision, while explosive, was
also expected. Politico had published a draft
ruling last month that proved to be largely in
line with the final decision.
Still, for abortion rights supporters,
knowing the outcome in advance did little
to dull their emotions when the ruling was
made official.
“I literally started shaking with anger,”
said Rep. Sara Jacobs, a 33-year-old California Democrat. “As a young woman, and
one of the few women of reproductive age in
Congress, this decision feels very personal.
Because it’s five radical judges saying that
they know more about the health care decisions that I need to make about my body
than I do.”
The Supreme Court’s decision to repeal
Roe comes on the heels of a pair of rulings
to expand religious freedoms and extend gun
rights, and the three combined have added to
the controversy swirling around a Court that’s
already seen its public standing plummet in
recent years.
Roe is historically popular, with public
opinion polls indicating for decades that less
than a third of the country supports its repeal.
Given those figures, some Democrats are
accusing the Court — or at least the Republicans who secured the conservative majority
— of ignoring the will of voters.
“There is no democracy — there is no
freedom — if women cannot make decisions
about their own health care, including reproductive health care,” said Rep. Carolyn Maloney (D-N.Y.). “It’s a disgraceful decision.”
Adding to the controversy, several of
the Trump-appointed justices had indicated
during their confirmation hearings that, not
only were they committed to the long-held
legal doctrine of honoring precedent, but
that Roe — which has weathered numerous
challenges over the years — was among those
decisions. Some are now questioning whether
to take the Court seriously at all.
“It’s clear that the Supreme Court has no
legitimacy left with the American people,”
said Jacobs, “and that they are overturning
the will of people across the country.”

according to the Guttmacher Institute.
Thirteen states have immediate trigger
laws that ban almost all abortions immediately once Roe is overturned: Arkansas,
Idaho, Mississippi, Missouri, North Dakota,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah and Wyoming.
Georgia, Idaho, Iowa, Michigan, South
Carolina, Texas, West Virginia, Alabama and
Ohio also have laws that would ban abortion,
but they would not go into effect immediately.
Some of the states that have an immediate trigger ban on abortions once Roe is
overturned, like Arkansas, Mississippi and
Oklahoma, also have pre-Roe abortions
bans in place that are not currently enforced
because of the 1973 ruling.
Pre-Roe bans, according to Guttmacher,
are laws enacted before 1973 that were never
removed.
Other states with pre-Roe bans include
Wisconsin and Michigan.

States with bans on
early-term abortions
A number of states have laws that are
not currently being enforced that would ban
abortion between six to eight weeks after a
pregnancy begins.
Alabama is one of those states that would
not allow abortions from the moment of conception except if the person’s life is in danger.
Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi
and Ohio would not allow abortions after six
weeks, while Missouri has laws in place that
would ban abortions after eight weeks unless
the person’s life is endangered.
States with abortion bans
already in place
Texas banned virtually all abortions after
six weeks. It went into effect in September
after the Supreme Court did not move to
block it.
Oklahoma has the strictest anti-abortion
measure in the U.S. Just weeks after the
Supreme Court draft ruling overturning Roe
v. Wade was leaked at the beginning of May,
Oklahoma Gov. Kevin Stitt (R) signed a bill
that banned abortion at conception. The law
also prohibits physicians from performing
abortions at any point in a pregnancy, unless it
is necessary to save the pregnant person’s life.
Florida Gov. Ron DeSantis (R) signed
into law a 15-week abortion ban in April,
which will go into effect on July 1. Like the
Mississippi law at issue in the Supreme Court
case, the Florida law will ban the procedure
after 15 weeks of pregnancy and doesn’t include exemptions for rape, incest or human
trafficking.
However, the law does stipulate several
exceptions, including cases in which a fatal
abnormality is found on a fetus or an abortion
is needed to save the life or prevent serious
injury to the pregnant person.

What happens now that the Supreme Court overturned Roe?
By Sarakshi Rai
The Hill
The Supreme Court’s decision striking
down the landmark 1973 Roe v. Wade ruling
will leave decisions over how to regulate
abortion to the 50 states.
In practice, that is likely to dramatically
change the legal landscape for obtaining an
abortion across the country, creating a patchwork of laws from state to state.
“Those who have struggled in the past are
going to be forced into possibly untenable
situations to travel great distances or could
be forced to carry an unwanted pregnancy to
term,” said Bethany Van Kampen Saravia, a
senior legal and policy advisor for Ipas, an
abortion rights advocacy group.
The pro-abortion rights Guttmacher Institute estimates that 33 million U.S. women
of child-bearing ages live in states that have
laws on the books or set to be implemented
that would ban or heavily restrict access to
abortion.
Here’s a look at the tapestry of state laws
likely to quickly come into place.

Trigger laws
Twenty-two states have so-called trigger
laws or amendments to their state constitutions that would ban abortion as quickly
as possible after a Supreme Court ruling,

(Continued from Page 10)
Republicans, however, have accused
Biden’s policies of driving inflation and
seized on earlier warnings from Larry Summers, who served as Treasury secretary under
former President Clinton, about the size of
the rescue package.
Ellen Hughes-Cromwick, a former chief
economist at the Commerce Department
under Obama, said she finds arguments that
fiscal policy was a main driver of inflation
“suspect.” She noted the complex supply
chain issues caused by pandemic shutdowns
beginning March 2020 that to this day are
causing disruptions, pointing to the semiconductor shortage for automobiles.
“We are still living with these very significant challenges,” said Hughes-Cromwick,
who is now a fellow at the centrist Democratic think tank Third Way’s energy program.
Furman said that the Biden administration’s pandemic response was too large,
though he noted that inflation would be a
topic of conversation today regardless of the
rescue package.
“People say it’s better to err on the side of
too much. Well, that means you can make an
error,” he said. “The lesson of 2009 was you
can do too little, and the lesson this time was
you can do too much.”
In an interview with The Associated Press
on Thursday, Biden insisted there was “zero
evidence” for Republicans’ claim that his
pandemic stimulus bill caused inflation.
“You could argue whether it had on the
margin a minor impact on inflation,” Biden

told the publication. “I don’t think it did. And
most economists do not. But the idea that it
caused inflation is bizarre.”
The administration has also guided states
and localities to spend rescue plan dollars to
support law enforcement in its fight against
violent crime and used funding from the
law to extend postpartum coverage through
Medicaid and the Children’s Health Insurance Program.
The rescue package has been a major
component of the president’s self-touted legislative successes as he tries to hit a positive
note on the economy. He often mentions,
for instance, aspects of the bill that provided
relief for renters and funded the rapid distribution of COVID-19 vaccines.
“It gave them what my dad used to call
a little bit of breathing room,” Biden said at
an AFL-CIO convention earlier this month.
For the time being, the White House’s
stated top priority is lessening inflation.
Administration officials have recently been
exploring more ways to lower gas prices and
Biden is also considering lifting some Trumpera China tariffs as a way to ease costs, an
idea that Furman endorsed.
Biden has also been deliberate in emphasizing the independence of the Fed, which
this week increased interest rates 0.75 percent
— the biggest such hike since 1994.
“The main thing that they are doing — and
are doing right — is appointing good people
to the Fed and respecting the independence of
the Fed and making clear the Fed is the primary agency to deal with this,” Furman said.

Roe Overturned
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Roe demise shows conservative Supreme
Court wants to move ‘very far and very fast’

By John Kruzel
The Hill
It was clear a Supreme Court
with six conservative justices was
going to move to the right. It just
wasn’t clear how far it would go
or how fast.
On Friday, the picture came into
focus as the high court’s supermajority issued a landmark decision
erasing the nearly 50-year-old
constitutional right to abortion by
overturning Roe v. Wade.
A day earlier, the court enshrined
a right to carry a handgun in a
ruling striking down New York’s
concealed carry permit law. Earlier
in the week, it issued another ruling
expanding religious liberty.
The decisions, which drew scorn
from the court’s three liberals,
represented a giant leap for the
conservative cause, offering the
clearest sign yet of just how aggressively the six Republican-appointed
justices are willing to drive the
Supreme Court to the right.
The shock waves also underscore just how much the court
has shifted since Senate Minority
Leader Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.)
blocked former President Obama’s
final pick from making it to the
court, and then quickly pushed
through three nominations from
former President Trump.
And the decisions suggest the
court doesn’t want to waste time.
“The 6-3 majority feel that they
have a narrow window to do all the
things important to the conservative
legal movement,” said Robert Tsai,
a law professor at Boston University. “You never know when the
window will close and so they are
acting with urgency.”
This week marked a breakthrough moment for the conservative legal movement’s well-funded
and norm-shattering effort to groom
a generation of conservative lawyers, elevate reliable allies to the
Supreme Court and reshape American life in fundamental ways.
For decades, Roe v. Wade had
been in conservative cross hairs,
with Republican Party elites seizing
on the issue of abortion to unify
social conservatives and evangelical Christians. Friday’s toppling of
the landmark 1973 ruling marked
a crowning achievement that left
abortion opponents electrified.
“Today, Life Won,” said former
Vice President Mike Pence, who
campaigned as Trump’s running
mate in 2016 on the promise to
end the federal right to abortion.

“By overturning Roe v. Wade, the
Supreme Court of the United States
has given the American people a
new beginning for life and I commend the Justices in the majority
for having the courage of their
convictions.”
But the decision, which most
Americans said they would oppose,
also ignited a political firestorm
as the dismantlement of abortion
rights began to unfold in states
within hours of the ruling. As
women across the country find
themselves barred from terminating an unwanted pregnancy, court
watchers said, public confidence in
the Supreme Court that is already
at historic lows is likely to sink
further.
“I think that the sense that court
consists of Republicans and Democrats, conservatives and liberals,
is accurate and growing,” said
Michael Dorf, a law professor at
Cornell University.
The Supreme Court’s overturning of Roe effectively handed states
the authority to drastically limit or
ban abortion. More than two dozen
states, primarily in the South and
Midwest, are expected to tighten
abortion access as a result, including 13 with “trigger bans” that were
set to take effect automatically or
through minimal effort by state
officials.
The court’s liberal trio of Justices Stephen Breyer, Elena Kagan
and Sonia Sotomayor, in a blistering 66-page dissent, condemned
their conservative colleagues.
“With sorrow — for this Court,
but more, for the many millions of
American women who have today
lost a fundamental constitutional
protection — we dissent,” they

Amy Coney Barrett was the key vote
on this Supreme Court decision
that will change America for good

By RenewedRight.com
President Trump reshaped the
Supreme Court by appointing three
conservative Justices to the court in
four years.
But no one expected this to
happen.
And his last nominee, Amy Coney Barrett, was the key vote on this
Supreme Court decision that will
change America for good.
In a landmark 6-3 decision
authored by Justice Samuel Alito,
the Supreme Court overturned Roe
v. Wade and Planned Parenthood
v. Casey.
You can read the full decision
at https://www.supremecourt.gov/
opinions/21pdf/19-1392_6j37.pdf
When Ruth Bader Ginsburg
passed away, President Trump saw
the opportunity to appoint conservative Justice Amy Coney Barrett
to the Supreme Court cementing
the pro-life majority conservatives

had spent decades in the trenches
fighting for.
While overturning Roe and Casey was a necessary step for America to move toward a pro-life future,
conservative activists realize the
fight now heads to the states where
legislative battles over abortion will
be ongoing for years to come.
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wrote.
The court’s conservatives sent
mixed messages Friday about how
broadly their actions might be going
forward.
Writing for the majority, Justice Samuel Alito emphasized that
his ruling was narrowly aimed at
abortion. He insisted the decision
would not threaten protections for
same-sex marriage (Obergefell v.
Hodges), sex between gay couples
(Lawrence v. Texas) or the right to
contraception (Griswold v. Connecticut).
But Justice Clarence Thomas, in
a concurring opinion, wrote that the
reasoning underlying Friday’s opinion should call those other decisions
into question. Thomas has long
rejected the well-established principle that the Due Process Clause
of the 14th Amendment protects
not only procedural safeguards but
also substantive rights.
“In future cases, we should
reconsider all of this Court’s substantive due process precedents,
including Griswold, Lawrence, and
Obergefell,” Thomas wrote. “Because any substantive due process
decision is demonstrably erroneous,
we have a duty to correct the error
established in those precedents.”
Legal experts said the ruling
raised legitimate questions about
whether rights that are seen as

having a thin historical record and
which are not explicitly referenced
in the Constitution — so-called unenumerated rights — remained on
firm footing after Friday’s decision.
Just a day earlier, Thomas wrote
the majority opinion striking down
a New York state law that made it
difficult to obtain a permit to carry
a handgun outside the home.
The ruling broke along ideological lines, with the court’s six
conservatives joining Thomas, who
wrote that the Second Amendment
protects “an individual’s right to
carry a handgun for self-defense
outside the home.”
That decision will almost certainly render unconstitutional similar restrictions in more than a
half dozen other states and could
hamper efforts to pass modern gun
control measures.
“This is an enormously broad
opinion with regard to Second
Amendment methodology,” said
Joseph Blocher, a law professor at
Duke University.
“Here, the majority has essentially rejected the approach
unanimously adopted by the federal courts of appeals in favor of a
hyper-originalist focus on whether
contemporary gun laws are, in the
court’s view, consistent with tradition,” he said. “And that is a big,
big change.”

Earlier this week, the justices
in another 6-3 vote struck down a
Maine education policy that made
schools with religious instruction
ineligible for taxpayer-backed
tuition aid. The ruling continued
the conservative majority court’s
general trend of ruling for religious
interests.
Chief Justice John Roberts,
writing for the majority, held that a
tuition fund program that is available to secular schools must also be
made available to religious schools.
Sotomayor, the Supreme Court’s
most outspoken liberal, accused the
court’s conservatives in a dissent of
“dismantling” the barrier between
church and state.
Katherine Franke, a law professor at Columbia University,
said the decision had far-reaching
implications for religious liberty
rights. Prior to Tuesday’s ruling,
she said, a state choosing not to
fund a religious organization was
generally considered a lawful form
of neutrality.
“Now, inaction counts as discrimination,” she said. “This idea
developed 30 years ago — that
not funding religion is a form of
discrimination against religion.
It’s taken a while for that idea to
get traction, and it’s now the law
of the land.”
As the nation reckoned with a
country undergoing transformational changes at the hands of six
life-tenured judges, some longtime
court watchers said this week was
a stark illustration of a Supreme
Court aggressively pursuing conservative agenda items.
“The decisions this week must
be understood as a conservative
majority favoring conservative
political ideology: requiring aid
for religious instruction, greatly expanding gun rights, ending abortion
rights,” said Erwin Chemerinsky,
dean of the University of California
Berkeley School of Law.
“It is not about judicial philosophy or constitutional interpretation,” he said. “It is about conservatives moving constitutional law
very far and very fast in a very
conservative direction.”

By John Kruzel
The Hill
The Supreme Court’s three
liberals in a fierce dissent Friday
said the conservative majority’s
decision overruling Roe v. Wade
means that “from the very moment
of fertilization, a woman has no
rights to speak of.”
The 6-3 ruling erases the nearly
50-year-old constitutional right to
abortion first recognized under the
1973 landmark decision and hands
states the power to drastically limit
or even ban the procedure outright.
The court’s liberal trio of Justices Stephen Breyer, Elena Kagan
and Sonia Sotomayor, in a blistering 66-page dissent, condemned
the conservatives for toppling the
delicate balance of interests that
Roe and related decisions sought
to strike.
“Today, the Court discards that
balance,” they wrote in dissent. “It
says that from the very moment of
fertilization, a woman has no rights
to speak of. A State can force her to
bring a pregnancy to term, even at
the steepest personal and familial
costs.”

“Whatever the exact scope of the
coming laws, one result of Friday’s
decision is certain: the curtailment
of women’s rights, and of their
status as free and equal citizens,”
they added. “As of today, this Court
holds, a State can always force a
woman to give birth, prohibiting
even the earliest abortions. A State
can thus transform what, when
freely undertaken, is a wonder
into what, when forced, may be a
nightmare.”
The majority ruling upholds
Mississippi’s 15-week abortion
ban, which directly clashed with
Roe’s requirement that states permit
abortion up to the point of fetal
viability, around 24 weeks
Justice Samuel Alito, writing for

the majority, called Roe “egregiously wrong from the start,” adding: “It
is time to heed the Constitution and
return the issue of abortion to the
people’s elected representatives.”
The Friday ruling will fundamentally reshape American society
and yield a complex patchwork
of state laws that will effectively
block large swathes of the population from terminating unwanted
pregnancies.
More than two dozen states,
primarily in the South and Midwest,
are expected to tighten abortion
access as a result of Roe falling,
including 13 states with “trigger
bans” set to take effect automatically or through minimal effort by
state officials.

Court’s liberals on abortion ruling: No
rights from ‘moment of fertilization’
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Five takeaways from the Supreme Court’s abortion ruling
By Niall Stanage
The Hill
The Supreme Court made its
most dramatic intervention in
American life in decades Friday,
striking down the 1973 Roe v. Wade
ruling that had provided a constitutional right to abortion.
The rescinding of the right is
likely to lead to the banning of
abortion in around half the states
in the nation.
Thirteen states already had
so-called trigger laws designed
to make terminating a pregnancy
illegal almost as soon as Roe fell.
By Friday evening, nine states had
outlawed abortion, according to
The New York Times.
Friday’s ruling had been anticipated since early May, when
Politico published a draft opinion
by Justice Samuel Alito overturning
Roe. The final version did not differ
significantly from that draft, yet the
announcement delivered an enormous detonation that reverberated
across the nation and the world.
Here are some of the big political takeaways.
Devastated Democrats hope
anger galvanizes voters
Liberals suffered a devastating

defeat with the striking down of
Roe.
In the immediate aftermath of
the decision, there was talk of expanding the court or abolishing the
Senate filibuster in order to enshrine
Roe’s protections.
But even as liberals grapple with
the loss of a right that has existed
for half a century, they are also
holding out hope of an electoral silver lining in November’s midterm
elections and beyond.
“Voters need to make their voic-

Next big fight looms
over abortion pills

By Nathaniel Weixel
The Hill
Abortion pills are likely to become the next major front of the
fight over reproductive health care
in the wake of the Supreme Court’s
decision overturning Roe v. Wade.
Republican-led states have been
moving to limit or even completely
ban access to the drugs, and advocates worry the Supreme Court’s
decision will embolden even more
states to crack down.
Immediately following the ruling, Attorney General Merrick Garland said the Justice Department
will protect the right to an abortion,
including medication abortion.
“We stand ready to work with
other arms of the federal government that seek to use their lawful
authorities to protect and preserve
access to reproductive care,” Garland said in a statement.
“In particular, the [Food and
Drug Administration] FDA has
approved the use of the medication
Mifepristone. States may not ban
Mifepristone based on disagreement with the FDA’s expert judgment about its safety and efficacy,”
Garland said.
President Biden on Friday also
pledged to protect access to abortion pills, though the White House
is limited in what it can do.
In brief remarks, Biden said
he was directing the Department
of Health and Human Services to
ensure that abortion pills would
be available to the “fullest extent
possible,” without specifying what
measures the department would be
taking.
There are two pills needed for
a medication abortion, which is
approved by the Food and Drug Administration for the first 10 weeks
of pregnancy.
Mifepristone, a drug that blocks
hormones necessary for pregnancy,
was approved in 2000. It is then
followed by misoprostol, which
causes contractions and helps empty the uterus.
Medication abortion has become
an increasingly common method
for ending pregnancies. According to the Guttmacher Institute,
it accounted for 54 percent of all
abortions in 2020.
The FDA temporarily lifted a
requirement that mifepristone be
dispensed in-person at a clinic or
hospital because of the COVID-19
pandemic, and the Biden administration made the change permanent in December, paving the way
for doctors to prescribe the drug
digitally and then mail the pills to
patients.
Likely in anticipation of the
Supreme Court’s decision, state

lawmakers introduced a flurry of
restrictions on medication abortion this year. There are currently
19 states, mostly in the South and
Midwest, that ban providers from
prescribing abortion pills through
telemedicine.
In 32 states, clinicians who administer medication abortion are
required to be physicians.
Texas prohibits the use of medication abortion starting at seven
weeks of pregnancy, while Indiana
bans its use at 10 weeks.
This week, Louisiana’s governor
signed into law a bill that outlawed
out-of-state providers from mailing
abortion pills, punishable by up to
10 years in prison and a $75,000
fine.
Only a few states have tried to
ban the pills outright, and those
moves are tied up in court.
Still, now that the Supreme
Court has overturned Roe, there’s
a concern more states will try to
restrict the pills, and there’s no
clear precedent on whether the
Justice Department has the power
to stop them.
States have the authority to
regulate practice of medicine, but
Garland is seemingly arguing that
federal law — and a federal drug
approval — takes precedence over
state law.
Lawrence Gostin, a professor of
global health law at Georgetown
University, said Garland needs to
take action against any state that
sets up barriers or outright bans
access to abortion drugs.
“The FDA is our premier public
health regulatory agency. And it
should set, and does set, a national
uniform standard for safe and effective drugs … states don’t get to pick
and choose which FDA approved
drugs they will and won’t allow,”
Gostin said.
But Gostin also said the Supreme Court doesn’t have a consistent track record ruling about FDA
preemption of state law.
“It’s unclear whether a very
conservative Supreme Court would
allow FDA to preempt state bans,
particularly since it’s already ruled
that abortion isn’t protected under
the Constitution,” Gostin said.
“And so I think it could go either
way.”
In one of the more recent examples of FDA preemption, Massachusetts in 2014 tried to ban the
FDA-approved opioid Zohydro.
The manufacturer sued, and a federal district court struck down the
state’s restrictions.
But the state didn’t appeal the
decision, so it never advanced in the
courts, making its impact on future
case law unclear.

es heard this fall,” President Biden
said at the White House on Friday,
responding to the decision. “They
must elect more senators and representatives who will codify women’s
right to choose into federal law.”
“A woman’s right to choose —
reproductive rights — is on the
ballot in November,” Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) said at a news
conference soon after the decision
was announced.
Democrats are facing a plethora of problems in November,
including inflation, high gas prices,
pandemic fatigue and record high
levels of unauthorized migration at
the southern border.
Could the seismic blow to abortion rights galvanize liberal-leaning
women, in particular, to come out
for Democrats in November?
It’s not certain, but it’s plausible.
One test will be whether Democrats do better than expected in
states where abortion is illegal or on
the brink of being made so.
Arizona, Georgia, Ohio and
Wisconsin — all of which have
competitive Senate races this fall
— are on the Guttmacher Institute’s
list of states “certain or likely” to
ban abortion in a post-Roe America.
Guttmacher is a research organization that favors abortion rights.
Supreme Court deepens
its partisan image problem
The image of the Supreme Court
was battered and bruised even before Friday’s ruling.
A Gallup survey released the
day before the decision saw public
confidence in the high court at its
lowest point in almost 50 years of
polling.
Only 1 in 4 adults expressed
“a great deal” or “quite of lot” of
confidence in the Court. Gallup
noted this outcome was 5 percentage points lower than the previous
nadir, recorded in 2014.

In 2001, soon after the Supreme
Court had contentiously decided the
2000 presidential election in favor
of Republican George W. Bush
over Democrat Al Gore, public
confidence in the court was twice
as high as it is now.
Chief Justice John Roberts is
aware of the problem.
Roberts voted with his five conservative colleagues in determining
the case directly under consideration in Friday’s decision: Dobbs
v. Jackson Women’s Health, which
pertains to a Mississippi ban on
abortion after 15 weeks.
But Roberts dissented on the
question of striking down Roe.
Roberts has been at pains to
try to protect the institution of the
court before.
His unexpected vote to uphold
the Affordable Care Act in 2012 is
one example.
In 2019, after then-President
Trump complained about an
“Obama judge,” Roberts issued
a statement insisting, “We do not
have Obama judges or Trump judges, Bush judges or Clinton judges.
What we have is an extraordinary
group of dedicated judges doing
their level best to do equal right to
those appearing before them.”
His problem now is that most
Americans don’t believe him.
Anti-abortion movement
wins biggest victory
of 50-year struggle
The split-screen reactions to the
court’s verdict could hardly have
been more dramatic.
While supporters of abortion
rights responded in anger and
horror, conservatives celebrated a
victory for which they had worked
for half a century.
“A grievous wrong was righted,” Penny Nance, the president of
Concerned Women for America,
told The New York Times.
“Today the ability to determine
whether and when to limit abortion was returned to the American
people,” said Jeanne Mancini,
president of March for Life, in a
statement.
The anti-abortion movement
has waged its battle in states and in
lower courts. It has also maintained
its efforts despite grave disappointment in post-Roe cases that
upheld the right to abortion, most
notably 1992’s Planned Parenthood
v. Casey.
On the biggest question of all,
the anti-abortion movement has
now prevailed.
Many of its activists on Friday
promised to confine their fight, this

time in pursuit of a nationwide ban
on abortion.
Former Vice President Mike
Pence, who has deep roots on the
religious right and could be a GOP
presidential contender in 2024, was
among those declaring his support
for this goal.
Other rights in
the crosshairs
One of the most startling subplots in Friday’s national drama
came in an opinion from Justice
Clarence Thomas concurring with
the decision to strike down Roe.
Thomas asserted that the justices should “reconsider all of this
Court’s substantive due process
precedents, including Griswold,
Lawrence and Obergefell.”
The dry legal language did not
obscure the meaning of what Thomas was suggesting.
The three cases he mentioned
established the right of married couples to contraception, the legality of
same-sex intercourse and the right
to same-sex marriage.
In each of those cases, Thomas
continued, the justices “have a duty
to ‘correct the error.’”
The claim sent a further tremor
across a shocked liberal America.
Biden, in his White House
remarks, noted that Thomas had
“explicitly called to reconsider the
right of marriage equality, the right
of couples to make their choices on
contraception.”
“This is an extreme and dangerous path the court is now taking us
on,” the president added.
Nation’s temperature
rises higher
Biden urged in his Friday remarks that any protests should be
“peaceful, peaceful, peaceful.”
He has good reason to urge calm.
Two days previously, a 26-yearold man had appeared in court
charged with the attempted murder
of Justice Brett Kavanaugh.
The man, Nicholas Roske, had
been arrested close to Kavanaugh’s
home two weeks previously while
armed. Prosecutors claim Roske
said he was upset about the draft
opinion presaging the end of Roe,
among other things.
The initial protests at the Supreme Court were boisterous but
peaceful.
But a nation already frayed by
polarization, incendiary political
rhetoric, the Trump presidency,
the Jan. 6, 2021, insurrection and a
once-in-a-century pandemic, is now
facing into a long stretch where
tensions threaten to boil even more
violently.
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Governors offer array of approaches to abortion fight
By Brad Dress
The Hill
State governors offered an array
of approaches on Sunday as to how
they would govern under the new
abortion landscape in a post-Roe
America, with Republicans largely
moving to make the procedure a
felony with few to no exceptions
and Democrats ensuring their states
will become abortion havens for
women seeking care.
The Supreme Court’s overturning of Roe v. Wade on Friday punted laws on abortion access back to
individual states, some of which
have already banned or tightened
restrictions on abortions because
they had trigger laws in place.
In total, 22 states across the
country will ban or restrict access
to abortions, according to an analysis from the Guttmacher Institute.
Another 16 states and Washington,
D.C., have laws in place that protect
the right to an abortion.
Much of the Midwest is likely
to see its abortion clinics close. In
South Dakota, performing an abortion is now a felony unless it will
save the life of a pregnant woman.
There are no exceptions for rape
or incest.
Gov. Kristi Noem (R) told CBS
“Face the Nation” host Margaret
Brennan on Sunday the state will
target doctors who perform illegal
abortions for prosecution but not
women.
Noem added that South Dakota
has a bill in the pipeline that will

further restrict abortion access by
banning telemedicine appointments
between abortion care providers
and patients in order to block women from getting prescribed abortion
pills that can be shipped via mail.
The GOP governor told Brennan the pills were “very dangerous
medical procedures” despite being
approved by the Food and Drug
Administration.
“We know so much more using
technology and science than we did
even 10, 15 years ago about what
these babies go through and the
pain they feel in the womb,” she
said. “We’re putting resources in
front of these women and walking
alongside them, getting them the
health care, the mental health coun-

seling services they need.”
After Roe was overturned, Attorney General Merrick Garland
said the Department of Justice
would move to protect women’s
abortion rights and access to the
pills.
Colorado has a law guaranteeing
access to abortion, signed by Democratic Gov. Jared Polis, setting the
stage for the state to become an
abortion haven.
“In Colorado, we will continue
to choose freedom and we stand
against government control over
our bodies,” Polis said in a statement on Friday.
But states with divided political
power are likely to come under the
spotlight as they grapple over the

future of access to abortion.
In Michigan, Gov. Gretchen
Whitmer (D) on Sunday told Brennan that Republicans who control
the state legislature are pushing
to ban abortions, adding that she
does not see lawmakers coming to
a compromise on the issue.
Abortions are currently legal in
the state because a court recently
blocked a trigger law banning abortions from taking effect. But abortion access will remain legal only
as long as the injunction holds, and
Republicans are moving to lift it.
Whitmer, meanwhile, has asked
the Michigan Supreme Court to enshrine abortion rights into the state
constitution because the landscape
has become “scary” for women.

“We’re pulling out all the stops,”
Whitmer told Brennan. “This is a
fight-like-hell moment.”
In Georgia, Democratic gubernatorial candidate Stacey Abrams
called a new six-week abortion ban
that will go into effect “horrendous”
and vowed to reverse it if she defeats Republican Gov. Brian Kemp
in November.
“It is very, very dangerous for
women in Georgia right now,”
she told co-anchor Jake Tapper on
CNN’s “State of the Union.”
The nation itself will become a
battleground between Democratic
and Republican leaders when red
states move to restrict abortion
access and blue states offer themselves up as abortion havens for
out-of-state women.
Arkansas has some of the tightest restrictions in the nation. Abortions are illegal in all cases except
to save the life of a woman. Performing an abortion is a felony with
a maximum sentence of up to 10
years in prison.
The state’s governor, Asa
Hutchinson (R), on Sunday told
NBC “Meet the Press” moderator
Chuck Todd he was protecting the
rights of the unborn, which he saw
as allowing him to exercise state
power to intervene.
“You use the power of the state
to say, ‘Unless the health of the
mother is at risk, let’s carry that
child to term,’” the governor said.
“When you’re saving life, that’s an
appropriate role of the state.”

ready banned or restricted abortion:
Missouri
Missouri became among the first
states to effectively end abortions
when state Attorney General Eric
Schmitt (R) “triggered” legislation
banning the medical procedure by
issuing an opinion certifying Roe
had been overturned just hours after
the Supreme Court ruling.
Louisiana
Louisiana Attorney General
Jeff Landry (R) confirmed that its
trigger law went into effect after the
Supreme Court overturned Roe v.
Wade. According to the text of that
legislation, one of the circumstances in which the law goes into effect
is if the Supreme Court partly or
fully reverses the 1973 landmark
decision, which would give states
the authority over whether to allow
the medical procedure.
South Dakota
South Dakota’s trigger law
became effective on Friday. Text
from the state’s legislation notes the
trigger ban becomes effect the same
day that the Supreme Court gives

states the rights to choose abortion
enforcement policies.
Kentucky
Kentucky’s trigger law went
into effect on Friday, with the legislation’s text noting that it could
become effective immediately
should Roe v. Wade be partly or fully reversed by the Supreme Court.
Oklahoma
Oklahoma is now enforcing
its abortion ban after Oklahoma
Attorney General John O’Connor
(R) certified to top officials in the
state and its legislature that Roe v.
Wade had been overturned by the
high court. He notified officials
that they would be allowed to begin
enforcing its trigger law.
Ohio
Ohio’s abortion ban is now law
after a court dissolved an injunction
against the legislation.
Arkansas
Arkansas initiated its trigger law
after state Attorney General Leslie
Rutledge (R) certified following the
Supreme Court’s decision that it
had overturned Roe v. Wade.

Abortion is banned or severely restricted in these states

By Caroline Vakil
The Hill
The Supreme Court issued the
biggest decision of its term on
Friday when it overturned Roe v.
Wade, eliminating the constitutional right to an abortion.
The decision came more than a
month after a leaked Supreme Court
draft opinion indicated that the high
court planned to overturn the 1973
landmark decision.
Opponents of abortion rights
celebrated while those in favor of
access to the procedure despaired
over what a post-Roe future will
look like.
With the decision on how to
regulate abortion left to the states,
a patchwork of laws is emerging
as some states move to ban or
limit abortion while others rush to

create additional protections for
people who perform or obtain the
procedure.
It is expected that abortion could
be banned or severely restricted in
about half the states.
More than a dozen states had
“trigger” laws in place before the

Friday ruling, designed to ban or
seriously restrict abortion as soon
as Roe was overturned. Some of
those bans have already gone into
effect, while others are likely to
become effective in a matter of
days or weeks.
Here are the states that have al-

First state abortion bans kick in
following Supreme Court ruling

By Peter Sullivan
The Hill
The first state abortion bans
have taken effect after the Supreme
Court on Friday overturned Roe v.
Wade, driving home the immediate
consequences of the monumental
decision.
Abortion bans are now in effect in Louisiana, South Dakota,
Kentucky, and Missouri, and more
states are expected to soon follow.
Thirteen states have “trigger”
laws that ban abortion in the event
of Roe v. Wade being struck down.
Not all of those trigger laws go into
effect immediately, but in three
states they do: Louisiana, South
Dakota and Kentucky, according to
the Guttmacher Institute, a research
organization that supports abortion
rights.
In Missouri, which first required
the change’s certification from the
state attorney general, Attorney
General Eric Schmitt on Friday
quickly certified that Roe v. Wade
has been overturned, putting the
ban into effect. “With this attorney
general opinion, my Office has effectively ended abortion in Missouri,” said Schmitt, who is currently
running for the U.S. Senate.
His office said there are exceptions to the ban for a “medical
emergency.”

“My Office has been fighting
to uphold the sanctity of life since
I became attorney general, culminating in today’s momentous
court ruling and attorney general
opinion,” Schmitt added.
Six other states could soon follow, according to Guttmacher, once
their requirement of certification
from the state attorney general or
other official occurs: Arkansas,
Mississippi, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Utah and Wyoming.
Mississippi’s 15-week abortion
ban had originally brought the issue
before the high court.
Three more states have trigger
bans that will take effect in 30 days:
Idaho, Tennessee and Texas.
In Kentucky, Democratic Gov.
Andy Beshear blasted the trigger
law taking effect.

“Today’s decision triggers an
extremist Kentucky law that creates
a total ban in Kentucky that will
eliminate all options for victims of
rape or incest,” Beshear tweeted.
The cascade of state abortion
bans illustrates that abortion will
be illegal in most cases across many
of the states controlled by Republicans. Women in those states seeking
abortions could have to travel hundreds of miles, at significant cost,
to try to find a provider.
Overall, Guttmacher estimates
that abortion is likely or certain to
be banned in 26 states.
“Even with today’s horrible decision, abortion is still legal in most
of the country. People who need
care should go to abortionfinder.
org,” Planned Parenthood said in
a statement.

De Castroverde Law Group
AT T O R N E Y S AT LAW
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Alex J. De Castroverde
Orlando De Castroverde

1415 South Marland Parkway
Las Vegas, Nevada 89104
Telephone: (702) 383-0606 • Fax: (702) 383-8741
Email: Alex@decastroverdelaw.com

June 29-July 5, 2022 / LAS VEGAS TRIBUNE / Page 15

POLITICAL ANALYSIS

The significance of overturning of Roe

By Michael Brown
Remember where you were on
Friday morning, June 24, 2022,
a few minutes past 10 a.m. Eastern time. History was made this
morning.
The seemingly impossible happened. At last, the Supreme Court
overturned Roe v. Wade.
To be sure, this is just the beginning of a new battle to be fought for
the unborn, state by state, life by
life, heart by heart. But this is also
a massive, unprecedented victory,
one that, for many years, seemed
completely out of reach.
After all, Roe became law in
1973. That was almost 50 years
ago, and in many ways, American
values have become much less
conservative since then.
To give just one example, more
children have been conceived out
of wedlock, and that means more
abortions.
Back in 1996, the Brookings
Institute reported: “Since 1970, outof-wedlock birth rates have soared.
In 1965, 24 percent of Black infants
and 3.1 percent of White infants
were born to single mothers. By
1990 the rates had risen to 64 percent for Black infants, 18 percent
for Whites. Every year about one
million more children are born into
fatherless families.”
This is a staggering increase.
By 2016, “28 percent of all
births to non-Hispanic White women (i.e., White) occurred outside
of marriage, a figure that is almost
twice as high as the 15 percent of
births among this demographic

that were nonmarital in 1990. In
2016, 52 percent of all births to
Hispanic women occurred outside
of marriage, up from 34 percent
in 1990 (a more than 50 percent
increase). The percent of births that
occurred outside of marriage also
increased for non-Hispanic Black
women (Black) between 1990 and
2016, from 63 to 69 percent (a nine
percent increase).”
These are massive increases in
illegitimacy, and the more the family breaks down, the more abortion
becomes a way of life.
Marriage itself has been redefined by the Supreme Court, and for
many conservative, family values,
it seems as if the ship has sailed,
especially with the court actually
taking Roe further in the 1992 Casey case when it should have done

the exact opposite.
The battle for abortion in America had been lost, forever — at least,
that’s how it seemed.
Whole generations of women
have been born into a pro-abortion
culture, to the point that it is not just
an accepted moral right. It has also
become a sacred rite.
But pro-lifers, both Catholic
and Protestant, never gave up the
battle, and for a number of different
reasons, the number of abortions
has been steadily declining, almost
without exception, from the late
1990s until today. (Some would
point to declining percentages beginning in the early 1980s.)
And now, at last, Roe has been
overturned.
The court could easily have
ruled in favor of the Dobbs case in

Mississippi without gutting Roe.
Instead, it went one step further,
exposing Roe for the travesty it is.
And to think. Just a few years
ago, this still seemed impossible.
It was only because President
Trump (himself an unlikely hero
in this story) was able to appoint
three new justices to the court, all
of whom voted the right way. And
that, in turn, only became possible
because of the sudden death of
Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg and
the quick approval of Justice Amy
Coney Barrett in Trump’s last
months in office.
Talk about a series of unexpected events, with the narcissistic,
bullheaded, former pro-abortion
playboy playing a central role.
Now, states can pass their prolife laws without restriction.

Now, the murderous, angry spirit
of abortion will be further exposed,
as violent mobs will attack pro-life
centers and pro-life people, and as
other states will pass more extreme,
pro-abortion (and even pro-infanticide?) laws. This has already
happened in New York, Maryland,
Virginia and California.
May the light shine all the more
clearly in the midst of the darkness.
May love overcome hatred.
May the Lord make a separation
between those who choose life and
those who choose death.
And may the church rise up and
make an even more compelling
case for the humanity of the baby
in the womb, also offering even
more compassionate care and hope
to expectant moms and dads who
are contemplating abortion. May
life prevail!
It is true that the overturning of
Roe is decades late, which means
tens of millions of slaughtered babies late. It is true that there is much
blood guilt on our hands.
But it is also true that only in
America has a pro-life movement
pushed back with such tenacity for
so many years. What has happened
here is truly unique.
In his 2016 book, “Why Liberals
Win the Culture Wars (Even When
They Lose Elections): A History of the Religious Battles That
Define America from Jefferson’s
Heresies to Gay Marriage Today,”
legal scholar Stephen Prothero
argued that our “culture wars have
always been religious wars, pro(See Brown, Page 16)

reluctantly “choose” abortion after
the financially incentivized abortion lobby convinces them that
abortion is their only choice.
Proponents of abortion tout it as
beneficial to women’s health, often
hiding evidence that the procedure
carries significant physical and
psychological risks, and that these
medical risks increase as the pregnancy progresses. This lie continues
today as these proponents aggressively market dangerous chemical
abortions to American women. A
2009 Finnish study revealed that
complications were nearly four
times more frequent after chemical
abortions than surgical abortions.

Rather than abortion, American
women need laws that protect them
and their families. They need more
social and financial support, better
access to life-affirming care and
the perceived ability to say “yes”
to life.
A 2005 study from the pro-abortion rights Guttmacher Institute
found that more than 93 percent of
abortions were motivated by social
and economic concerns. Other
studies have placed this number at
nearly 97 percent.
The Supreme Court has given
state legislatures permission to
protect the unborn and promote a
culture of life. But this historic decision won’t end the circumstances
that drive women to seek abortion.
Some women will still fear that
abortion is their only option. These
women need financial, material
and other resources, as well as the
unequivocal life-affirming support
of American churches and social
agencies.
The pro-life community must
seize this opportunity to demonstrate that abortion is a false answer
to a real difficulty, that choosing
life is the answer and that pro-life
policies going forward will set the
conditions for women and their
babies to truly flourish.
*****
Denise Burke is senior counsel
at Alliance Defending Freedom (@
ADFLegal), where she is a member of the Center for Legislative
Advocacy.

Women will thrive in a post-Roe world
By Denise Burke
The post-Roe era has officially begun now that the U.S. Supreme Court has handed down its
much-anticipated opinion in Dobbs
v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization and upheld Mississippi’s
law protecting unborn life. Now
that legal and policy decisions on
abortion have been returned to the
American people, what will it mean
for American women?
From working with Mississippi
to draft its pro-life law to serving on
the Mississippi legal team defending that law at the Supreme Court,
my colleagues and I at Alliance
Defending Freedom have been
privileged to ensure that women
and their unborn children are protected and cherished in Mississippi.
We stand ready to help other states
achieve this aspiration.
And we are confident that American women will thrive in a world
without Roe. Nearly 50 years of
abortion-on-demand has incalculably harmed women and their
families. And now we have the
opportunity to right the wrongs that
Roe wrought.
A full and frank national discussion of the myths and facts surrounding abortion is long overdue.
Truth was one of the first casualties
of Roe. To secure and advance their
radical agenda, abortion rights
proponents repeatedly and brazenly misled Americans. We must
advance a comprehensive, life-affirming agenda, while correcting

the falsehoods still being peddled
by abortion supporters.
Many claim that abortion does
not kill a baby, but simply terminates a “clump of cells” or a
“potential life.” As the legislative
findings supporting Mississippi’s
law protecting life after 15 weeks’
gestation recognized, an unborn
child’s heart begins beating by
six weeks, the child begins to
move about in the womb at eight
weeks and all of his or her basic
physiological functions are present
by nine weeks. Anyone who has
ever viewed a pregnancy-related
ultrasound recognizes its striking
images as a living, developing

human being.
Abortion rights advocates imply
that women are not strong enough
or capable enough to manage motherhood and a job, school or other
interests. But Americans never fully
believed this. In a 2018 Marist poll,
52 percent of respondents acknowledged that in the long run abortion
“does more harm than good,” while
only 29 percent believed that it
improves a woman’s life.
They also argued that American
women wanted unrestricted and
unregulated access to abortion
paid for at taxpayer expense. This
bold assertion purposely ignores
that many vulnerable women only

With Roe v Wade’s demise, the abortion debate can finally begin

By Kevin Roberts
“We therefore hold that the Constitution
does not confer a right to abortion. Roe and
Casey must be overruled, and the authority
to regulate abortion must be returned to the
people and their elected representatives.”
So ends Supreme Court Justice Samuel
Alito’s majority opinion in Dobbs v. Jackson
Women’s Health Organization. Americans
really should take time to read the decision.
It’s a masterpiece — accessible, logically
seamless, historically grounded. And all the
more devastating for its, well, judiciousness.
The pro-abortion rights movement much
prefers quarrelling to argument. Rage and
invective accompany their activism like bugles and drums. Pro-abortion rights protesters
spent the last several weeks gathering at the
Supreme Court and some of the justices’
homes, furiously chanting profanities and
disturbing peaceful neighborhoods.
Nuns praying rosaries outside abortion
clinics this ain’t.
Political journalists, almost all of them
bemoaning Roe v. Wade’s demise, report that
the left’s “energy” is spontaneous, righteous
defiance. But it’s mostly calculated misdirection. Pro-abortion advocates deliberately
skirt the substance of their position. They talk
about “choice” and “reproductive rights,” or
they verbally abuse pro-lifers. They avoid
concrete realities like the law, the Consti-

tution, the grisly practice itself and — God
forbid — actual babies.
With good reason. For Team Roe’s platitudes and performative histrionics mask not
only political extremism, but judicial bunk.
Roe cannot be seriously defended. It was,
as the dissenting justices wrote at the time,
never more than an “an exercise of raw judicial power.” Prominent pro-abortion rights
legal scholars — including the late Justice
Ruth Bader Ginsburg — have over the years
admitted as much, calling Roe ”difficult to
justify,” a “barely coherent“ “verbal smoke-

screen“ that “is not constitutional law and
gives almost no sense of an obligation to
try to be.”
This is the Gibraltarian high ground Alito’s opinion commands: Dobbs isn’t about
abortion; it’s about Roe.
The court is not being asked whether the
industrialized slaughter of unborn children
is good or bad, or whether it should be legal
or illegal, but simply whether the text of the
Constitution confers a fundamental right to it.
On that question, Roe was, in Alito’s
words, “egregiously wrong from the start.”
From there, Alito’s cool but relentless reasoning chews and shreds the Roe court’s
“emanations” and “penumbras” and Casey’s
reveries about “the mystery of life” like a
woodchipper.
It reviews centuries of legislation and exhaustively documents “an unbroken tradition
of prohibiting abortion on pain of criminal
punishment [that] persisted from the earliest
days of the common law until 1973.”
It exposes Roe’s reliance on ideologically
biased, debunked historical research and
Casey’s tortured, grasping failure to find
constitutional grounding.
Anticipating his critics’ invariable flanking maneuver, Alito explicitly forswears any
ambition to impose the justices’ values on
the country: ”Our decision is not based on
any view about when a state should regard

pre-natal life as having rights or legally cognizable interests.”
Alito’s holding bears this out. Roe may
have struck down and rewritten abortion policies in all 50 states, but the would-be Dobbs
court seeks only to “return the issue of abortion to the people’s elected representatives.”
That goes for states where “voters may
believe that the abortion right should be even
more extensive than the right Casey and Roe
recognized” and states where “voters … may
wish to impose tight restrictions based on
their belief that destroys an ‘unborn human
being.’”
For 49 years, the Supreme Court has
deprived the American people of our right
to decide this issue for ourselves, to find
consensus and legislate compromise. That
is what Alito’s opinion would restore to us,
and what pro-abortion rights politicians and
activists really oppose: democracy.
At a time when both parties and all three
branches of government routinely abuse their
power, Alito’s even-handed deference to “we
the people” is not simply humble, but heroic.
The Dobbs decision is most certainly a
victory for the pro-life movement. But in
truth it’s a victory for all Americans — born
and unborn.
*****
Kevin Roberts is president of The Heritage
Foundation (heritage.org).
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What to expect in the post-Roe world

By Jonathan Turley
In their historic ruling in Dobbs
v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization, six Supreme Court justices
noted that the nation was grappling
with this deeply divisive issue in
1973 but that “Roe abruptly ended
that political process.” The court
has now declared that the future of
abortion will rest with 330 million
Americans rather than nine justices.
As this matter returns to the
states, it is striking to consider what
has changed legally and socially in
the past 50 years. The comparison
may hold some interesting surprises for politicians who are now
declaring, as did President Biden,
that “this fall, Roe is on the ballot.”
How little has changed
If one looks solely at the alignment of states, surprisingly little
has changed. In 1973, 30 states
banned abortion at any stage of a
pregnancy, with some exceptions
for the health of the mother. In the
Dobbs litigation of 2022, 26 states
asked the court to overturn Roe and
its successor, Casey.
Thus, we remain deeply divided.
Roughly 16 states are poised or
expected to make abortion illegal
immediately under so-called trigger
laws. South Dakota, Louisiana and
Kentucky have immediate prohibitions that will come into effect.
Missouri claimed to be the first to
declare all abortion as unlawful
except for medical emergencies.
Twenty-seven states have protections for abortion that are expected to continue. States like Colorado,
New Jersey, Oregon and Delaware
actually protected abortion without
any limit on the stage of a pregnancy — guaranteeing the right up to
just before time of birth.
Internationally, only seven countries allow abortion after the 20th
week. While many countries have
decriminalized abortion, most are
closer to Mississippi than Michigan
in limiting abortion to the first or
second trimester.
How much has changed
While Dobbs is a major reversal
of a long-standing precedent, much
has changed legally since 1973.
After Roe, the Supreme Court
continued to expand protections
over lifestyles and intimate relations. In the parade of horribles
that followed Friday’s release of
the Dobbs ruling, politicians and
pundits warned that the decision
could undo cases protecting contraception, same-sex marriage and
other rights.
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi
(D-Calif.), Vice President Harris
and other Democrats continue to
claim that the court was taking
the country back to the last century. The image of criminalized
homosexuality, marriage bans and
contraception limits is unnerving
— but also untrue.
In the Dobbs decision, the court’s
majority expressly, repeatedly rejects the application of this holding
to these other rights. Indeed, it is
relatively rare to see the court go
to this extent to proactively close
off the use of a new case in future
cases. The court said that “intimate
sexual relations, contraception, and
marriage” are not impacted by its
holding because “abortion is fundamentally different, as both Roe and
Casey acknowledged.” It noted that
abortion is unique in dealing with
“what those decisions called ‘fetal
life’ and what the law now before
us describes as an ‘unborn human
being.’”

Brown

(Continued from Page 15)
gressing through the same stages
of conservative reaction to liberal
victory that eventually benefit all
Americans.”
That’s why this victory is all the
more significant. A massive trend
has been stopped. A destructive tide
has been turned.
And in the end, this will benefit
all Americans.
May the Lord see this landmark
ruling as an act of repentance from
the nation. May He show mercy
and restore. May a culture of life
sweep our land!
*****
Dr. Michael Brown (www.askdrbrown.org) is the host of the nationally syndicated “Line of Fire”
radio program. His latest book is
“Revival Or We Die: A Great Awakening Is Our Only Hope.” Connect
with him on Facebook, Twitter, or
YouTube.

The court repeatedly stressed
that those claiming the country will
be put into a legal Wayback Machine are simply using the opinion
“to stoke unfounded fear that our
decision will imperil those other
rights.” It could not be more clear,
as the court said, that “rights regarding contraception and same-sex relationships are inherently different
from the right to abortion because
the latter (as we have stressed)
uniquely involves what Roe and
Casey termed ‘potential life.’”
The court and Justice Brett
Kavanaugh’s concurrence repeat,
almost mantra-like: “Nothing in
this opinion should be understood
to cast doubt on precedents that
do not concern abortion.” Only
Justice Clarence Thomas suggested that these other cases should
be examined, yet even he stressed
this opinion expressly rejects that
application.
Putting aside the legal changes, there are major technological
changes since 1973 that will impact the post-Roe world. Roughly
60 percent of abortions today are

carried out at home, not in clinics,
using pills with mifepristone and
misoprostol to abort a pregnancy — the so-called morning-after
option typically used in the first
10 weeks of a pregnancy. In 2021,
the Food and Drug Administration
permanently removed the in-person
requirement for these prescriptions
and allowed women to access the
drugs via telehealth appointments
and online pharmacies. It will be
difficult for states to interfere with
such prescriptions, particularly if
the federal government protects
such access.
How we have changed
The greatest change may be us.
As this issue returns to the states
for citizens to decide, we are a
different country than we were in
1973. Great strides have been made
in the advancement of women and a
wider acceptance of people making
decisions about their own lives and
values. While we remain divided
on abortion, the public seems far
more moderate and unified than the
leaders of either party.
While some Democrats are voic-

ing absolute views of abortion, and
some Republicans are calling for
total bans, most Americans hold a
more nuanced view.
In 1975, polling showed 54 percent supported abortion under some
circumstances, with 21 percent
saying it should be entirely legal;
22 percent said it should be illegal.
According to recent polling by
the Pew Research Center, only
8 percent of adults say abortion
should be illegal without exception,
while just 19 percent say abortion
should be legal in all cases, without
exception. Yet, polls also show that
65 percent of Americans would
make most abortions illegal in the
second trimester, and 80 percent
would make most abortions illegal
in the third trimester.
These polls suggest that the majority of Americans will continue
to live in states protecting abortion
while citizens would support limits
like the one in Mississippi. In Virginia, Gov. Glenn Youngkin (R) announced an effort to limit abortions
to Mississippi’s 15-week standard
but expressed a willingness to

compromise on that cutoff date. In
other words, there may be room for
compromise as states work out their
own approaches to abortion.
Of course, none of the political
or legal realities will likely penetrate the rage and rhetoric following
the decision.
Indeed, there is a tendency toward Roe revisionism. Roe supporters ignore that Roe’s constitutional
rationale was always controversial,
including among some liberals.
Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg,
for example, called the ruling
“heavy-handed judicial activism”
and felt the decision went too far.
The original Roe actually died years
ago when it was gutted by Casey in
1992 in its logic and tests. It was
later the subject of 5-4 decisions
that created a confusing muddle of
what constituted “undue burdens.”
Such revisionism is a natural
part of grieving. In Shakespeare’s
”Richard III,”the Queen Mother
was asked how to deal with the hate
of loss. She responds: “Think that
thy babes were sweeter than they
were; And he that slew them fouler
than he is.” The same is true of Roe
revisionism. Roe is now presented
as inviolate and beyond question
in its constitutional footing, while
the opinion that slew it is presented
as threatening every right secured
since 1973.
Our post-Roe world will not
be written by Congress with the
proposed federalization of Roe
or another 50 years of conflicting
court decisions. Instead, it will rest
with citizens in 50 different states
in coming years. The process just
might surprise us.
*****
Jonathan Turley is the Shapiro
Professor of Public Interest Law
at George Washington University.
Follow him on Twitter @JonathanTurley.
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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

What the government
gets to know about you
should be your choice

Guest editorial by Adi Dynar
Every year, government agents descend on people’s
homes threatening them with huge fines if they do not
divulge intimate details about their lives. The American
Community Survey (ACS) is sent to about 3.5 million
randomly selected Americans every year. It demands
personal information such as how many beds, cars and
phones the household has. It asks people to disclose
their fertility history, sexual orientation, and history of
marriage and divorce. It asks about daily commute time
to work, detailed work history, and how much a person
pays in taxes, rent, mortgage and utility bills.
In 1790, Congress authorized the first census. The law it
passed authorized six simple questions about the number
of people who lived in each home to ensure congressional
representation was accurately apportioned. Interestingly,
Congress rejected James Madison’s proposal to ask about
people’s occupations as “a waste of trouble.” That first
Congress, which was closest in time to when the Constitution was written, rejected the notion that government
agents could collect people’s personal information under
its power to count the nation’s population.
Under the Constitution, the Census Bureau has one
job: to count the number of people in the country for
apportioning congressional seats in the house of representatives. That’s it.
But many people don’t realize that the bureau now
also conducts other surveys in addition to the decennial
census. Most of them are voluntary. For some, the federal
government even pays participants. But the American
Community Survey is mandatory, and that compulsion
makes it constitutionally suspect.
The American Community Survey, which asks more
than 100 questions, goes far beyond a simple headcount.
If this were a voluntary survey, people would be free to
not answer the questions. No consequences would follow.
But refusing to answer the ACS carries criminal prosecution and potentially ruinous fines. The Census Bureau
acknowledges that threatening people makes many buckle
under the pressure and disclose their life’s private details
to the government agents. And the bureau doesn’t see any
problem with that.
We have seen a steady march toward protecting people’s privacy in the United States over the last century. As
recently as Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization, the Supreme Court has recognized that people have
a constitutional “right to shield information from disclosure.” Meanwhile, the Census Bureau has marched in the
opposite direction and ended up with a legal position that
is unsustainable under the narrow authority Congress has
given it. In short, the bureau believes that it can compel
anyone to divulge any information it may be interested
in under the threat of criminal charges and fines.
Ordering people to disclose highly personal information, or else pay hefty fines, without suspicion of wrongdoing, without probable cause, or without a warrant, is
unconstitutional. Yet the Census Bureau asserts it has
authority akin to a general warrant — the power to search
and seize anyone they choose for any or no reason at all
— when it randomly selects millions of Americans and
orders them to answer the American Community Survey.
The Bill of Rights zealously safeguards the right to
privacy. And this is exactly the kind of invasion of privacy that Judge Janice Rogers Brown decried in People v.
McKay as “the inevitable [revival] of the general warrant”
and “precisely the kind of arbitrary authority which gave
rise to the Fourth Amendment.”
That is why Maureen Murphy, John Huddleston and
thousands of other Americans are fighting the Census
Bureau’s unwarranted intrusion into their lives. Their
pending class-action lawsuit asks the court to settle once
and for all that the bureau lacks the authority to compel
individuals to answer the American Community Survey.
The relevant statute simply does not give the Census
Bureau as much power as the bureau thinks it does.
The right to privacy is as American as apple pie or a
baseball game on the Fourth of July. Simply put, what
the government gets to know about you should be your
choice to make. And if a government agent comes to your
home asking you intrusive questions without a warrant
or probable cause, you should have the undiluted right
to tell the agent to take a hike.
*****
Adi Dynar is an attorney at Pacific Legal Foundation, a
nonprofit legal organization that defends Americans’ liberties when threatened by government overreach and abuse.

The soul of our nation
has been restored

By Joseph Farah
America just took a step away from the one of the
worst mistakes, the most tragic blunders, the most
misguided errors and the grievous policy decisions in
the nation’s history.
That’s what happened Friday, June 24, 2022.
We took a giant leap toward restoring a soul to the
nation.
And for that we must thank God!
How great is it?
I never thought I would see the day Roe v. Wade
would be buried. It took courage to step away from
that Supreme Court decision. It took resoluteness by
five justices — Samuel Alito, Clarence Thomas, Neil
Gorsuch, Amy Coney Barrett and Brett Kavanaugh.
Roe was a dreadful decision that cost the lives of
at least 63 million Americans — more than all the
wars we ever fought and then some. It’s far more
deaths than all the car crashes in the U.S. since cars
became a thing. It’s more than all the pandemics that
have ever afflicted the nation. There has never been a
single cause of death of that many Americans by any
other eventuality or combination of plagues in our 246
years of history.
But that’s the record of Roe v. Wade. It staggers the
mind and conscience.
It’s hard to imagine anything killing Americans
faster than that, in just 50 years. A full-blown nuclear
war, perhaps?

There would be far more Americans alive today if
there had not been that kind of carnage.
Today there are roughly 330 million Americans
alive.
How many would there be if Roe v. Wade had not
become “the law of the land”?
Roughly 440,000 million if those children were
born and had babies of their own.
Are you beginning to see what kind of holocaust this
represented? It makes the original decision the most
scandalous and sinful human-rights abominations in
the history of the United States.
But, yet, there are those some selfish and sadistic
people who want abortion to continue. They are called
Democrats, the same people who didn’t want to see
the scourge of slavery ended. They didn’t want to see
the “Jim Crow” years end, from 1877 until the 1950s.
Yes, today they see their world crumbling at their feet
— Joe Biden, Nancy Pelosi, Chuck Schumer, Merrick
Garland and the rest.
What they have referred to for years as a “sacred
constitutional right” was merely their own “empowerment.” It was murder on a massive scale. There was
nothing sacred about it.
Were there some misguided Republicans who went
along? Of course there were. There always were some.
But, of late, there were no Democrats opposed to the
killing. None.
(See Farah, Page 22)

ON A PERSONAL NOTE

How can we fix the big mess we’re in?

By Maramis
it’s been for many years (you may
Many people realize this country
even decide how long that would be),
is in a big mess (we’ll just be talking
raise your hand. (Pause…) I don’t
about this country for now, even as
see any hands raised! That may be
we may believe the whole world may
because it’s really hard to see “better”
be considered to also be in a big mess
after what we’ve just been through
as well). But while we may all have
(as a country) and as a people: a
our own ideas as to what caused it,
couple of years of putting up with
first we may have to figure out what
home lockdowns, verbal forcing of
it is that is wrong with it (it being the
the COVID vaccines (some even
problem we need to identify before
being fired if they were not vaxxed),
we can attempt to solve it.)
mask-wearing, jobs and businesses
First, we may have to make some
being closed down — some to nevassumptions. Some will go along
er start up again—, the closure of
MArAMiS ChouFAni
with the assumptions and some will immediately try to restaurants, sports areas or arenas, churches, and much
denounce those assumptions by playing the apologists. more, isolating people from each other, to say nothing
The good news is that while this is still a (more or of causing isolation-depression from not being able to
less) free country, we have the right to have different mingle and carry on with their normal lives.
opinions, even about how our president is “running”
And that’s just the first assumption. Isn’t that bad
our country. If we didn’t have that freedom, why would enough? Yet the assumptions go on.
we even have elections since the person planning to
And while it’s bad enough that many adults—who
run this country would just take over as a dictator?
more or less knew what was going on — were becomBut back to our needing to make assumptions. We ing so depressed that it led them to suicide, causing
all feel that our country has taken a turn for the worst. yet more depression for their friends and families who
If you feel our country is in a better shape now than
(See Maramis, Page 22)

Hyperbole, bias dominate activist
media’s abortion coverage

By Joe Concha
The losses keep piling up for the Democratic Party
in 2022. In a year when the president’s Build Back
Better spending plan and so-called “voting rights”
legislation were thwarted by members of his own
party, the Supreme Court’s 6-3 decision to overturn
Roe v. Wade is yet more bad news for the Democrats.
But despite the country knowing for weeks that this
decision was coming, many national media outlets
seemed shocked by the decision.
CNN, for example, which allegedly wants to
move back to the center under new network president
Chris Licht, put the hyper back in hyperbole with this
analysis:
”Are they [the government] going to be able to
search your apps — you know there’s apps that track
your menstrual cycle. You know how far are these
states going to try and go?” legal analyst Jennifer
Rodgers asked after the decision was handed down.
Excuse me? Apps that track one’s menstrual cycle?
CNN Anchor Don Lemon, who recently claimed

that the network doesn’t engage in opinion when reporting, provided this perspective:
“I always laugh when Republicans say, but, you
know, it was Lincoln and the Republicans freed the
slaves and Republicans — that party no longer exists… they’re so unpopular. What Republicans have
put forth — are putting forth. So unpopular that they
have to manipulate the system in order to implement
what they want.”
NBC’s Chuck Todd went so far as to suggest that
the Supreme Court is “rigged.” “I think there are no
more black robes. I think the robes are red and blue,”
Todd told viewers. ”There really are a lot of people
who believe that this is a rigged court.”
ABC’s Terry Moran argued that the Supreme Court
should consider “the potential public reaction” when
it comes to issues of constitutionality.
“[Justice] Alito had written previously that, ‘We
cannot allow our decisions to be affected by any extraneous influences such as concern about the public’s
(See Concha, Page 19)
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Supreme Court conceal-carry
ruling huge win for Constitution

By David Harsanyi
In the 2008 case of District of
Columbia v. Heller, the Supreme
Court recognized the individual
right to gun ownership in the home.
In the 2010 case of McDonald v.
Chicago, it recognized that the
right of individual gun ownership
extended to states and local municipalities.
On Thursday, in New York State
Rifle and Pistol Association v.
Bruen, the court found that “New
York’s proper-cause requirement
violates the Fourteenth Amendment by preventing law-abiding
citizens with ordinary self-defense
needs from exercising their Second
Amendment right to keep and bear
arms in public for self-defense.”
Surely no one really believes
that “bearing arms” in the Second
Amendment was meant to restrict
gun ownership to the home. But
New York’s gun restrictions demand that a law-abiding citizen
beg permission from government
officials, and then overcome a slew
of subjective and discretionary
standards, before being able to exercise a constitutional right. There

is no historical or legal support for
such restrictions. They are plainly
authoritarian.
“We know of no other constitutional rights that an individual may
exercise only after demonstrating to
government officers some special
need,” Justice Clarence Thomas
noted in the majority opinion. “That
is not how the First Amendment
works when it comes to unpopular speech or the free exercise of
religion. It is not how the Sixth
Amendment works when it comes
to a defendant’s right to confront
the witnesses against him. And it

is not how the Second Amendment
works when it comes to public carry
for self-defense.”
As the court noted, there are
still five states with “may-issue”
gun carry laws that are similar to
New York’s — California, Hawaii,
Maryland, Massachusetts and New
Jersey. All of them are now likely
unconstitutional. And perhaps other
gun restrictions will be challenged,
as well.
Lower courts use a two-step
framework when ruling on Second
Amendment cases — the first step
being the “text, history, and tradi-

tion” of gun laws and the Constitution, and the second being the government case for restrictions that
relies on data and other concerns.
“Despite the popularity of this
two-step approach, it is one step
too many,” Thomas wrote. If only
the text and tradition of the Second
Amendment matter, as the Supreme
Court has now found, the meansend scrutiny that props up so many
needless gun restrictions should no
longer stand.
The hysterical reaction to Bruen,
now perfunctory for the contemporary left when it doesn’t get its way,
merely reaffirms that Democrats
make no real distinction between
responsible legal gun ownership
and criminality or between the
Constitution and their capricious
political positions.
A fearmongering Sen. Kirsten
Gillibrand said the decision was
“not just irresponsible but it is
downright dangerous.”
“This court has made it even
easier for potentially dangerous
people to carry concealed handguns
in public spaces.” she said.
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi

claimed it was “unfathomable that,
while families in Uvalde, Buffalo
and countless other communities
mourn their loved ones stolen by
gun violence, a supermajority of
the Supreme Court has chosen to
endanger more American lives.”
And so on.
The modern left doesn’t even
bother pretending they believe the
Supreme Court has a responsibility
to act as a separate branch of government and adjudicate the constitutionality of law. Rather than even
ostensibly offering legal reasons for
their ire, Democrats simply demand
the Supreme Court uphold public
sentiment (or, rather what they
claim is public sentiment), even
though SCOTUS exists to ignore
those pressures. The fact that that
attitude has congealed as the norm
in one of our major political parties
does not bode well for the future of
the republic.
The New York permit case, of
course, has absolutely nothing to
do with mass shootings. Concealed
carry permit holders aren’t mass
shooters; they’re one of the most
(See Harsanyi, Page 19)

a subjective standard and leaves
to authorities the decisions on
requests.
A gun-rights organization was
joined by Robert Nash and Brandon
Koch in challenging the present
standard.
They argued New York’s law
was upside down in that the Second
Amendment “makes the right to
carry arms for self-defense the rule,
not the exception.”
They pointed out that neither the
American colonies, nor the early
states, barred residents from carrying weapons in some cases required
them to do exactly that.
The state simply says carrying a
gun is a right — but it can limit that
right however it wants.
The liberal minority of Stephen
Breyer, Sonya Sotomayor and
Elena Kagan spent pages reciting
statistics about mass shootings, the
use of guns in suicides, and more, a
point that Thomas openly wondered
about.
“It is hard to see what legitimate
purpose can possibly be served

by most of the dissent’s lengthy
introductory section. … Why, for
example, does the dissent think
it is relevant to recount the mass
shootings that have occurred in
recent years? … Does the dissent
think that laws like New York’s prevent or deter such atrocities? Will a
person bent on carrying out a mass
shooting be stopped if he knows
that it is illegal to carry a handgun
outside the home? And how does
the dissent account for the fact that
one of the mass shootings near the
top of its list took place in Buffalo?
The New York law at issue in this
case obviously did not stop that
perpetrator. What is the relevance
of statistics about the use of guns
to commit suicide? Does the dissent think that a lot of people who
possess guns in their homes will be
stopped or deterred from shooting
themselves if they cannot lawfully
take them outside? The dissent cites
statistics about the use of guns in
domestic disputes … but it does
not explain why these statistics are
relevant to the question presented.”
Thomas also cited the proven
benefits of the public having the
ability to carry a weapon:
“One night in 1987, Austin
Fulk, a gay man from Arkansas,
‘was chatting with another man in
a parking lot when four gay bashers
charged them with baseball bats and
tire irons. Fulk’s companion drew
his pistol from under the seat of his
car, brandished it at the attackers,
and fired a single shot over their

heads, causing them to flee and
saving the would-be victims from
serious harm.’”
And, Thomas noted, “On July
7, 2020, a woman was brutally
assaulted in the parking lot of a fast
food restaurant in Jefferson City,
Tennessee. Her assailant slammed
her to the ground and began to drag
her around while strangling her.
She was saved when a bystander
who was lawfully carrying a pistol
pointed his gun at the assailant,
who then stopped the assault and
the assailant was arrested.”
The decision noted it does not
affect the rules in 43 states where
they have “shall-issue” standards,
meaning the state sets the requirements for handgun licenses and
then issues them to those who meet
the standards.
“The court’s decision addresses
only the unusual discretionary licensing regimes, known as ‘may-issue’ regimes, that are employed by
six states including New York.”
New York’s system was a problem because it allowed officials
complete discretion in whether to
issue the licenses. That state, and
others similarly situated, now must
based their decisions on “objective
licensing requirements.”
The opinion’s syllabus explained, “The constitutional right
to bear arms in public for self-defense is not ‘a second-class right,
subject to an entirely different body
of rules than the other Bill of Rights
(See Unruh, Page 21)

and 24 percent were of Hispanic
descent. The average sex buyer in
America is a middle-aged Caucasian man with a disposable income.
The prevention and protection
programs authorized by the bill
are fundamental to effectively safeguard communities from human
trafficking, as well as to uniquely
support and help empower survivors on their paths toward healing.
H.R. 6552 reauthorizes $1 billion
in funding to support these efforts,
without which survivors will not
be afforded quality equitable care.
H.R. 6552, which properly renames the trafficking prevention
education grants as the “Frederick

Douglass Prevention Education
grants,” will secure, for the first
time, $35 million for housing assistance grants, to prevent human
trafficking and protect survivors
from becoming vulnerable again
to traffickers. It will ensure linguistically accessible prevention
programming, wrap-around social
services, and a trauma-informed approach for all stakeholders working
with survivors.
Equally important, it strengthens
federal government accountability for survivor-informed policy
through a ten-year extension of
the survivor-led U.S. Advisory
Council on Human Trafficking
while also securing a competitive
award process for the Program to
End Modern Slavery.
Together, the Douglass Leadership Institute and the Fredrick
Douglass Foundation along with
over 800 anti-trafficking and advocacy organizations and survivors
(many of whom are members of
the US Advisory Council on Human Trafficking) signed letters
to House Leadership—including
Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.)
and Minority Leader Kevin Mc-

Carthy (R-Calif.) and Education
and Labor Committee Chairman
Bobby Scott (D-Va.), Judiciary
Committee Chairman Jerrold Nadler (D-N.Y.), and Ways and Means
Committee Chairman Richard Neal
(D-Mass.) —urging them to allow a
House vote on the bipartisan bill authored by Reps. Christopher Smith
(R-N.J.) and Karen Bass (D-Calif.).
It is time to act. More than ever
we need unity and bipartisan support for the issues most affecting
our country and marginalized communities. Combatting the scourge
of human trafficking should be
a win-win for everybody that
claims to care about the hurting,
survivors of injustice, and bringing
accountability to perpetrators. We
hope there will be no more delay
in getting this critical legislation
passed unanimously and as soon
as possible to assure that survivors
are afforded the care and respect
they deserve.
*****
Dean Nelson is chairman of
Douglass Leadership Institute and
Patrina Mosley is director of policy
Engagement at the Douglass Leadership Institute.

Supreme Court issues major decision on concealed-carry laws
By Bob Unruh
The U.S. Supreme Court on
Thursday reaffirmed Americans’
right to self-defense by ruling that
New York’s requirement that a
person show a “special need” for
a permit to carry a gun in public is
unconstitutional.
The 6-3 decision, where the majority opinion was written by Justice
Clarence Thomas, said the court
holds “that a state may not enforce
a law, like New York’s Sullivan
Law, that effectively prevents its
law-abiding residents from carrying
a gun” for self-defense.
“That is all we decide. Our holding decides nothing about who may
lawfully possess a firearm or the
requirements that must be met to
buy a gun. Nor does it decide anything about the kinds of weapons
that people may possess.”
The decision struck New York
state’s demand that to obtain a
license to carry a gun in public, a
person must show a “special need.”
New York and a handful of other
states imposed that extraordinary
demand, while most states have
regulations with simply require
a person to meet a specified set
of standards, such as no criminal
record, to obtain a permit.
The decision builds on the
court’s Heller and McDonald decisions, from recent years, in which
the justices ruled that the Second
Amendment protects a right for
individuals to be armed, and that
applies to states, too.

The fight was over a 108-yearold handgun-licensing requirement
in New York, but now will affect
gun-control laws across the nation.
An analysis of the fight pointed
out that both sides agreed the Constitution protects a right to carry a
handgun outside of the home for
self-defense, but they had very
different views on whether and
when the government can place
restrictions on that right.
The last major rulings from the
court on the Second Amendment
came in 2008, when it decided
District of Columbia v. Heller and
in 2010 with McDonald v. City of
Chicago. The first case held that
the Second Amendment protects an
individual right to keep a gun in the
home for self-defense and the later
ruling said states must respect that
right, too.
The core of the dispute was that
New York, like several other states,
required a person to show “proper
cause” when requesting a permit to
carry concealed.
The problem with that is it is

House must act on stalled human trafficking bill
By Dean Nelson
and Patrina Mosley
Last week as we wrapped up the
historic celebration of Juneteenth,
the day Union soldiers announced
the ending of chattel slavery, in
Galveston, Texas, the exploitation
of human beings is still in existence,
and resources to help remedy the
situation continue to stall.
The Frederick Douglass Trafficking Victims Prevention and
Protection Reauthorization Act of
2022 (H.R. 6552) is the most comprehensive bipartisan, informed bill
that has been continually reauthorized since its original inception in
2000. Now after being introduced
for reauthorization nearly 8 months
ago, it stalls as one billion dollars in
resources lays on the table to help
rebuild victims’ lives.
This bill is appropriately titled
the Frederick Douglass Trafficking
Victims Prevention and Protection
Reauthorization Act as it is inspired
by his life of bravery to advance
dignity for all by abolishing slavery,
America’s earliest state of human
trafficking. We at the Douglass
Leadership Institute work to preserve Douglass’ legacy of righ-

teousness and justice by equipping
faith-based leaders, especially in
the African-American community
to apply biblical principles to life
and the marketplace.
We await righteousness and
justice for women and children who
are still on the slave block as over
half of the victims of sex trafficking
are underage black girls. Human
trafficking continues to be for the
purposes of labor and overwhelmingly for the sexual exploitation of
females and children. In a two-year
review of all suspected human trafficking incidents across the country,
94 percent of sex trafficking victims
were female, 40 percent were Black

A place where dying is not allowed
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By José Azel
When I first learned of Svalbard’s unusual laws, one of which
is that no one is allowed to die
there, my wife and I made plans
to visit and learn. Unfortunately,
the COVD-19 pandemic put those
plans on hold. We finally made it to
Svalbard in June of 2022.
Svalbard is a Norwegian archipelago in the Artic Ocean midway
between continental Norway and
the North Pole. Svalbard is the
northernmost year-round settlement
in the world and its capital, Longyearbyen, is home to 2,400 people
from over fifty countries. Having
visited southernmost Antarctica in
2019, it made perfect sense to us to
make northernmost Svalbard our
next travel destination.
Svalbard has been part of the
Kingdom of Norway since 1925.
However, administratively it is not
part of any Norwegian county. It
is an unincorporated area administered by a governor appointed
by the Norwegian government and
subject to the special jurisdiction of
the Svalbard Treaty (1920), and the
Svalbard Act (1925). These treaties
established Svalbard as a free zone
and demilitarized economic zone.
Svalbard’s permafrost and yearround low temperatures made it ideal for the installation of the Global
Seed Vault which stores nearly a
million seeds from across the globe
as a reserve in case of a global catastrophe. The warmest temperature
ever recorded in Longyearbyen

José Azel
was 70.3 F and the coldest -51.3 F.
Winter brings three to four months
of night, and temperatures often dip
below that breathtaking point where
Fahrenheit equals Celsius at minus
40 degrees.
Longyearbyen’s multi-ethnicity
is due to the fact that it is an open
border society where citizens of
any country are welcomed to settle
in Svalbard without a visa as long
as they have a job and a place to
live. The Svalbard Treaty includes
a unique nondiscrimination clause
requiring that no distinction be
made between Norwegians and
foreigners.
The treaty also requires that
Svalbard must not tax its residents
more than the minimum needed for
government operations. Currently
this is an eight percent income
tax— well below Norway’s nearly
forty percent tax. In Svalbard’s

unique version of gun control,
anyone who leaves the city limits
must carry a rifle for protection.
This is because Longyearbyen’s
human population of 2,400 is complimented by a population of some
3,000 polar bears.
Most interestingly, in the 1950s,
when scientists exhumed corpses
of those who died in the 1918 flu
pandemic, it was discovered that
the bodies had been preserved by
Svalbard’s permafrost and had not
decomposed. Scientists were then
able to retrieve live samples of the
deadly virus from the preserved
bodies. Since then, dying in Longyearbyen has not been allowed
given that there are no options for
burial. Residents close to death are
flown to the Norwegian mainland to
live out the remainder of their days.
Not only is dying not allowed,
but neither is giving birth. Pregnant
women within a few weeks of their

due date must travel to the mainland
to give birth.
But this is not a travel column,
and Svalbard is certainly one of
the world’s most inhospitably environments. I bring Svalbard up
because there is much we can learn
from this audacious society. A key
political proposition for us in the
United States today revolves around
the questions of: In what numbers,
and on what political and cultural
terms should peoples from other
countries be allowed to come to the
United States?
In Svalbard, societal membership is based on residence and
consent, and not on birth or descent.
Faced with the extreme difficulties of this environment residents
from over fifty different countries
must embrace new views over their
old, calcified prejudices.
For 100 days each year Svalbard’s residents are plunged into a
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darkness they call their polar night.
Living in Svalbard must be like
E. L. Doctorow’s description of
writing “… it is like driving in the
night in the fog. You can only see
as far as your headlights, but you
can make the whole trip that way.”
To live in a place like Svalbard
one must detach past from present
and welcome the discomfort of
doubt over the comfort of conviction. This should be our intellectual
aspiration on immigration.
*****
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.

Biden ignores Iran nuclear build-up

By Frank Holmes
Nuclear watchdogs warn that, thanks
to weak U.S. foreign policy, Iran’s nuclear
program has crossed a dangerous threshold,
taking a quantum leap forward in its efforts
to get its hands on a nuclear weapon. While
Iran revs up its missile development, Israel is
systematically assassinating the people trying
to create the building blocks of a bomb — and
experts say their war is destined to spill into
the United States.
Iran already has enough uranium to make
a nuclear weapon, according to a new report
from the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). Teheran now has “the approximate amount of nuclear material for which
the possibility of manufacturing a nuclear
explosive device cannot be excluded,” IAEA
said earlier this month.
Let’s cut through that wording: The nuclear watchdog body just said the world’s
leading state sponsor of terrorism has enough
material to make a nuclear bomb. And its
neighbors know it. Israeli prime minister Naftali Bennett said Iran “is dangerously close
to getting their hands on a nuclear weapon”
in a recent interview with The Telegraph of
London.
To make matters worse, Iranians are
increasing the amount and purity of their
nuclear materials faster every day.
Iran is about to install the most advanced
equipment it’s ever possessed into its underground nuclear facility, which will rapidly
advance its plan to build the deadliest WMDs.
Iran is placing IR-6 centrifuges at an
underground refinement facility in the city
of Fordow facility. That lets Iran enrich uranium to 20 percent purity — but it has been
enriching uranium to at least 60 percent for
a year… and now its supply has piled up.
“A person close to the IAEA said Iran’s
stockpile of 60 percent is now above the socalled significant quantity that defines how
much nuclear material could be needed
for a nuclear weapon,” reported the Wall

Concha

(Continued from Page 17)
reaction to our work,’” Moran said. “That’s
exactly what they’ve done here; they’ve ignored any potential public reaction.”
On MSNBC, Rep. Jackie Speier (D-Calif.)
called on abortion rights advocates to armor
up: “There is a war out there. And we need
to recognize that we’ve got to armor up.” As
expected, Speier received no pushback from
the anchor.
”Armor up?” Just imagine if a pro-life
Republican lawmaker had used that kind of
rhetoric on national television.
The Washington Post’s Jennifer Rubin
also pushed the war metaphor to the max.
“The Supreme Court declares war on modern
America,” she wrote. “Women, minorities,
gay people and others once had little political,
economic or social power. And so they will
again, if the court gets its way.”
Never to be outdone, Rep. Alexandria
Ocasio-Cortez (D-N.Y.) called the makeup
of the Supreme Court “a hostile takeover”
while demanding that Justices Neil Gorsuch,
Brett Kavanaugh and Amy Coney Barrett be
impeached.
“There must be consequences for such
a deeply destabilizing action and hostile
takeover of our democratic institutions,” the

Street Journal.
Creating WMDs requires Iran to enrich
uranium to 90 percent — but some experts
say that’s a small step from 60 percent, and
Iran could reach that goal in no time.
All of this is happening in the dark, since
Iran is also removing cameras from the facility to prevent the IAEA from keeping tabs
on its development.
The Ayatollah has made it a priority to
defy the United States — which he calls
“The Great Satan” — for decades, but the
danger is increasing under President Biden
and Vice President Kamala Harris. Iran
jumped uranium enrichment up to dangerous
levels less than three months into the Biden
administration.
Biden responded by immediately dropping sanctions against Iranian officials,
which “was widely interpreted by the media
as a signal to Tehran that Biden is ready to
make further concessions to reverse President
Donald Trump’s exit from the nuclear deal,”
reported Breitbart.com.
They interpreted it right.
While Iran is saber-rattling, the Biden
administration has done all it can to show the
terrorist regime that it’s willing to do business

congresswoman told Chuck Todd on Sunday.
“This is a crisis of legitimacy.”
In watching the media coverage of this
major story unfold, one would think that the
vast majority of Americans support abortion
on demand. That’s simply not the case. Per
Gallup polling released earlier this month after a draft of the decision by Justice Alito was
leaked, only 35 percent of Americans believe
abortion should be legal under any circum-

and give the mullahs access to American cash
in exchange for oil. With gas prices soaring,
U.S. officials have all but begged Iran to
produce more oil — and said they’re willing
to wave sanctions to do it.
“Why would you fund another country
that funds terrorism, that wants to have a
nuclear weapon, give it to them, and then
give them billions of dollars?” asked House
Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy (R-Calif.).
Israelis are asking the same question.
Israel, the top target of any Iranian nuclear

weapon, seems to have stepped up its covert
war, assassinating several officials linked to
the program.
Bombs are developing. Bullets are flying.
Tensions are rising.
The combination of Iranian aggression
and American weakness could prove explosive… literally. The National Interest reports
that “Deal or No Deal, Iran-Israel War Is
Coming to the Middle East” — and not just
the Middle East.
“It also seems likely that a war will fuel
anti-Semitic attacks in Europe, the United
States, and elsewhere — just as the conflict
between Iranian proxies and Israel did in the
spring of 2021,” wrote Sean Durns.
Let’s connect the dots: Iran wants a nuclear weapon. Israel has piled up the bodies
of Iranian officials at a faster clip. And their
hatred could easily play out in the streets of
American cities.
First inflation, then gas shortages, and now
the threat of global nuclear war, Joe Biden
seems destined to turn the clock back to the
1970s — or to set the Doomsday Clock all
the way forward to midnight.
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.”

(Continued from Page 18)
law-abiding groups of citizens in the country — less likely to abuse their guns than
the police. There are numerous examples of
shootings being stopped by gun owners. The
notion that a murderer is going to apply for
a license to carry out a killing spree is about
as plausible as a murderer adhering to the
restrictions of a gun-free zone.
Yet, someone unfamiliar with the case,
which I imagine most people still are, might
listen to Democrats and media and now be
under the impression that every regulation
governing concealed carry permits had been

wiped out. The 43 states that have “shall-issue” laws, wherein states grant a permit to
anyone who meets the legal requirements,
aren’t affected by the ruling. There is no
evidence that “may-issue” states, where officials have discretionary powers, keep anyone
safer. There is plenty of evidence, however,
that the contemporary left is at war with the
Constitution.
*****
David Harsanyi is a senior writer at National Review and the author of “Eurotrash:
Why America Must Reject the Failed Ideas
of a Dying Continent.”

stances, while 50 percent believe it should
be legal under only certain circumstances.
What’s more, the media coverage makes
it seem as if all or most women support
abortion, often portraying the issue as one of
“women’s rights.” But numerous polls have
shown only very modest differences in the
way men and women view abortion. In fact,
women are slightly more likely than men to
describe themselves as pro-life.

There’s also the matter of the parts of this
story that aren’t being reported. It’s hard to
find much coverage of the fact that the U.S.
has some of the most liberal abortion laws
in the world.
The Roe decision of nearly 50 years ago,
for example, put the U.S. in company with
North Korea, China and just five other nations
in allowing elective abortions after 20 weeks
of pregnancy, according to a Washington Post
fact-check.
And then there’s the legal side to the Supreme Court’s reasoning in giving abortion
law back to individual states. More than a
few Democratic lawmakers and their ample
allies in the media are screaming on cable
news that conservatives on the court are politically motivated in opposing Roe. But you
won’t hear about how the late liberal Justice
Ruth Bader Ginsberg wasn’t a fan of the Roe
decision either.
Most of the media aren’t in the mood for
nuance, balance or even accuracy. Abortion
is obviously an emotional issue to many
Americans. But at such an emotional time,
nuance, balance and accuracy are exactly
what’s called for.
Joe Concha is a media and politics columnist and a Fox News contributor.

Harsanyi

Page 20 / LAS VEGAS TRIBUNE / June 29-July 5, 2022

Electric cars are unaffordable for many;
Biden is trying to impose them anyway

By Justin Haskins
On June 17, President Biden hosted a Major Economies Forum on Energy and Climate
(MEF), the third such meeting held by Biden
during his presidency.
At the forum, which was held virtually,
representatives from more than 20 governments (including China, the United Kingdom,
India and Japan) discussed “urgent energy
and food security concerns.”
Participants also outlined their commitments to battle climate change, including
pledges to “reduce methane emissions, speed
the commercialization of critical technologies, put more zero-emission vehicles on
the road, decarbonize ocean-based shipping,
and increase fertilizer efficiency and alternatives.”
According to a fact sheet published by
the White House about the forum, at the
event President Biden once again reiterated
his commitment to dramatically increase the
number of zero-emissions vehicles (ZEVs)
on America’s roadways, especially electric
cars.
Earlier this year, Biden announced that
his administration has set a goal for half of
all new light-duty vehicles sold in 2030 to be
ZEVs, including “battery electric, fuel cell
electric, and plug-in hybrid vehicles.”
At the Major Economies Forum, the Biden
administration said that the U.S. government
will achieve this ambitious plan by imposing
far-reaching regulations that will force car
companies to sell more electric and other
“green” vehicles. Some of these regulations
have already been put in place.
“To advance this goal in the United States,
the Environmental Protection Agency and
Department of Transportation have, working
closely together, finalized stronger vehicle
standards through 2026 and are now considering ambitious standards to at least 2030,”
a White House statement noted.
Biden’s policy forcing manufacturers to
produce zero-emissions vehicles will raise
the cost of owning and driving a car, hurting
lower- and middle-income families the most.
Zero-emissions vehicles remain expensive
for many, and the purported financial benefits

associated with owning one are much lower
than some people think. This may explain
why a study released in 2021 found that
Americans considering an electric vehicle
purchase have an average household income
of $150,000, more than double the U.S.
median income.
There are several reasons electric vehicles
are more expensive to own than traditional
gasoline-powered cars, but the biggest is
the purchase price. The average price of a
new electric vehicle sold in February 2022
was $60,054, compared to $45,596 for all
vehicles. But these figures are somewhat
misleading, because the average cost of all
vehicles includes expensive electric cars too.
Further, these figures fail to show that it’s
possible to purchase used gasoline-powered
cars for much less than most of the lower-end
electric vehicles available.
For example, a review of used cars available on the popular online retailer Carvana
shows that in the Atlanta metropolitan area,
the most affordable used electric vehicle
available with a model year of 2018 or newer
is about $50,000, and most are well above
$60,000. Conversely, there are hundreds
of used traditional vehicles for sale for less
than $20,000.

Advocates for Biden’s plan to impose
zero-emissions vehicles claim that these
price differences are mostly offset by the
costs associated with running these cars. For
example, a recent NBC News report claimed
that “energy costs” are “where EVs have a
clear and growing advantage.”
“For example, the new Volkswagen ID.4
SUV, which starts at about $40,000, gets
250 miles per charge,” the NBC News report
claimed. “With the average residential customer paying about 14 cents per kilowatt, it
costs roughly $11 to fully charge the battery.
Also, some customers qualify for discount
charging rates. A comparable VW Tiguan
SUV, which starts at about $26,000 and gets
26 mpg, would cost about $38 to fill up at $4
a gallon. If you drive 12,000 miles a year, you
could expect to spend around $550 to power
the ID.4, compared to $1,900 for the Tiguan.”
Arguments such as these are common but
deceptive. For starters, there are many gasoline-powered SUVs that perform better than
the 26-mpg vehicle included in the example
used by NBC News. For instance, the 2022
Nissan Rogue averages 33 mpg, and the 2022
Toyota Highlander, a non-plug-in hybrid, gets
36 mpg. And there are dozens of non-SUVs
that perform even better. A 2022 Honda Civic

is rated at 42 mpg on highways.
Further, although the national average
electricity cost is about 14 cents per kilowatt,
as NBC rightly reports, electricity prices vary
substantially by region. In many parts of the
United States, electricity prices are much
higher than 14 cents per kilowatt.
In New England, the average cost of
electricity is 24.5 cents per kilowatt. In
California, the largest state by population,
the average cost is 26.71 cents per kilowatt.
And these costs would be higher if half of
all Americans were using electric vehicles,
because electricity consumption would necessarily skyrocket.
Once you factor in all of these considerations, it becomes clear that in many regions
of the United States, including many of the
most-populated areas, the everyday cost of
using a gasoline-powered car is equal to or
lower than an electric vehicle.
It is also important to keep in mind that
gasoline prices are at historic highs. In May,
the average retail price of gasoline was $4.54.
In May 2020, when President Trump was
president, the average price of gasoline was
$1.96. If President Biden were to embrace
pro-energy reforms, including policies that
would substantially increase domestic oil
and gas drilling, there’s no reason why energy prices couldn’t fall to Trump-era levels,
especially once the conflict in Ukraine ends.
It is likely that electric vehicle manufacturers will continue to decrease the cost
of production for EVs in the coming years.
But if the government were to allow a truly
free and fair marketplace and embrace common-sense energy policies, gasoline-powered
cars would remain the more affordable option
for many years to come, perhaps even many
decades.
The Biden administration knows this, but,
in the end, it will pursue whatever course is
required to reduce carbon-dioxide emissions,
regardless of how painful it is for American
families.
Justin Haskins (Jhaskins@heartland.org)
is director of the Socialism Research Center
at The Heartland Institute and a New York
Times bestselling author.

between the Trump organization and the
Russian bank.”
The tentacles of this scheme eventually
led to falsely accusing several other people
of collusion, an FBI agent lying to the FISA
Court, widespread media promotion as if it
were a true story and eventually a special
counsel, Robert Mueller, who spent two years
and millions of taxpayer dollars investigating
the allegations only to find no evidence of
Russian collusion.
Turley concludes: “It was one of the
most successful disinformation campaigns
in American politics, and Mook implicated
Clinton as green-lighting the gas-lighting of
the electorate.”

And did I mention that last March it
was reported that the Federal Election
Commission (FEC) fined the Clinton campaign $8,000 and the Democratic National
Committee (DNC) $105,000 for “failing
to properly report money spent on research
for the dossier”? The Clinton campaign
paid $175,000 and the DNC paid more than
$849,000 for what they falsely claimed were
“legal services,” when what they were really
doing was funding the Steele dossier.
Clinton’s paying the fine was a tacit admission of guilt.
Shouldn’t those facts make a reporter
curious? Not Luce. If he asked Clinton about
those issues, they don’t appear in his rather
fawning interview.
In fact, Clinton has conducted several
public interviews in the past few months
(e.g., with “PBS NewsHour’s” Judy Woodruff and on MSNBC’s “Morning Joe“) to
talk about Russia’s invasion of Ukraine,
women’s rights and other issues. She also
talked with NPR’s Scott Simon last October.
The reporters and interviewers often asked
for her thoughts on the state of democracy
in the United States.
Not one of those interviewers or others
that I have seen has brought up Clinton’s
involvement and funding of the Steele
dossier. Or as Turley so vividly put it, her
“green-lighting the gas-lighting of the electorate.”
But they have given her time to express

her deep concerns about democracy in the
United States, and she gladly embraces the
opportunity. The Financial Times’ Luce
quotes Clinton as saying at the end of the
interview. “We are standing on the precipice
of losing our democracy, and everything that
everybody else cares about then goes out the
window.”
I think it’s fair to say that most mainstream
media journalists, if given the chance to
interview Trump, would press him about his
false claims that he won the 2020 election.
They would see that as a journalistic duty,
and they would be right.
But those same journalists, when given
the chance to interview Clinton, seem too
enamored and thankful to be in the great
lady’s presence to bring up her own role in
undermining democracy.
Luce ends the interview with this Clinton
quote, “Look, the most important thing is to
win the next election. The alternative is so
frightening that whatever does not help you
win should not be a priority.”
Clinton took extraordinary steps to try to
win the 2016 election. Should “whatever does
not help you win should not be a priority” be
a warning to all of us about steps she or others
may take in 2022 — or 2024?
*****
Merrill Matthews is a resident scholar
with the Institute for Policy Innovation in
Dallas, Texas. Follow him on Twitter @
MerrillMatthews.

When will the media stop shamelessly
prostrating itself before Hillary Clinton?

By Merrill Matthews
Another major media interview with
former Secretary of State Hillary Clinton,
another missed opportunity to ask Clinton
about her role in the Russian collusion scam.
Edward Luce, the U.S. national editor
for the Financial Times (FT), recently interviewed Clinton over lunch at a Washington
hotel. FT published parts of the interview
on June 18.
Like virtually every other reporter with
the mainstream media, Luce asked mostly
softball questions and never asked about
what she knew and when she knew it with
respect to her campaign’s financing of the
now-discredited Steele dossier.
It isn’t that Luce is unaware of the allegations. As an aside, he notes that the interview
took place on the day a Clinton campaign legal adviser, Michael Sussmann, was acquitted
of the charge “that he improperly influenced
the FBI to investigate links between Donald
Trump’s campaign and the Kremlin.”
But the big news from the Sussmann trial
was that Clinton’s former campaign manager,
Robby Mook, testified that Clinton knew
and approved the Steele dossier project in an
effort to undermine Donald Trump.
George Washington Law School Professor
Jonathan Turley outlined the whole scheme
in The Hill: “[T]here was her former campaign manager, Robby Mook, telling a jury
that Clinton personally approved a plan to
spread the claim of covert communications

Will Biden and the Democrats obey the Supreme Court
By Nicholas L. Waddy
The overturning of Roe v. Wade,
and thus of a woman’s supposedly
constitutional right to an abortion,
was expected, but that doesn’t make
it any less historic.
Constitutionally and judicially
speaking, we conservatives view
this action as the righting of a gross
wrong that was committed by the
high court in 1973 when it decided to manufacture the concept of
abortion rights, or rather to pull it
out of thin air.
We are, first and foremost, a
federal republic, and, properly
speaking, the ONLY part of the
Constitution that impinges on
the issue of abortion is the Tenth
Amendment, which states: “The
powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor
prohibited by it to the States, are
reserved to the States respectively,
or to the people.”
Pretty simple, really: Abortion
is an issue that ought to be in the
hands of the people’s elected rep-

resentatives, and it ought to be decided at the state level. And now it
will be again. That’s all to the good.
Practically speaking, this decision will lead to many states enacting restrictions on abortion, and
even outright bans. On the other
hand, as we’ve already seen, many
states, localities and corporations
are taking steps to ensure that no
woman will be denied her “right”

to terminate a pregnancy.
There are plans afoot to subsidize women’s travel to states where
abortions are legally performed and
to pay for the resulting abortions.
Can states criminalize the behavior of women even if their receipt
of abortions takes place outside
of their jurisdiction? If they can’t
(or won’t), it’s possible that the
number of abortions in America

might actually increase in future
years, because the left will create
a vast infrastructure to encourage
the practice. Ergo, anyone who
assumes that “life” is now secure
should think twice.
It’s also prudent to reflect on the
political fallout from this decision.
Will Dems ride the furor over abortion rights to victory in 2022? This
seems doubtful. Public attitudes on
abortion are murky, at best, and the
Dems would be wise not to overplay their hand on the issue.
In a more long-term sense,
however, decisions like Dobbs will
strengthen the hand of those Democrats and progressives who assert
that the Supreme Court, as an institution, has become “right-wing”
and has thus lost its legitimacy.
Maxine Waters says, “The hell
with the Supreme Court, we will
defy them.” Keith Olbermann
was calling for the abolition of the
Supreme Court the day before the
Dobbs ruling, in reaction to the
court’s decision to strike down

a gun control law in the state of
New York.
“It has become necessary to
dissolve the Supreme Court of the
United States,” according to Olbermann. Failing that, he advises
progressives simply to ignore the
Court’s rulings: “Hey SCOTUS,
send the SCOTUS army here to
enforce your ruling, you House of
Lords radicals pretending to be a
court.”
The fact is that such voices of
scorn and defiance are becoming
more normative on the left, as
frustration mounts with a federal
judiciary that is behaving more
conservatively than at any point in
human memory. It is by no means
inconceivable that, as Olbermann
suggests, a blue state could defy
SCOTUS. It is also depressingly
plausible that, at some point in the
near future, the executive branch
might do so.
Conservatives would be outraged, but the likelihood is that
(See Waddy, Page 22)
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The dangers of Biden’s permissive environment
By Jonathan Sweet and Michael Pregent
President Biden proclaimed “America
is Back” when he took office in January
2021, but his actions have fallen short, and
neither our allies nor our adversaries are
buying it. Nicaragua’s recent approval for
Russian forces to train within its borders and
conduct military drills with its army is the
latest example of America’s descent within
its own hemisphere. The American public is
losing confidence in Biden’s ability to lead
the country and make sound decisions concerning national security.
Biden has created a permissive environment in which our adversaries perceive
weakness, and our allies question our commitments. In many cases, Washington waits
for others to take the lead and then reluctantly
follows. Fear of “escalation” has constrained
the U.S. and now we cower to threats from
countries with nuclear weapons, cede to their
demands, and actively avoid direct confrontation. Russia is testing this administration —
and China, North Korea and Iran have taken
notice. Biden’s permissive environment has
reawakened President Bush’s “axis of evil.”
Arguably, the state of the world today is
the culmination of badly negotiated treaties,
poorly thought-out policies and ill-advised
decision-making. Some of this began early
in the administration, when the Biden team
announced its intention to renegotiate the
2015 Iran nuclear deal; issued executive orders that crippled domestic energy supplies,
creating a dependence on foreign oil; and then
accelerated the withdrawal of U.S. forces
from Afghanistan, giving the Taliban control.

The collapse of Afghanistan signaled a
“green light” to our adversaries. When asked
about the impact of the U.S. withdrawal,
retired Army Gen. David Petraeus responded, “One can say with confidence that some
potential American adversaries seized on that
withdrawal to say … ‘See? We told you the
U.S. is not a dependable partner and ally, and
we told you that the U.S. is a great power in
decline.’” Former Attorney General Bill Barr
similarly said, “The Biden administration
botched the Afghanistan withdrawal, and
its repudiation of domestic energy supplies
compelled [Russian President Vladimir] Putin to view Biden as weak, and the policies
of the administration prompted Russia to
invade Ukraine.”
Under the permissive environment created
by the Biden administration, our adversaries
have learned from one another just how far
they can push the U.S. and NATO to get what
they want. Some notable examples include:

China has warned against foreign interference in helping Taiwan to defend its
independence. Putin similarly warned of
“consequences that you have never experienced in your history” just days before
invading Ukraine. China’s announcement
of a security pact with the Solomon Islands
in mid-April added another layer of security
implications for the Pacific Rim to consider,
as China continues to build island fortifications in the South China Sea, and now a naval
base in Cambodia.
North Korea is executing Iran’s playbook
of using provocations to gain concessions
with missile launches. According to ABC
News, “Some experts have said North Korea
is trying to perfect its weapons technology
and pressure the U.S. into offering concessions like sanctions relief amid long-stalled
disarmament talks. North Korea also might
view the U.S. preoccupation with the Ukraine
conflict as a chance to accelerate testing
activity without any serious response from
Washington.”
Iran fired up to 12 missiles in March
toward the direction of the U.S. consulate
in Erbil, Iraq. Coincidentally, negotiations
had stalled in Vienna concerning the revival
of the nuclear deal. Israel has opposed such
a deal, saying it will do what is necessary to
protect their country, prompting more threats
from Iran.
Without established boundaries, our adversaries will continue to push the envelope.
Diplomacy has its limits, and economic
deterrence doesn’t have much impact when
like-minded countries support one another

or control resources upon which the West
depends. The Biden administration’s policy
of “strategic ambiguity,” a cousin of the
Obama administration’s “strategic patience,”
provides zero deterrence. What we need is
“strategic clarity.”
Strong alliances and action provide the
message that Russia, China, North Korea and
Iran understand. Instead, our adversaries are
hearing a loud and consistent message from
this U.S. administration: If you have a nuclear
weapon, have access to natural resources or
finished products in high demand, or have
territorial aspirations, we won’t necessarily
stand in your way.
Sadly, in fact, Biden’s permissive environment may actually accommodate our
adversaries.
*****
Jonathan Sweet, a retired Army colonel,
served 30 years as a military intelligence
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duty with the 101st Airborne Division (Air
Assault) and the Intelligence and Security
Command. He led the U.S. European Command Intelligence Engagement Division from
2012-14, working with NATO partners in the
Black Sea and Baltics. Follow him on Twitter
@JESweet2022. Michael Pregent, a senior
fellow at the Hudson Institute, served as a
U.S. Army Intelligence officer with multiple
deployments to Iraq and Afghanistan. After
leaving the military, he was a subject matter
expert for the Defense Intelligence Agency,
with roles as an intelligence adviser to Gens.
David Petraeus and Raymond Odierno in
Iraq. Follow him on Twitter @MPPregent.

ployment benefits at the beginning of the
pandemic, it was irresponsible to enhance
the benefits by $600 a week. As a result, 76
percent of the individuals who received such
benefits were making more by not working
than by working. It was also irresponsible to
extend the program long after the economy
reopened and resumed growing.
The same is true of the overly generous
three rounds of $1,200, $600 and $1,400 individual payments paid to people who either
already received the enhanced unemployment benefits or who never lost their jobs.
Most recipients of these funds didn’t need
them. In fact, only 15 percent of people who
received the first round of checks said they
had spent it or planned to spend it. And there
were other benefits on top of these checks.
The end result was that, according to Marc
Goldwein at the Committee for a Responsible
Federal Budget, COVID-19 benefits were

so generous that a family of five could have
received $25,000 independently of the parents’ employment status. This non-fraudulent
spending is now helping to fuel inflation.
Then, you have the money dispensed
to corporations. In one way or another,
that spending made up a huge share of the
COVID-19 relief. Indeed, whether through
the airline bailouts or the Payroll Protection
Program, shareholders collected trillions of
dollars in government handouts they didn’t
need. Most of the PPP funding, for example,
went to companies whose workers were never
at risk of losing their jobs since they were
well-suited to work from home.
Finally, billions of dollars went to state
and local governments, including for schools
that stayed closed, even though many of these
governments’ revenue growth equaled or
exceeded pre-pandemic levels.
Of course there was some fraud, but the
malfeasance happened only because the programs were created in the first place and designed to go to everyone regardless of need.
This reckless “design” is the true scandal.
Will Congress ever learn its lesson? I
assume not, as it’s easier to complain about
fraudsters than to acknowledge that the real
scam is the entire process — a process that
starts on Capitol Hill.
*****
Veronique de Rugy is the George Gibbs
Chair in Political Economy and a senior
research fellow at the Mercatus Center at
George Mason University. To find out more
about Veronique de Rugy and read features
by other Creators Syndicate writers and
cartoonists, visit the Creators Syndicate Web
page at Creators.com.

America, and the devil is in the details:
Over the past couple of years, advanced
nations have found reason to be very concerned about the health of American democracy. In 2021, more than half of people in
most nations surveyed said democracy in the
U.S. “used to be a good example for other nations to follow” but no longer is. Large majorities in nearly all nations polled believe that
there are strong conflicts in America among
supporters of different political parties.
And although Biden is still well-liked
around the world, his approval ratings have
slipped since 2021, with confidence in his
leadership dropping significantly in 13 countries —falling 20 percentage points or more
in Italy, Greece, Spain, Singapore and France.
(Biden’s drop is bigger that what Obama experienced in his second year.) Some of that
drop may reflect disappointment over the way
the U.S. evacuated from Afghanistan, how we
handled COVID-19 and the U.S. economy.
It should be noted that America received
historically low international ratings during
President Trump’s tenure, and global attitudes toward Trump were overwhelmingly
negative.
Within the United States, Trump divided

Republicans and Democrats more than any
incoming president in the previous 30 years
— a gap that only grew after he took office,
according to earlier Pew reports.
What’s the takeaway from this new survey, and what can we do about it?
The headline, in my view, is that America’s internal divisions over race, policy and
politics are visible to many around the world.
As the famous saying goes, “You can run, but
you can’t hide.”
Nor should we. America needs other countries and other countries need us.
But as a beacon of light for democracies,
we are a bit dimmed. Our cracks and fissures
are showing, and that does not bode well for
competing in the world and certainly not for
making arguments in favor of democracy
over authoritarianism.
We need to find ways to address our divisions and pull ourselves together. The Pew
survey is a warning light that our engine
needs to be checked — and fast.
*****
Tara D. Sonenshine is the Edward R.
Murrow Professor of Practice in Public Diplomacy at The Fletcher School of Law and
Diplomacy at Tufts University.

(Continued from Page 18)
guarantees.’ The exercise of other constitutional rights does not require individuals to
demonstrate to government officers some
special need.
“The Second Amendment right to carry
arms in public for self-defense is no different. New York’s proper-cause requirement
violates the Fourteenth Amendment by preventing law-abiding citizens with ordinary

self-defense needs from exercising their right
keep and bear arms in public.”
Bob Unruh joined WND in 2006 after
nearly three decades with the Associated
Press, as well as several Upper Midwest
newspapers, where he covered everything
from legislative battles and sports to tornadoes and homicidal survivalists. He is also
a photographer whose scenic work has been
used commercially.

The inconvenient truth about COVID-19 relief scandals

By Veronique de Rugy
Raise your hand if you’re surprised that
the trillions of dollars spent on COVID-19
relief gave way to billions of dollars in government waste, fraud and abuses. I’m not,
but based on recent reporting, you might
think this type of carelessness with taxpayers’
money has never before happened.
Sadly, such waste and fraud are normal
byproducts of most government programs.
Too much focus on waste and fraud
misses a more important problem: Lots of
the COVID-19 spending that doesn’t qualify
as wasteful or fraudulent was nonetheless
misspent.
When the pandemic hit the United States
in March 2020, people all over the country
panicked. Everyone seemed to agree that
the right thing to do was pump the nation
full of as much money as possible, as fast
as possible.
As a result, nearly everyone — married,
unmarried, employed, unemployed, through
businesses small and large — got cash
through the $2 trillion CARES Act.
Some people did raise the potential for
fraud. We were told that there was no time
to put in place measures sufficient to prevent
it. However, the CARES Act did create an
oversight mechanism called the Pandemic Response Accountability Committee
(PRAC). The committee had a difficult task
due to the enormous size of the relief bill,
a hardship compounded by the fact that the
program had to become functional before it
could even start looking into the spending.
Dollars were pouring forth fast from Washington, and the committee was basically
behind from the start.

Then Congress added another two relief
bills totaling around $3 trillion and including
extensions of some programs implemented
in the CARES Act. It’s now clear that an
enormous amount of the eventual $5 trillion
was spent “improperly,” and that some was
downright fraudulent.
For instance, according to the Labor Department, at least $163 billion of the $873
billion in unemployment insurance benefits
was spent in error, and little of this sum was
recovered. Making matters worse is that
a significant share of the $163 billion was
claimed by organized fraudsters and scammers in the United States and countries like
China and Russia.
The inconvenient truth behind all this
fraud and waste is that these government
programs never should have been designed
as they were. For example, while the federal
government justifiably boosted state unem-

Amid deepening divisions, US no longer
seen as beacon of light around the world
By Tara D. Sonenshine
People care about their image, how others
perceive them. So do nations.
Every nation extends its values and interests onto the world stage, generating public
opinion. How citizens and governments
respond to a nation (positively or negatively)
can impact that nation’s power and influence,
both real and perceived. That, in turn, affects
policy and people — how we live within the
global community. In short, what others think
of you matters.
Into that complex public opinion vortex
comes a new report from Pew Research Center, which has been measuring international
attitudes for decades. The findings of this
new Pew survey on international perceptions of the United States, Europe and the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
include critical data for all of us, especially
Americans.
Pew’s data were collected from February
of this year through the third week of May —
a critical window when things were changing
across the globe.
On Feb. 24, Russia began a full-scale military assault on Ukraine leading to a massive
refugee and humanitarian crisis and an urgent
need for military equipment and troops from
the West.
President Biden had just entered his second year in office, having endured a painful
evacuation of American troops from Afghanistan in August. The COVID-19 pandemic,
with its deep divisions over masks and vaccines, was still raging.
Jan. 6was barely in the rearview mirror
and divisive congressional hearings would be
underway by spring. Against that backdrop,
how did America fare?

First, the good news: International public
opinion of the United States remains positive
in the 18 developed countries surveyed, according to the report. Most global citizens say
that the U.S. is a reliable partner, and ratings
for President Biden are mostly positive. NATO’s image is positive and improving even
among countries such as Sweden, which is
not (yet) a member.
Unsurprisingly, the view of Russia, which
we have blamed for the troubles in Europe,
is negative and falling. In 10 countries, 10
percent or less of those polled expressed a
favorable opinion of Russia. Positive views
of Russian President Vladimir Putin are in
single digits in more than half of the nations
polled.
And our strategic competitor China is
not held in high regard. Chinese President
Xi Jinping gets mostly low ratings, except
among people in Singapore and Malaysia.
But there is a corollary to the story about

Unruh
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Trump vs. DeSantis, by the numbers
By Keith Naughton
Based on a casual reading of the polls,
Donald Trump looks to have smooth sailing
to the Republican presidential nomination
in 2024 and the chance to erase the stink of
losing to Joe Biden that he so covets. But if
that’s the case, why does Trump seem so panicky these days? Simple: Trump is in trouble,
and — when you dig into the numbers — his
grip on the GOP nomination is getting more
tenuous. It is Florida Gov. Ron DeSantis (R)
who has all the momentum.
The good news for Trump is that he still
has high approval numbers among Republicans and leads in all but one of the GOP primary ballot tests. But that is where the good
news ends. Trump is trending down against
DeSantis on the national ballot and, for the
first time, is losing in a state primary ballot
test. According to FiveThirtyEight, Trump
was regularly besting DeSantis with totals in
the upper 50s to more than 60 percent, but the
last time he hit 60 percent was in Echelon’s
late-April poll. In the past month, Trump has
mostly been in the low to mid-50s.
Normally, a 28-point lead would be cause
for celebration, but not for Trump. Trump’s
totals are lagging far behind his approval
ratings among Republicans. According to
the YouGov June 21 benchmark, Trump is at
80 percent approval, meaning he is running
nearly 30 points behind on the ballot test. And
all this when Trump is the only Republican
really running. Only Trump is holding rallies
around the country; he has all but announced
his candidacy and continues to work nonstop
at dominating the headlines.
Make no mistake, DeSantis is running, just
in a highly calculated, surreptitious manner.
As a result, his national numbers are not that
great at face value. He lags Trump nationally
and in primary polling. His national approval
is 33 percent approve, 37 percent disapprove,
according to the Yahoo News poll. He also
has to get through reelection in Florida in
November.
Where DeSantis looks best is in comparison to Trump and others. In the same Yahoo
poll, every political figure had a net negative
rating. Trump was down 10 points, and Mike
Pence was down 12 points. Negative sentiment was less pronounced for DeSantis: Just
26 percent of independents viewed DeSantis

very unfavorably, compared to 54 percent for
Trump. With Hispanics — a top GOP target
group — DeSantis is underwater 28 percent
to 33 percent (20 percent very unfavorable),
but Trump is down 38 percent to 52 percent
(41 percent very unfavorable).
DeSantis also leads all other potential
Republican candidates. Only Pence is competitive, but that is a bit generous. Echelon
puts DeSantis ahead of Pence, 39 percent
to 18 percent; in no recent poll is DeSantis
behind. Trump has done a number on Pence
within the GOP. Pence is 57 percent approve
to 29 percent disapprove among Republicans,
very weak for a man with nearly total name
recognition. DeSantis polls 58 percent approve to just 15 percent disapprove.
Trump’s gathering storm
With universal name ID and a big initial
lead, Trump should be unassailable. But lack
of discipline, impatience and self-pity are
conspiring to drag him down. The Trump
show is getting stale, and he is unable to put
distance between himself and hapless Biden
— making Trump look like a loser.
Biden’s approval numbers have collapsed,
but Trump has barely benefited. Biden is
down to a RealClearPolitics average of 39.1
percent approve and 56.4 percent disapprove.

(Continued from Page 20)
Democrats would be unfazed, because, to
them, “democracy” means getting their way,
period.
And, as Olbermann so perceptively indicated, the Supreme Court has no practical
means of enforcing its decisions, except
the hitherto near-universal compliance that
flowed from the prevailing assumption that
its rulings are legitimate and decisive. In a
nutshell, therefore, any political advantage
that the right possesses because of the current composition of the Supreme Court and
other federal courts is fragile, especially so
in any age when none of our institutions are

respected as they used to be.
The $64,000 question now is: How far
right does SCOTUS need to go before the entire Democratic Party, and its standard-bearer, President Biden, endorse a strategy of
undermining it? Indeed, have we reached that
point already? And, if so, will the Democrats
and progressives arrogate to themselves the
court’s powers gradually, or all at once?
We may learn the answers to these questions sooner rather than later.
*****
Dr. Nicholas L. Waddy is an Associate
Professor of History at SUNY Alfred and
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His worst result is Trafalgar, at a 35-60 percent deficit (Reuters and Quinnipiac are nearly identical at 36-58 and 35-58, respectively);
his best is YouGov, at a 43-53 percent deficit.
That is bad, but Trump is worse. YouGov
has Trump down 40 percent approve to 55
percent disapprove. Trump is down 43 to 53
percent with independents, 36 to 58 percent
with Hispanics, and at a deficit with seniors.
Even his Republican numbers are not great,
at 80 percent. Typically, GOP voters rally
around their standard-bearer in the upper 80s.
The Jan. 6 House select committee hearings are not helping. The public is not sympathetic to the Capitol rioters of 2021, with 68
percent disapproving, including majorities of
all demographic and ideological groups — 58
percent among Republicans; 52 percent think
Trump had “a lot” or “some” responsibility,
including majorities or pluralities of all demographic groups; just 24 percent think he
had no responsibility.
It is true that the public is far less interested in these hearings than in inflation and
other domestic issues, but that only plays
well for Trump if he takes advantage. Instead,
Trump continues to fume about the hearings
and complain that the 2020 election was stolen. His side hobby is inserting himself into
Republican primaries, where he has shown a
marked inability to move GOP voters.
As a result, Trump is offering no alternative to Biden, and the public wants neither
of them. The Yahoo survey shows just 31
percent of the public wants Trump to run;
only 29 percent of independents agree, while
not a single demographic is net positive. Republicans only agree at 58 percent — and that
is without offering alternatives. The numbers
are worse for Biden, with just 21 percent
looking forward to a Biden run, including
just 43 percent of Democrats and a mere 12
percent of independents.
Trump is essentially tied with Biden in
national polling. In the past month, Trump’s
best result is a 42-38 percent lead in a May
Redfield & Wilton survey. Most recently, the

Republican-leaning firm Echelon has Trump
down 43-45 percent among likely voters. Not
a single poll has put Trump at 50 percent or
higher. Considering Biden’s polling nosedive
and fumbling response to growing domestic
problems, Trump’s numbers are terrible. Just
a small uptick in fortune could make Trump
a two-time loser to Biden. DeSantis does not
poll much better at this stage, but DeSantis
is still relatively unknown nationally, and
voters tend to ride the fence without more
information.
Trump feeling the heat
Polling numbers are not the only problem
for Trump. DeSantis has the momentum and
is playing a disciplined long game. DeSantis
is in office, pursuing actual policy, offering
real alternatives rather than just complaints;
he is capturing the fancy of some in the media
and some celebrities such as Bill Maher and
Elon Musk — things that used to be Trump’s
territory.
Trump is on the defensive and faces a
long fight — and that is not where Trump
does well. Recall that Trump won the GOP
nomination by blitzing his opponents with
a relatively short campaign; the Republican
field was inexperienced nationally, had never
seen anything like Trump and was always
on the defensive. Now everyone has seen
the Trump show. There is nothing new to
offer — he has gone into repeats like some
wheezy syndicated sitcom. Unfortunately for
him, Trump is no ”Seinfeld.” He’s more like
”The Cosby Show” — hot for a while but
now forgotten.
I wrote in this space in May that a DeSantis-Tim Scott ticket would be able to knock
out Trump and be a favorite to wipe out any
Democratic ticket in 2024. It’s starting to
look like DeSantis could do that on his own.
Keith Naughton, Ph.D., is co-founder
of Silent Majority Strategies, a public and
regulatory affairs consulting firm. Naughton
is a former Pennsylvania political campaign consultant. Follow him on Twitter @
KNaughton711.

(Continued from Page 21)
Again, we should thank God Almighty for
delivering us from this nearly 50-year blight,
this stain on our nation that will never go
away. The residue continues still as we fail
to stem the national hysteria the decision
evoked.
There are some people who should be
praised from the Heavens in this post-Roe
era.
There’s one man who rose to the occasion.
Donald J. Trump.
He ran for president on a platform for
life. He meant it. He appointed three pro-life
justices to the Supreme Court. There were
two already on the court. Trump could do the
math, but he ran for reelection anyway. He
wanted to continue to bless America for four
more years. He was cheated of a victory in
2020. If America wants to ensure that those
blessings continue, that America doesn’t
disintegrate, that it doesn’t fail, that it doesn’t
get cursed by God, we better get him back
in the White House sooner rather than later.
Things are getting much worse after

Trump than they were after his four years.
Your choice now is between him and the
people who followed him. Imagine how bad
it will be after four years of their rule!
There are many others to thank for this
blessing — all the pro-life Americans! While
their hearts were broken, truly, through al-

most 50 years of the slaughter of 63 million
innocent babies, they prayed and marched
and rallied for those babies’ lives.
I think of my dear friend, Phyllis Schlafly,
who was a warrior for the pro-life cause. She
worked tirelessly for all the babes that didn’t
have a voice to cry out for their own lives.

And she died not witnessing the victory that
was coming.
I wonder if she will one day meet and greet
those 63 million Americans somewhere in
eternity, babies God loved so because they
didn’t get a chance to experience life, His
blessings, His paths, His ways.
God hates the death of His innocent
children.
He will not be mocked.
But there is redemption offered by a living
God — for those who truly and sincerely
repent of their ways. That’s the beauty and
forgiveness in the majesty of God.
*****
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.

(Continued from Page 17)
were left behind, it was getting to them too,
as they were finding it difficult if not impossible to pay their rent or their mortgages (or
other bills) no matter what “help” they were
ostensibly being offered by their state or
federal government.
As we found out — often too late to
make a difference — that “help” was never
forthcoming to many and they suffered the
hardships of even not being able to provide
food for their tables. Is it any wonder why
homelessness became more noticeable? and
along with the adults being homeless, their
children were now homeless too.
Then, as if the health problem, the lack of
a secure home or living space problem, the
lack of work and/or income problem, and the
lack of food problem were not enough, we
not only continued to have a crime problem,
which continued to flourish as those individuals so inclined to steal when and what they
could from those who already were losing
everything were taking advantage of the
“new criminal justice” system that seemed
to allow just about any kind of crime without
stopping it, arresting the perpetrators, bringing them to trial and justice, and keeping
them away from what we might have called
“polite society” (or today would simply be

called the victims in society), so they would
not be victimized over and over again (since
when the perpetrators are free to remain on
the street, they are also free to continue their
reign of crime and violence since police are
handicapped by their own restrictions as
well as by the desire of certain communities
wishing to defund and even minimize what
they are “allowed” to do.)
So those are the assumptions so far; but
society at large seems to forget about the
“little” disturbances with our country that
are really so big I can’t imagine how they can
be ignored, forgotten, or even poo-poohed as
though they are not to be considered at all.
They concern our children.
It used to be that adults who had deep and
understandable reasons to want to opt out of
life were the ones who would choose suicide.
It was still very sad, but often understandable
as they had given up on seeking ways to solve
their overwhelming problems. In today’s
world, young children who haven’t even had
a chance to “taste” life are also giving up
on life because what they are going through
does not feel good to them and they seem to
have nowhere to turn, since their very own
parents are depressed and on the verge of
losing everything and they have not been
able to make new friends (or rekindle their

former friendships because of the lockdowns)
to share their hardships and difficulties with
and at least be some kind of a support system
for each other. Children as young as in their
preteens have been willing to consider and
even follow through with suicide, and after
much research into the matter, it seems that
it can be attributed to losing out on what
would have been considered their normal
childhoods. Instead of sharing with and doing things with their friends, they just went
deeper into their solitary armor of self and
lost the will to live.
Have you noticed or even cared that our
children have not had normal childhoods
for many years now, and COVID has just
amplified and exaggerated the lack of that
precious freedom and opportunities for expressing themselves what with all the things
they have not been allowed to do? Childhood
is about exploring, about trying new things
and even about learning to get along with
others that are not like them. In recent times
they have had to be under the watchful care
of their parents or any others in authority so
that they would not be hurt or even kidnapped
by strangers or any others that would do them
harm. Contrast that to the past, in which children could do the things that allowed them
to grow up naturally, without fear, without

concern for being harmed by their neighbors,
strangers, or those who would take out their
misery and frustrations on them as innocent
children while in their own school. Then
along came COVID, and along came all the
“new” restrictions of not even being allowed
to see their friends, or go to school, or go
outside to play. While all children were still
growing, they were being deprived of all the
things they needed to grow up normally and
it was getting worse as time went on.
Crime and danger were lurking everywhere, and parents couldn’t even always
defend or take care of themselves, let alone
being everywhere their children were, both
before and after COVID struck. School
shootings were always in the air; depression
was building in the students; parents were
not even allowed to bring up issues regarding
their children at school. Life seemed to be
falling apart at the seams.
And we wonder why life is getting so dark
and dreary for our children. How can we fix
the big mess we’re in? For starters, we can
let our children have their childhoods back.
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.

Maramis
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Looking Back — Vicki Lawrence
and Mama, A Two-Woman Show

By Sandy Zimmerman
Las Vegas Tribune
I was invited to see the delightful “Vicki
Lawrence and Mama: A Two Woman Show”
at The Orleans Showroom. Lawrence changes
so quickly you wonder what happened to the
other woman!
Multi-talented Vicki Lawrence has been
known for her character “Mama” since Carol Burnett added her to “The Carol Burnett
Show” to play the role of her sister on her
television series, “The Carol Burnett Show.”
Lawrence starred on Burnett’s show for 11
years and won an Emmy Award. After the
show ended, Lawrence appeared on various
productions, including “Carousel,” “Send Me
No Flowers” and “Nunsense 3: The Jamboree.” From 1983 to 1990, Lawrence starred on
her own television series “Mama’s Family.”
Aside from her acting career, Lawrence also
hosted her own daytime talk show “Vicki!”
and released her Gold record hit “The Night
the Lights Went Out in Georgia” in 1973.
Audiences enjoyed an outstanding performance by Lawrence as she brought a mix
of stand-up comedy, music and observations
about life to the stage. For the second part
of the show, Lawrence brings out her most
endearing character to date, Thelma Harper,
or “Mama” as she is better known to her fans.
About The Orleans Hotel and Casino
Located just minutes from the world-famous Las Vegas Strip, The Orleans Hotel
and Casino is a Boyd Gaming casino resort
featuring more than 1,800 newly renovated
guest rooms and suites, a diverse selection of
remarkable dining experiences, and chart-topping entertainers performing weekly.
With more than $30 million in renovations and enhancements now underway, The

Orleans offers a rich resort experience with
exceptional dining experiences, like Alder
& Birch Cocktails and Dining, Ondori Asian
Kitchen and Bailiwick. The casino floor features all the hottest new slot machines and 60
table games, including Blackjack, Roulette,

Baccarat and more. Additional amenities
include a 70-lane bowling alley, an 18-screen
movie theater, a spa, a poker room, a keno
lounge, and a race and sports book.
More information on The Orleans Hotel
and Casino can be found at http://www.or-

leanscasino.com, on Facebook (http://www.
facebook.com/orleanscasino), and Twitter (@
orleanscasino). The Orleans Hotel and Casino
is a property of Boyd Gaming. Headquartered
in Las Vegas, Boyd Gaming is a leading diversified owner and operator of 24 gaming
entertainment properties located in Nevada,
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana and
Mississippi. Additional news and information
on Boyd Gaming can be found at http://www.
boydgaming.com. Boyd Gaming and Orleans
press releases are available at boydgaming.
mediaroom.com.
*****
Sandy Zimmerman was Director of
Public Relations/Director of Promotions
and Director of Marketing for Las Vegas
shows-”Flashdance Fever” (Marina Hotel),
“Cotton Club on Parade” (Aladdin Hotel,
now Planet Hollywood Hotel), Sherman
Hemsley — star of the “Jeffersons,” Gallagher — comedian (Dunes Hotel), “Men
of Paradise” (Vegas World Hotel, now The
Strat), Rita Rudner — “Women of Comedy,”
and many other Las Vegas shows. After visiting China five times, Sandy wrote the book
“China- the Ancient Dragon: A Travel Guide
to China” with further research. Sandy wrote
and designed “Escape to an Adventure in
Thailand Travel Guide.” She trekked through
Chiang Mai, Thailand’s Northern Jungle
and also rode an elephant in their safari.
Following visiting Australia’s penal colony
in Tasmania, Sandy researched and wrote the
story about the famous Ned Kelly, simular to
our Billy the Kid. For Information, Questions, Submissions, Streaming Interviews,
Requests Contact: sandyzimm2003@yahoo.
com or 702-515-0846.
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Don Barnhart: Comedian, Filmmaker,
Hypnotist, Actor, Writer, and more
By Sandy Zimmerman
Entertainment Editor
Las Vegas Tribune
Don Barnhart is a man who
knows what the public wants and
delivers his talented comedians
and magical comics for all to enjoy.
What a combination, just choose
some of the best comedians today
each with their own styles of humor.
I was invited to Barnhart’s new
“Jokesters” as well as his long-running “Delirious Club” and “House
of Magic.”
If you are tired, worked too hard,
or things are going wrong, just see
one or both of his comedy clubs and
magic show.
Each of the magicians are different, one thing I haven’t seen before
are the magical comics with some
of the most incredible shticks! Such
original acts — one man twisted
himself enough to fit in a small
suitcase and more surprises!
They are right up to date with
the jokes, some great oldies and the
newest funnies!
Take time out for laughs, it’s
good for your health! Award-winning comedian Don Barnhart is
a professional comedian, besides
owning two comedy clubs, and he
is very funny. Whatever the subject
he knows how to make the audience
laugh. It seems so easy for him but
he has been involved in show biz
for many years.
As a war comedian, Barnhart
performed at battle stations around

DON BURNHART
the world and stars in his own production of a documentary film. A
good man who wanted to provide
happiness for the men in service.

His new Jokesters Comedy
Club, 375 E. Harmon Ave., Alexis
Park Hotel, and Barnhart’s two
— “Delirious Comedy Club” and

CHAD CHESWOOD

“House of Magic” at the Downtown
Grand Hotel.
*****
For 25 years, Sandy Zimmerman

appeared on television, along with
interviewing celebrities on the
Academy Awards and other red
carpets, at openings, as well as producing travel specials around the
world and documentaries for Bryce
Canyon National Park, Zion Canyon, Grand Canyon North Rim, and
filmed a real Cattle Drive similar to
the early westerns in Reno, Nevada. Sandy was Director of Public
Relations/Director of Promotions/
and Director of Marketing for Las
Vegas shows — “Flashdance Fever” (Marina Hotel), “Cotton Club
on Parade” (Aladdin Hotel, now
Planet Hollywood Hotel), Sherman
Hemsley — star of the “Jeffersons,” Gallagher-comedian (Dunes
Hotel), “Men of Paradise” (Vegas
World Hotel, now The Strat), Rita
Rudner — “Women of Comedy,”
and many other Las Vegas shows.
After visiting China five times,
Sandy wrote the book “China — the
Ancient Dragon: A Travel Guide
to China” with further research.
Sandy wrote and designed “Escape to an Adventure in Thailand
Travel Guide.” She trekked through
Chiang Mai, Thailand’s Northern
Jungle and also rode an elephant in
their safari. Following visiting Australia’s penal colony in Tasmania,
Sandy researched and wrote the
story about the famous Ned Kelly,
simular to our Billy the Kid. For
Information, Questions, Submissions, Streaming Interviews, Requests Contact: 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.
*****

Nevada JobConnect and Northern
Nevada International Center (NNIC)
helping Afghan newcomers
settle in Nevada
Since late last year, 50 Afghan families arrived in Reno. They are newcomers displaced
from the war in Afghanistan and many helped
with U.S. military operations in their home
country. Northern Nevada has welcomed
these families with open arms.
“I am pleased to know Nevada is partnering with nonproﬁts to welcome and assist Afghan newcomers coming to the Silver State.
We must never forget to be compassionate
and be ready to provide assistance to individuals who come to our state to start a brandnew life,” said Governor Steve Sisolak.
In December 2021, representatives of
Nevada JobConnect and Northern Nevada
International Center (NNIC) met with the
ﬁrst group of 25 Afghan newcomers from

the Afghan Placement and Assistance (APA)
program. NNIC program manager Gladys
Wilson, a Honduran immigrant herself, and
her team of volunteers have helped many
families transition to American life. Their
capacity to unite people has helped them
connect with the over 200 refugees who have
settled in Nevada in the past four years.
One of the ﬁrst goals of these partnerships
was to get at least one adult per family stopgap employment while they continue to learn
English and overcome other barriers which
those new to our country experience. NNIC
has 90-days to get the Afghan newcomers
situated with housing, jobs, legal documents,
transportation, and Nevada JobConnect rose
to the challenge of employment.
JobConnect hired Hamayun Azizi, a
former teacher and HR Rep in Afghanistan
as an Employment Assistant. He helps with
translation and is vital to the work of ﬁnding
good jobs for his fellow refugees.
“Afghan newcomers are here because they
helped the U.S., and they can no longer live
safely in their country. We are thrilled to be
able to work with local businesses to ensure
quality jobs for our new neighbors,” said John
Parel, Reno JobConnect Manager.
As of January 2022, all 25 Afghans are
employed with good-paying jobs that provide
insurance, and beneﬁts. Several companies
have offered employment to the Afghan newcomers, even going as far as assisting with
ﬁnding them housing close to the job site.
Of the 25 Afghans newcomers, six were
able to speak English well and ﬁve-spoke
some English. To work around the language
barrier, JobConnect representatives divided
them into teams with at least two English
speakers per team. This ensured there was
someone who could translate with each
employer.
To date, 67 refugees have come into
JobConnect for assistance and 52 have been
placed in new careers.
Nevada JobConnect, NNIC and our partners look forward to helping future refugees
and newcomers settle into their new lives in
Nevada.
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.

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 Department of Employment, Training, and
Rehabilitation announces Grow with Google partnership

Earn a Google Career Certiﬁcate
in less than 6 months
Nevada Department of Employment,
Training, and Rehabilitation (DETR) and
Nevada JobConnect are partnering with
Google to connect 500+ local job seekers
with no-cost access to Google Career Certificates training for well-paying, high-demand
jobs in growing ﬁelds. The certiﬁcates equip
people with job-ready skills in the highgrowth fields of Data Analytics, Digital
Marketing and E-Commerce, IT Support,
Project Management, and UX Design. The
online program can be completed in three
to six months of part-time study — with no
degree or experience required. After ﬁnishing
the program, graduates are connected with
an employer consortium of over 150 companies — including Deloitte, Ford, Verizon,
Walmart, and Google — that considers them
for relevant roles.
In partnership with Google, the National
Association of State Workforce Agencies
(NASWA) is providing access to these certiﬁcates through state workforce agencies.
Designed and taught by Google employees,
each certiﬁcate includes over 150+ practice
and graded assessments, quizzes, or writing
assignments to ensure rigor and mastery.
The program also provides resources to help
students land a job, such as resume templates,
coaching from Career Circle and interview
practice with Big Interview.
The Google Career Certiﬁcates are stackable credentials that are recommended by
the American Council on Education (ACE).
Students working towards a degree can earn
a recommendation of up to 12 college credits
for completing a Certiﬁcate — the equivalent
of four college courses at the Bachelor’s
degree level — at schools including Northeastern, Purdue Global, University of Virginia’s School of Continuing and Professional
Studies, and many others.
Launched in 2018, over 70,000 people
have graduated from the program in the U.S.
Seventy-ﬁve percent of them report a positive
career impact — such as a new job, higher
pay, or a promotion—within six months of
completion, and 55 percent of graduates
identify as Asian, Black, or Latino.
Nevada JobConnect representatives want
to help everyone who can beneﬁt from this
training opportunity. Priority is given to those
who demonstrate need.
Scholarship recipients need access to a
computer, hand-held device or smartphone,
and the Internet. If you do not have access
to one or more of these tools, a Nevada JobConnect representative can help. Scholarship
recipients must complete the certiﬁcate within six months.
For more information e-mail GrowWithGoogle@detr.nv.gov and include your city
of residence or call the Nevada JobConnect
ofﬁce nearest you.
NORTH LAS VEGAS JOBCONNECT
2827 Las Vegas Boulevard North
Las Vegas, NV 89030
P: 702.486.0200
F: 702.486.0230
HENDERSON JOBCONNECT
4500 East Sunset Road, Suite 40
Henderson, NV
P: 702.486.0300
F: 702.486.0328
LAS VEGAS JOBCONNECT
3405 South Maryland Parkway
Las Vegas, NV 89169
P: 702.486.0100
F: 702.486.0118
THE AMERICAN JOB CENTER
OF NEVADA, RENO
Reno Town Mall
4001 South Virginia Street
Reno, NV 89502
P: 775.284.9600
F: 775.284.9661
SPARKS JOBCONNECT
2281 Pyramid Way
Sparks, NV 89431-2119
P: 775.284.9520
F: 775.284.9511
CARSON CITY JOBCONNECT
1929 North Carson Street
Carson City, NV 89701
P: 775.684.0400
F: 775.684.0466
ONE STOP CAREER CENTER
6330 West Charleston Blvd, Suite 190
Las Vegas, NV 89146
P: 702.822.4200
F: 702.822.4250

SATELLITE OFFICE AT CULINARY
ACADEMY OF LAS VEGAS
710 West Lake Mead Blvd
North Las Vegas, NV 89030
P: 702.924.2100
ELY JOBCONNECT
1500 Avenue F, Suite 1
Ely, NV 89301
P: 775.289.1616
F: 775.289.1615
ELKO JOBCONNECT
172 Sixth Street
Elko, NV 89801
P: 775.753.1900
F: 775.753.9406
FALLON JOBCONNECT
121 Industrial Way
Fallon, NV 89406
P: 775.423.5115
F: 775.423.6116
WINNEMUCCA JOBCONNECT
475 West Haskell Street #1
Winnemucca, NV 89445
P: 775.623.6520
F: 775.623.6523
*****

New NDOT highway cement
standards to reduce 4,000 tons
of carbon emissions per year
The Nevada Department of Transportation anticipates reducing carbon dioxide
emissions by approximately 4,000 tons per
year, equivalent to approximately 870 fewer
cars on the road, through use of Portland
limestone cement (PLC) in highway paving projects. NDOT will allow the use of
Portland limestone cement on new highway

construction projects to reduce the carbon
footprint of Nevada highway construction
while maintaining roadway quality, durability, and longevity.
The binder within traditional Portland
cement is typically produced by heating
limestone and clay in a rotary kiln. This is
then ground into a ﬁne powder to create
traditional Portland cement. This process
emits about one pound of carbon dioxide per
pound of cement through fuel used to heat the
kiln, and thermal decomposition of calcium
carbonate. In contrast, the recently-approved
Portland limestone cement replaces up to 15
percent of binder material with raw, powdered limestone, reducing carbon emissions
within the production process by about nine
percent while performing similarly to standard cement.
NDOT worked with industry experts and
stakeholders, such as the Nevada Associated
General Contractors and California Nevada
Cement Association, to draft the new standards. The Nevada Department of Transportation is responsible for more than 5,000
miles of state roadways. Every year, NDOT
uses about 45,000 tons (90 million pounds)
of cement to build, maintain and upgrade
pavement, bridges, sidewalks, curbs, retaining walls, culverts, and more for safe travel
on Nevada highways. NDOT created a GHG
Reduction Strategic Plan to reduce transportation-related greenhouse gas emissions
within highway operations, planning, design,
construction and maintenance. During one
recent year, NDOT reduced GHG emissions
by 11 percent through reduced energy and
fuel use, as well as recycling highway materials. In Nevada, transportation contributes
35 percent of the state’s total greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions and is projected to remain
the leading GHG emitter.
Additional state highway information is
available at dot.nv.gov or by calling (775)
888-7000. Also follow @NevadaDOTVegas
on Twitter for trafﬁc and project updates in
southern Nevada, and @NevadaDOT on
Twitter, Facebook, and Instagram for updates

from across the state.
*****
Las Vegas resident witnessed
multi-national medical
training exercise
Ft. Hunter Liggett, Calif. — Training in
unique and challenging circumstances is a
hallmark of Army medicine. It’s what makes
Army healthcare providers some of the best
in the business.
Civilian Aide to the Secretary of the Army
(CASA) Daryl Keithley, from Las Vegas,
traveled to Ft. Hunter Liggett in Central California June 16 to witness one of the Army’s
largest medical-readiness exercises.
More than 150 units, with approximately
9,800 service members, took part in the 15day, multi-component exercise. Units from
the Army Reserve, National Guard, Navy,
Marines, Air Force as well as British and
Canadian forces will participate.
Keithley witnessed the skills and training
medical, dental and veterinary workers receive as part of the Army and Army Reserve.
He also learned about specialty training
programs and ﬁnancial incentives the Army
and Army Reserve offer.
CASAs are business and community
leaders appointed by the Secretary of the
Army to advise and support Army leaders
across the country. They come from many
professions including business, education,
ﬁnance, industry, law, the media, medicine
and public service.
The firsthand knowledge will allow
Keithley to better share information about
Army medicine with other community leaders, groups and organizations in his area.
The trip is sponsored by the 6th Medical
Recruiting Battalion, which is responsible
for helping practicing professionals and
students qualify for full-time and part-time
careers in the medical, dental, veterinary
and chaplain ﬁelds. The Battalion’s area of
responsibility includes the western third of
the United States, including Alaska, Hawaii
and Paciﬁc region.
*****

Soldiers treat a simulated patient during a 2021 training exercise.

HIRING EVENT
HIRING
EVENT
Thursday - June 23, 2022
Thursday - June 30,
23, 2022
Thursday - June 30, 2022

Noon to 3:30 pm
Noon
3:30 pm
Nevadato
JobConnect

3405 S Nevada
Maryland
Pkwy, Las Vegas
JobConnect
3405 S Maryland Pkwy, Las Vegas
Customer Service and Shift Leads
needed for
all Strip
Customer
Service
andlocations.
Shift Leads
needed
allare
Strip
locations.
**All for
shifts
available**
**All shifts are available**
Customer Service - $13.00 p/hr
EmployNV# 607178
Customer Service - $13.00 p/hr
607178 p/hr
Shift EmployNV#
Leads - $15.00
EmployNV# 607181
Shift Leads - $15.00 p/hr
EmployNV# 607181

Building a Culture of Respect
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By Doug Dickerson
“Spread love everywhere you
go. Let no one ever come to you
without leaving happier.” — Mother Teresa
Building and maintaining a
healthy workplace culture is a
challenge within any organization.
Creating and sustaining a healthy
culture where comradery thrives
begins with respect and trust. With
it, there is such potential for great
things; without it, there’s always
going to be tension between that
potential and the disappointment
of unfulfilled goals.
If there’s ever been a time for
building a culture of respect it’s
now. A great tension exists between
our culture as a whole and how that
plays out day-to-day in the workplace. Whatever stands you take
and positions you subscribe to in
our current culture at large, those
can and do inevitability carry over
into the workplace.
So how does a leader set the
tone for a healthy workplace culture
when the people within it bring
such diverse and strong points of
view regarding the things that are
taking place outside of it?

DoUg DICkErsoN
Here’s what I know to be true
and what everyone needs to remember — there is a difference
between people being divided and
being divisive.
And as a leader, you have to
know the difference and set up
healthy boundaries. People will
have differing views on all sorts
of issues. That’s to be expected
and normal. But people choose
to be divisive by their actions and
behaviors.
The other day I called my friend

Tom. He and I have been friends
for more than 30 years. He was one
of the first ones to visit my wife
and me in the hospital after our
children were born. He was very
instrumental in some of my early
career choices and he is a valued
and trusted friend.
Our friendship transcends the
different ways in which we see the
world. And after some of the recent
major headlines, it was Tom whom
I wanted to talk with. Why is that?
While we have our different
convictions and differences of
opinion our friendship transcends
them. The fact that we don’t always
agree is precisely why I called him.
I didn’t want an echo chamber
conversation. I wanted to talk, ask
questions, listen, and broaden my
perspective and understanding. And
this is what we’ve been doing for
more than 30 years.
Over the years our friendship has
lasted because of one word — respect. Our friendship is not defined
by our political points of view, by
a label, by always having to be
right, or by the need to get in the
last word. We listen to each other
with respect and do not allow any

BEHIND THE MIKE

“…funerals end today…”

By Michael A. Aun
It was a Monday morning…
not a lot unlike other Monday
mornings. I was on my way to the
western side of Florida to do joint
fieldwork with one of my new insurance representatives.
The agent was named Steven
Starke and he was one of the bright
shining stars that I had recruited
into our industry. Already successful in his own right, he was one of
the up-and-coming stars, not just
in my agency but in all the life
insurance industry.
On the way to meet him at our
first appointment, I received a call
from his spouse, Donna, telling
me he had just taken his own life.
I had to pull the car over to collect
myself.
Steve and I were not particularly close. I had just hired him. His
suicidal act had nothing to do with
finances. He was already a millionaire… not that money is the answer
to all ills. It is to some folks who
reach their wits’ end.
I always subscribed to an Arabic
proverb: ”You don’t have any problems is money is a solution.” Steven
was only 51 years old with much
of his entire life in front of him on
October 8, 2007. He had moved to
Florida 15 years prior to his death.
What would cause a man to turn
on himself in such a bewildering
way? Steven was a terrific salesman, who amply proved himself
even in his short period of time with
my agency.
It’s been said: ”Life itself is a
surprise waiting to happen.” Why
should death not be part of that
bigger picture?
In my own inimitable world,
I could not fathom why someone
would end their life. Till this day, I
cannot answer the cruel question…
WHY?
Elbert Hubbard once joked:
“Do you want to be remembered?
Leave lots of debts.” That was not
Steven Starke’s issue. From my
own modest perspective, I needed
to find a way to deal with the devastation of this particular moment
in my agency.
Our team had come to love and
appreciate Steven Starke… and we
all saw him as an upcoming superstar performer.

MICHAEL A. AUN
I was recently reminded of his
tragedy while watching a movie
over Memorial Day Week. It must
have been Matthew McConaughey
day on cable on Memorial Day
weekend as the terrific movie,
”We Are Marshall,” ran along with
”A Time to Kill,” another McConaughey blockbusting movie. The
Marshall movie brought me back
horrible memories of Steven’s
death at his own hand.
At our agency meeting later that
month, the elephant in the room
was Steven’s suicide. Unable to
understand and deal with the moment… I turned to the movie, ”We
Are Marshall.”
The scene I chose to share with
our agents that day took place at
the public cemetery where McConaughey gathered his new Marshall

players in Huntington, West Virginia. They had just lost some 75 of
their teammates and townspeople
in a plane crash that almost terminated the entire football program
at Marshall University altogether.
McConaughey played the part of
the new head coach, Jack Lengyel.
When practically everyone in the
community were calling for the
end of the football program, Jack
Lengyel arrived on the scene in
1971 to usher it from the darkness
of the moment.
“I am a football coach… that
is what I am here to do. If you are
expecting anything else, you are in
for a disappointment…”
When someone takes their own
life for inexplicable reasons, one
must question: “How do I deal with
this?” I had no answer. I turned to
the inspiration I gained from the
movie itself.
The tragic deaths of 75 players,
coaches, and alumni on November
14, 1970, while flying home from
a football game against East Carolina, set the stage for my decision
on what to show my team of agents.
I sought solace in that poignant
moment when Coach Jack Lengyel
announced to the team’s three survivors: ”…the funerals end today.”
That was my choice. Right or
wrong… it haunts me still today.
Michael Aun is a syndicated columnist and writes a weekly column
for this newspaper. To contact Michael Aun go to www.aunline.com.

disagreement to come between us.
As a leader, how you walk this
tightrope and how it plays out in
your workplace is vital to the health
of your organization.
On a practical level, what can
you do as a leader? How can you
help build a culture of respect? Here
are a few ideas.
Model it
Having the kind of workplace
culture that you want as a leader
begins with you. If respect is what’s
needed, then respect has to be
shown. Never insist on any action
or behavior that you are not taking
the lead on. Respect, as with any
other value within your organization, begins with leadership. It
succeeds or fails by your example.
Make it a priority
As a leader, you are not responsible for the beliefs and actions of
the masses outside of your organization. But you do have a say
about what takes place within it.
Building a respectful culture within
your organization not only has to
be modeled by you but must be
made a priority. Once values and
behaviors are communicated they
must be made a priority that your
people embrace.
Hold people accountable
Within the context of building

a culture of respect within your
organization, there have to be
accountability measures in place.
The culture of the organization
does not rest on the shoulders of
one person — everyone shares that
responsibility.
Hold diversity in high regard
Benjamin Franklin said, “When
everyone is thinking alike, then no
one is thinking.” And this is when
you run the risk of getting stuck.
You need people who see things differently and who think differently
from you. Your diversity is not the
problem, it’s your strength and you
need to recognize and celebrate it.
Mutual respect and trust must be
the glue that holds it all together.
Final Thoughts
Building a healthy culture in
your organization begins with
respect. Along with trust, it’s the
foundation upon which everything
else is built. It takes a commitment
on your part to model it and make
it a value and when you do and it
takes hold, you will have a culture
worth emulating.
*****
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
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Get a 100 AT&T Visa® Reward Card† when you sign up for DIRECTV SELECT ™ Package or above.
$
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Social Security awareneSS

understanding the different
kinds of Social Security benefits

Retirement is best known, but these payments also help spouses, children and the disabled
By Stan Hinden
AARP
Q: I’m trying to figure out
what Social Security benefits I
might qualify for. But it’s confusing — there are so many different
kinds. Can you explain what they
are and how they work?
A: We tend to think of Social
Security benefits as going just to
retired workers. But the more than
59 million Americans who receive
monthly payments from Social
Security include children, widows
and widowers who’ve lost working
mates, disabled people who can no
longer work, and even the former
spouses of breadwinners.
Q: But retirees are the biggest
group, right?
A: Yes. They number about 38
million. Generally, you need 10
years of work in a job in which
you pay Social Security taxes to
be eligible for retirement benefits.
You can apply for these benefits as
early as age 62 or as late as age 70,
with the monthly amount going up
the longer you put it off. Your payment is largely determined by your
lifetime earnings — specifically
the money you earned during your
highest-paying 35 years.
If you’ve been married at least a
year, your spouse may qualify for
a spousal benefit when you begin
your own retirement benefit. It’s
generally equal to as much as 50
percent of what you’re getting.
Q: How is it that children can
get benefits?
A: Social Security provides cash
benefits to families who lose their
breadwinners because of death
or disability. The money goes not
just to the surviving spouse but to
children and can be substantial over
time. For example, if a 30-year-old
worker dies, leaving a wife and
two young children, the expected
lifetime benefits for the children
and widow would equal a $476,000
life insurance policy, according to
the Social Security Administration.
But there may also be benefits
for children whose parents simply
retire. That can happen when the

Maximize Social Security benefit amount based on the various types you may qualify to receive.
people became parents late in life.
Q: What about survivor ben- person dies.
Generally, benefits are avail- efits?
To claim benefits before the
able to children under the age of
A: Widows and widowers can death, you must be unmarried and
18 — or 19 if they’re still in high receive 100 percent of their de- age 62 or older. Your ex-spouse
school. The money is payable to a ceased breadwinner spouse’s full must be entitled to retirement
biological child, an adopted child or retirement benefit if they wait to benefits. And the benefit you’d get
a dependent stepchild. A child who claim until they reach their own on your own work record must be
is over 18 and disabled may also full retirement age, currently 66 smaller than what you’d get on the
be eligible if the disability started for people born from 1945 to 1956. work record of your ex-spouse.
before age 22.
However, a reduced survivor beneThe rules are a bit different if
For a child to claim benefits, the fit can be taken as early as age 60. you’re claiming a survivor’s beneparent must normally have worked
Widows and widowers who are fit as a divorced spouse. You can’t
for at least 10 years. However, in disabled can take their survivor’s qualify if you remarried before age
cases where a parent dies at an benefits as early as age 50.
60, but you can if the wedding took
early age, his or her children can get
Q: And benefits can extend to place at 60 or older.
benefits if the parent had as little as divorced spouses, too?
If you wait until your full rea year and a half’s work in the three
A: Yes. In 1965, because divorce tirement age to begin a benefit as
years before the death.
so frequently created financial a divorced spouse, you can get 50
Q: How much money can a distress for older women in this percent of your former spouse’s full
child receive?
country, Social Security extended retirement amount.
A: It can be as much as half of benefits to divorced spouses whose
Q: How do benefits work for
a living parent’s full retirement or marriages had lasted at least 20 disability?
disability benefit, or 75 percent of years. That term was later shortened
A: One of the unfortunate facts
a deceased parent’s full retirement to the current 10 years.
of American life is that 1 out of 4
benefit. However, because several
Basically, the rules provide of today’s 20-year-olds will become
children in a family may be receiv- that a divorced spouse can receive disabled before they reach retireing benefits at the same time, there’s benefits on an ex-spouse’s work ment age. However, it’s not easy to
a limit on how much can be paid to record — even if the ex-spouse has win approval for disability benefits.
one family. The limit ranges from remarried. This includes a spousal
Social Security’s definition of
150 to 180 percent of the parent’s benefit while the ex is still alive disability is quite strict — the confull retirement amount.
and a survivor benefit after that dition must be severe enough to last

for at least a year or to end in death.
If you apply online, you’ll be
asked to fill out several questionnaires electronically. You’ll need
medical reports that support your
claim.
All claims begin with a fivemonth waiting period, which is
followed by a review process that
typically requires about 100 days
for a decision. If you’re turned
down, you can then begin an appeal
that may take as much as a year for
a final verdict.
Q: What about SSI benefits?
Are they provided by Social
Security?
A: Social Security administers
SSI (it stands for Supplemental
Security Income), but the money
doesn’t come from the Social Security taxes that workers pay. It comes
from general tax revenue. And the
program is “means-tested” — only
certain people with low income
qualify.
SSI benefits may be available to
people 65 and older who fall within
strict financial limits. That’s in addition to any Social Security you
may qualify for. Disabled adults
and children who have limited
incomes and resources may also
qualify. Generally, resources must
be less than $2,000 for an individual and $3,000 for a couple. When
valuing your assets, Social Security
counts bank accounts, cash, stocks
and bonds but not your home or
your car, or small life insurance policies, burial plots and burial funds.
Q: How do I apply?
A: You can apply for many types
on the Social Security Administration website. Or call the agency’s
toll-free phone number, 800-7721213 (TTY 800-325-0778).
*****
Stan Hinden, a former columnist for the Washington Post,
wrote How to Retire Happy: The
12 Most Important Decisions You
Must Make Before You Retire. Have
a question? Check out the AARP
Social Security Question and Answer Tool.

An Ominous Sign for Social Security from Congress

It’s been five years since this last happened. Should you be worried?

By Sean Williams
Motley Fool
Social Security is a program
that’s leaned upon by tens of millions of retired Americans each
and every month. The November
update from the Social Security
Administration shows that almost
42.4 million retired workers were
receiving a monthly benefit, and
that 62 percent of these workers
were reliant on that monthly stipend
to account for at least half of their
income. But despite guidance from
the SSA that Social Security should
only be counted on to replace about
40 percent of retirees’ working
wages, it would appear it’s being
leaned on for much more than that.
This makes what I’m about to
tell you particularly worrisome: Social Security is in imminent trouble.
The clock is ticking
on Social Security
According to the Social Security Board of Trustees’ report, the
program is just a few years away
from a major shift. By 2022, for
first time in almost four decades,
Social Security’s Trust is expected
to pay out more in benefits than
it’ll collect in revenue. The reasons
for this shift? Look no further than
the ongoing retirement of baby
boomers, increasing longevity
over many decades, and growing
income inequality that’s allowed
the rich to live longer and pull in a
higher monthly benefit check than
lower-income retirees.
But this is just the beginning of
problems for Social Security. By
2034, the Trustees are forecasting
that the Trust’s $3 trillion in asset
reserves will have been completely
exhausted. The good news, if there
is any to be had here, is that Social
Security can’t go bankrupt thanks
to its payroll tax. As long as Americans keep working and earning income, the payroll tax will continue
collecting revenue that can be dis-

bursed to beneficiaries. However,
the depletion of the asset reserves
would confirm that the current
payout schedule is unsustainable,
and according to the Trustees may
require an across-the-board cut in
benefits of up to 23 percent.
In even easier to understand
terms, Social Security needs to
raise an estimated $12.5 trillion in
revenue between 2034 and 2091 if
benefit cuts on current and future
retirees are to be avoided — and
the only entity that can make that
happen is Congress.
Democrats and Republicans
have countless ideas on
how to “fix” Social Security
Make no mistake about it: Democrats and Republicans usually
have no shortage of ideas on how
to fix America’s most important
social program.
Democrats generally favor two
core principles to resolve Social

Security’s biggest issues: increasing or eliminating the maximum
taxable earnings cap associated
with the payroll tax, and utilizing
the Consumer Price Index for the
Elderly (CPI-E) as the programs’
inflationary tether.
Currently, workers owe a 12.4
percent payroll tax to Social Security on earned income between $0.01
and $128,400. This means that
around 90 percent of workers owe
tax on every single dollar they earn,
while around one in 10 workers
who earns above $128,400 is able
to avoid Social Security’s payroll
tax on some of their income. Many
Democrats want this practice to end,
such that wealthier workers are required to pay more into the system.
Furthermore, by switching to
the CPI-E, the spending habits of
seniors will take precedence when
calculating the inflationary raise
that beneficiaries receive most

years. The assumption is that it’ll
result in higher annual cost-of-living adjustments.
On the other hand, Republicans
favor reducing long-term expenditures by raising the full retirement age to account for increased
longevity and by switching the
programs’ inflationary tether to the
Chained CPI.
Your full retirement age, which
is determined by your birth year,
is the age where the SSA deems
you eligible to receive 100 percent
of your retirement benefit. It’ll cap
at age 67 by the year 2022. If the
GOP has its way, it’ll increase the
full retirement age to 68, 69, or 70.
By doing so, future retirees would
either have to wait longer to receive
their full payout, thus receiving
fewer years of benefit payments in
the process, or they’d be accepting
a steeper reduction in their monthly
payout by claiming early, which
would also reduce lifetime payouts.
For the GOP, the Chained CPI
takes into account a process known
as substitution, whereby consumers will trade down to a cheaper
good or service if a preferred one
becomes too pricey. Using the
Chained CPI as the program’s
inflationary tether would result
in smaller annual cost-of-living
adjustments, thusly saving Social
Security money over the long run.
An ominous sign?
However, a review of all congressional proposals in the House
and Senate that would impact the
Trust’s solvency led me to an ominous finding: It’s been five years
since Congress has gone this long
without a Social Security proposal
being made.
Take a look at the history of
congressional proposals affecting the program’s solvency for
yourself. Usually, every month
or every other month a member
of Congress develops a proposal
to reform Social Security. Now,

mind you, it doesn’t mean that the
proposal necessarily gets very far
in either house of Congress, but it
brings to attention the urgency of
the looming issues with America’s
most important social program. The
last time a proposal was brought to
the table was all the way back on
Sept. 19, 2017 — that was many,
many months ago. That’s the longest we’ve gone without a proposal
since a stretch between Sept. 12,
2012, and March 8, 2013.
It’s certainly possible that Congress has been tied up with other
important issues in the interim,
such as tax reform, and crafting a
federal spending bill. Then again,
a lack of Social Security proposals
might also indicate just how divided America’s two major parties are.
In other words, it’s very unlikely
that any major Social Security
reforms are going to come about
without the two parties finding
some common ground.
Could a lack of proposals from
Congress signal a sense of defeat
in passing reforms anytime soon?
As much as I hate to say it, it’s
possible, and it’s an ominous sign
for the future of the program.
Long story short, if I were a
working-age American with 10 or
more years to go before reaching
the eligibility age to claim benefits,
I’d be doing everything possible
(saving diligently and investing in
the stock market) to reduce my expected reliance on Social Security
income during retirement.
*****
Sean Williams has been writing
for Motley 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

Foods That Help
Curb Your Appetite
By Dr. Nina Radcliff, MD
Have you ever completed a meal
only to think, “I’m still hungry!”?
Understanding facts about satiety,
the feeling of fullness that you
have after eating, and how to select
“fill-you-up” or “feel-full” food
choices, will better equip you to
make healthy choices, as well as
help curb your appetite, ward off
hunger, and manage your weight.
You can say goodbye to counting
down to your next meal or rummaging around like a raccoon for
more to eat.
Oftentimes the only thing standing between you and overeating is
your satiety —that feeling of fullness after eating —which helps you
control your hunger. Filling foods
possess certain qualities. They tend
to be high in fiber, protein, certain
fats and are nutrient-dense. And,
here are the facts along with some
healthy, satisfying foods that will
shut down those cookies, chips
or “extras” calling to you, after
you eat.
Fiber-Rich:
Foods high in water and fiber,
like fruits and vegetables, are often
called high-volume foods. They
generally have fewer calories than
other foods, add bulk to meals
(making a meal feel larger and
linger longer) and fill your stomach.

Additionally, chewing fibrous
items (i.e., celery, carrots) takes
time and energy. And remember,
your stomach requires 20 minutes
to signal to your brain that you are
full and need to “stop eating!”
Examples of high-fiber foods
that have other health benefits
include:
—Popcorn, a whole-grain food
—Veggies are incredibly nutritious, low in calories and devoid
of saturated fats. Take for example
cruciferous veggies: cauliflower,
cabbage, brussels sprouts, and
broccoli.
—Fruits such as raspberries,
pears, apples with skin, oranges,
and strawberries — to name a
few — are loaded with vitamins,
minerals, and antioxidants. And, it
must be noted that while you may
preserve nutrients when juicing,
you lose the fiber. So whenever
feasible, eat fruit whole.
—Oatmeal’s filling power is
legendary. It also contains protein
and beta-glucan — the sugars that
give oatmeal its heart-healthy properties, hydration, and molecular
weight compared to ready-to-eat
cereals.
—Legumes (beans, lentils, peas)
are a great source of protein
—Whole grains such as quinoa
and barley

Choosing options like these that
are low in caloric density can help
you lose pounds without feeling
like you’re on a restrictive diet.
Lean Protein:
This macronutrient generally
increases satiety while also increasing the production of heat
(“thermogenesis”) which is a very
energy-consuming process that also
breaks down fat. Examples include:
—Eggs contain 6 grams of
high-quality protein! And, starting your day with eggs can leave
you satisfied until lunch. In fact,
research reveals that high-protein
breakfast-eaters consume fewer
calories throughout the day.
—Fish is a lean meat. And even
fatty fish (salmon, mackerel) contain omega-3 fatty acids, a healthy
fat that is essential for good health,
and has shown may increase the
feeling of fullness.
—Greek yogurt has more protein than regular yogurt. It is a great
breakfast and snack option that can
keep you feeling satiated until the
next meal.
—Cottage cheese is a powerhouse when it comes to protein,

while being relatively light in
calories.
MUFAs:
Or, monounsaturated fatty acids,
healthy, plant-based fats that make
you feel full. They include:
—Avocados, a single-seeded
berry containing 322 calories and
29 grams of fat leading some to
reference it as a fat rather than a
fruit. But not all fat is bad fat and
studies report that eating half of
an avocado with your lunch may
help you feel full for the rest of the
afternoon.
—Nuts, olives, and peanut,
canola and olive oils have tremendous MUFA boasting rights.
Special Notes:
—Research confirms that drinking water can increase feelings of
fullness. Interestingly, thirst is a
stronger sensation than hunger and
it’s possible to confuse the need for
water with hunger.
—Soups fill-up space in your
tummy with warm fluids that tend
to satiate. Choose soups with fiber
and nutritious ingredients, such as
veggies, beans, and lean proteins,
while avoiding cream-based soups,

high-calorie toppings, or too many
noodles.
—Hunger is not reduced as
much with a liquid as with a solid,
so if you are choosing between a
meal replacement drink or a meal,
choose a meal.
—An abundance of different
flavors at one meal overstimulates
the brain’s appetite center and you
can overeat before feeling full.
Yes —you can silence your
grumbling stomach without consuming extra calories. In fact,
eating certain foods sends a signal
to your brain that you’re done eating, and quiets your appetite. Bon
Appetite!
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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