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

Donald Trump kicks off
2024 presidential run

By Steven Nelson
and Victor Nava
New York Post
PALM BEACH, Fla. — Former
President Donald Trump ended
months of speculation and launched
his bid to retake the White House in
2024 Tuesday, in an early attempt to
clear the GOP primary field ahead
of a potential rematch against Joe
Biden.
“Ladies and gentleman, distinguished guests and my fellow
citizens, America’s comeback
starts right now,” Trump, 76, told
hundreds of cheering supporters

My Point
of
View
By Rolando Larraz
The My Point of View
opinions went blank on
February 8, 2022 in memory of the founder and editor-in-chief of this publication, Rolando Larraz, who
during the last 25 years
expressed his point of view
and opinions on matters of
interest to this community.

Former President Donald Trump announced Tuesday
he will run to retake the White House in 2024.

who gathered in the ornate ballroom
of his Mar-a-Lago resort for the
official announcement.
Moments before his remarks,
the 45th president formally filed
paperwork with the Federal Election Commission confirming his
candidacy.
Since Trump left office, polls
have indicated his standing among
Republicans has declined, with
Florida Gov. Ron DeSantis seen
as another top contender for the
nomination.
The former president’s address
championed his own policies during
his four years in office while attacking those of Biden, who says he also

plans to run again in 2024, despite
turning 80 on Nov. 20.
Guests at the event included a
tranche of Trump administration
alums, among them former White
House budget director Russ Vought,
former acting attorney general Matthew Whitaker and former White
House adviser Seb Gorka.
Staffers who will work on
Trump’s campaign also attended,
among them Susie Wiles, a former
DeSantis aide, senior communications adviser Steven Cheung and
longtime Trump associate Boris
Epshteyn. Former Trump campaign
spokesman Jason Miller, the current
(See Trump Runs Again, Page 4)

STEVE SISOLAK LOSES

we will fall a percentage point or so
short of winning,” read a statement
released by Sisolak. “Obviously
that is not the outcome I want, but
I believe in our election system, in
democracy and honoring the will
of Nevada voters. So whether you
voted for me or Sheriff Lombardo,
it is important that we now come together to continue moving the state
forward. That is why I reached out
to the Sheriff to wish him success.”
Sisolak will likely be the only
(See Lombardo Wins, Page 3)

Lombardo next governor
By April Corbin Girnus
and Dana Gentry
Nevada Current
Nevada Democrat Steve Sisolak
will be a one-term governor, unofficial results now show.
Sisolak is on track to be defeated by Clark County Sheriff Joe
Lombardo. Sisolak was trailing
Lombardo by 2.2 points — roughly
21,000 votes — on Friday.
“While votes are still coming in
— and we need every ballot tallied
and every voice heard — it appears

JOE LOMBARDO WINS

Culinary Union tracked down voters
with ballots that needed to be cured

By Kim Passoth
(FOX5) — Thousands of votes
cast in Nevada may not been counted because of issues with a voter’s
signature. Hundreds of volunteers
with the Culinary Union are tried to
make sure every one of those votes
counts. They went through a list of
nearly 10,000 names and reaching
out to voters whose ballots need to
be cured. With so many tight races
that were yet to be called, the Culinary Union said they ran the largest
signature cure effort statewide in
Nevada.

Culinary Union tracked down voters with ballots that need to be cured.

“We think this may be the most
important election in a long time,”
said Ted Pappageorge, Culinary
Union Secretary-Treasurer. About
200 members worked to ensure
every ballot that needs to be cured
was cured by Monday’s 5 p.m.
deadline. Those volunteers went
through a list from the Registrar’s
Office and reached out to the voters
on it by visiting them at home or
giving them a call.
“I actually got called by culinary
volunteers… I received two calls
(See Culinary Cured Votes, Page 2)

By Jeniffer Solis
Nevada Current
An endorsement from former
President Donald Trump was not
enough to lead Republican firebrand Michele Fiore to victory in a
midterm that saw election deniers
go down in flames nationwide.
Leading Fiore by more than
10,000 votes on Friday, Democratic
Nevada State Treasurer incumbent
Zach Conine issued a statement
declaring victory.
“I am humbled that Nevadans

MICHELE FIORE

have asked me to continue serving
as their State Treasurer, I intend on
making them proud over these next
four years,” he said. “Our campaign
was built upon a foundation of integrity and working incredibly hard
to build the State that Nevadans
deserve to live in.”
Early this year, Fiore said Trump
was the “rightful president of the
United States,” adding that she believed “there was voter fraud, and
he won Nevada” during a primary
debate. In a campaign ad, Fiore list-

ed “stop voter fraud” as one point
in her three-point plan.
Zealous support for Trump’s
baseless allegations of election
fraud propelled Fiore through the
Republican primary, but seems
to have turned voters off in the
November general election. Fiore
joined the ranks of defeated election
deniers in Nevada, including Jim
Marchant and Sigal Chattah.
Conine’s second term as the
state’s chief financial officer was
(See Fiore Loses, Page 5)

By Wayne Allyn Root
When something is so obvious,
if the outcome makes no sense, if
the outcome is literally impossible,
then it is what it is. Forget “proof.”
You know it. You saw it. You felt
it. You experienced it. It happened.
It’s real.
The 2022 midterm was just
stolen. Just like 2020.
If you disagree, you’re either
delusional, or terribly naïve, or
brain dead. Or you’re in on the fix.

It’s time to admit we’re all part
of a massive experiment in fraud,
theft, brainwashing, and gaslighting to a degree never seen in world
history.
Think of all the times in just the
past few years you’ve been gaslighted. They lied to you about open
borders… they lied about Hillary’s
30,000 deleted emails… they lied
about spying on Trump… they lied
about Russian Collusion… they
(See Wayne Allyn Root, Page 2)

Fiore goes down with the other election
deniers, Conine clinches second-term

Gaslighted: It’s clear Democrats just stole another election

With Cortez Masto’s victory, Dems
will retain control of U.S. Senate
Page 2 / LAS VEGAS TRIBUNE / November 16-22, 2022

By April Corbin Girnus
Nevada Current
In a nailbiter watched all over
the country, Democratic Sen. Catherine Cortez Masto prevailed over
challenger Republican Adam Laxalt and secured Democratic control
of the U.S. Senate in the process.
Cortez Masto was considered by
many to be one of the most vulnerable U.S. senators up for reelection
this year, and polls throughout the
election cycle characterized the
race as a toss up.
When the race was called Saturday, Cortez Masto led Laxalt by
half a percentage point, or roughly
5,000 votes with uncounted votes
from the state’s two urban centers
expected to break in her favor.
The call came after a mail ballot
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Quote of the Week:

“I did then what I knew
how to do. Now that I
know better, I do better.”
—Maya Angelou

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.

Sen. Catherine Cortez Masto walks offstage at the Día De Muertos
Camino al Mictlan festival at Freedom Park on Nov. 2 in Las Vegas.
vote drop from Clark County, Ne- two races that had not been decided
vada’s most populous county. The as of Friday, and that would decide
Cortez Masto campaign announced control of the U.S. Senate, the other
she will speak about the “historic being Georgia.
victory” Sunday morning.
Each is currently held by DemThe Nevada race was of one of ocrats, and Democrats had to retain

one of them or lose control of the
Senate to Republicans.
Democratic incumbent Sen.
Mark Kelly was declared the winner in Arizona.
That victory, combined with a
Cortez Masto win in Nevada, assured that Democrats would retain
at least 50 seats in the Senate —
enough to control with tie-breaking
votes cast by Democratic Vice
President Kamala Harris.
Democrats have a chance to
add an additional seat in Georgia’s
upcoming Dec. 6 runoff between
Democratic Sen. Raphael Warnock
and Republican challenger Herschel Walker.
Cortez Masto’s win is part of a
mixed bag of outcomes for Democrats in the Silver State. Voters rejected Democratic incumbent Gov.
Steve Sisolak and elected Clark
County Sheriff Joe Lombardo to the
office. But they backed Democrats
in the secretary of state, attorney
general and treasurer races, as well
as in three competitive House seats
held by incumbent Democrats.
The outcome also marks the
second high-profile loss for Laxalt,
who unsuccessfully ran for governor against Steve Sisolak in 2018.

Laxalt is the Reno-born, Virginia-raised grandson of a former
Nevada senator. He served one term
as Nevada attorney general when
he was elected in 2014 as part of
a massive statewide red wave. In
2020, he was state co-chair of President Donald Trump’s reelection
campaign. In that role he pedaled
unfounded voter fraud conspiracy
theories and filed lawsuits that were
thrown out in court.
Laxalt on his Senate campaign
trail made comments about working
on a “litigation strategy” and “filing
lawsuits early.” Friday afternoon,
following a Daily Mail report that
the Laxalt campaign was preparing
for defeat, Laxalt tweeted that the
article was “totally and completely
false.” By Friday night, he had
acknowledged on the social media
site that the window for victory was
narrowing.
On the campaign trail, Cortez
Masto attacked Laxalt for stance
against abortion rights and his connections to “the Big Lie,” political
extremism and big oil. On his end,
Laxalt hammered Cortez Masto on
economic issues, specifically inflation, and tied the first-term senator
to President Joe Biden.

All three House Democrats
win reelection in Nevada

By Julia Shapero
The Hill
All three House Democrats
from Nevada are projected to win
reelection, beating back Republican
challengers in a series of competitive races.
The Associated Press called the
three Nevada races for Reps. Dina
Titus, Steven Horsford and Susie
Lee within minutes of each other
on Friday night.
The trio of wins comes as Democrats continue to perform better

than anticipated in this year’s midterm elections.
However, Republicans still
appear likely to retake control of
the House, although by a smaller
margin than expected prior to
Election Day.
The Silver State produced mixed
results for the Democratic Party
on Friday, with incumbent Gov.
Steve Sisolak (D) conceding the
gubernatorial race to Republican
Joe Lombardo shortly before the
AP called the race.

Culinary Cured Votes
(Continued from Page 1)
and a text massage,” recounted
Athar Haseebullah. Haseebullah,
who happens to be the head of the
ACLU in Nevada, happened to be
one of those whose ballot needed
curing.
“I am assuming my signature

from when I registered to vote like
many, many years ago probably has
evolved over the years to where it is
now,” Haseebullah explained.
While Clark County may have
tried to contact him, he didn’t get
their message.
“After this amount of political

ads that I have received, I haven’t
really been answering my phone or
my texts very much,” Haseebullah
shared.
Haseebullah said the process to
cure his ballot was fast and easy. It
took less than a minute.
“I called the hotline that was

listed for curing your ballot, verified some information over the
phone including I believe where I
was born, last four of my social, my
address, things of that nature and
they put a note in their system that
it was verified by phone and that
was it,” Haseebullah said.

(Continued from Page 1)
lied about a perfectly fine Ukrainian
phone call…they lied about massive Biden corruption in Ukraine
and China… they lied about the
Hunter Biden laptop… they lied
about the origins of COVID …
they lied about the need for lockdowns and masks… they lied about
the need for COVID vaccines…
they lied about the vaccines being
“safe and effective”… they lied
and covered up all the deaths and
injuries from the vaccine… they
lied about the success of miracle
drugs Hydroxychloroquine and
Ivermectin… they lied about the
stolen 2020 election…
You’ve been the victims of nonstop severe gaslighting for a decade
now. You’re all part of a human
psychology experiment in the limits
that government and media can go
in propaganda and brainwashing…
while you can see they’re lying
right in front of your eyes.
And these are the exact same
people now telling you Democrats
just over-performed, and stopped a
GOP red landslide, against all odds,
without cheating and stealing the
midterm election.
Historically, every president
in history facing his first midterm
experiences a tough day with automatically 20 to 30 House seats
lost… and 4 or more Senate seats
lost… but this terribly unpopular
President Biden is brain dead with
severe dementia, and can’t put 3
coherent sentences together… Yet
Biden defied history?
While also facing the worst

economy in modern history… and
the worst inflation in America’s history… and out of control crime…
and open borders… and failing
schools… and polls showing 75
percent of Americans believe the
country is going in the wrong direction… Yet Biden beat all of that?
If you believe Democrats made
a miracle happen, without cheating,
rigging and stealing… I have a
bridge to sell you, over the Atlantic
Ocean, in the Vegas desert.
First, every poll in the country
showed a gigantic GOP landslide
victory — ranging from red wave,
to red tsunami. Polls even showed
women moved 32 points from
September to October in favor of
the GOP.
But in the end they all moved
back to Biden and Democrats?
Does that make sense to you?
Second, every poll in the country
showed the top two issues, by a
mile, were inflation and the economy. And crime was in second place,
along with open borders.
And they all voted for Biden
and the Democrats? Does that
make sense to you?
CNN’s own exit polls showed
the GOP made massive gains
among almost every voting groupmen, women, white men, white
women, blacks, Hispanics, young
people. Everyone.
And they all voted for Biden
and the Democrats? Does that
make sense to you?
In this environment where
Americans can’t afford gas… or
groceries… or rent… with the

economy failing… inflation raging… scared to death of losing their
jobs… living in cities plagued by
violent crime, mass shoplifting,
homeless everywhere, streets lined
with poop, pee, drug needles… and
failing schools intent on teaching
your children to become masked
transgenders…
In this environment, they all
voted for Biden and the Democrats? Does that make sense to
you?
That they looked around at the
disaster one man has created in
only two years, and they defied a
century of historic midterm defeats
for the party in power…and voted
for Democrats? Folks, you’ve been
gaslighted.
But the real proof the midterm was rigged and stolen is…
FLORIDA.
In Florida the GOP won a landslide. DeSantis and Rubio and
everyone else in the Florida GOP
won in a red tsunami. The same one
the polls showed was happening in
the entire country.
Guess what Florida has? Florida has strict Voter ID, strict laws
against voter fraud, severe prison
terms for anyone caught trying
to commit voter fraud, no mail-in
ballots sent to every voter, no ballot
drop boxes, no ballot harvesting,
no ballots accepted for days after
Election Day, no counting for days
until the desired result is achieved
by the Democrat Party.
Isn’t it a funny and strange coincidence that in that state, with all of
those strict rules against cheating,

the GOP red tsunami happened as
predicted? But everywhere else,
where there are no strict laws
against voter fraud, and they allow
all that cheating, the red tsunami
fizzled.
And that under-performance is
being blamed on Trump? And on
conservative MAGA candidates?
Yet in Florida, Governor Ron
DeSantis is the most Trump-like,
MAGA, America First, anti-woke,
anti-trannie, in-your-face, ultra conservative politician in all of America. And with that ultra MAGA
message, plus strict voting fraud
laws… the GOP swept to a landslide victory.
And in most other places, they
didn’t. Coincidence?
Folks, we’ve been robbed.
Again. This was a repeat of 2020.
They’ve fixed, rigged and stolen the
election. First, they robbed us of the
Presidency. Now they’ve robbed
us of a red Republican landslide.
And now they’re trying to blame
it on Trump.
This is gaslighting. And we’ve
had our election stolen- again.
Wayne Allyn Root is known as
“the Conservative Warrior.” “The
Great Patriot Protest & Boycott
Book” is Wayne’s new #1 bestseller.
Wayne is a CEO, entrepreneur and
host of the nationally-syndicated
“Wayne Allyn Root: Raw & Unfiltered” aired daily in Las Vegas on
KMZQ, 670 AM from 3 p.m. to 7
p.m. and the “WAR RAW” podcast.
Read Wayne’s commentaries and
see his videos at ROOTforAmerica.
com

Wayne Allyn Root
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2022 General Election Total
Active Registered Voters
1,860,408
Total Turnout
1,009,923 54.24%
Election Day Turnout
210,112 20.82%
Early Turnout
281,618 27.91%
Mail Turnout
517,293 51.27%
United States Senator
Cortez Masto, Catherine (D) 491,40 48.83%
Laxalt, Adam Paul (R)
483,474 48.04%
Lindemann, Barry (NPP)
7,904 0.79%
Scott, Neil (LPN)
6,293 0.63%
Rubinson, Barry (IAP)
5,105 0.51%
None of these candidates
12,156 1.21%
U.S. Representative in Congress
District 1
Titus, Dina (D)
114,333 51.52%
Robertson, Mark (R)
102,120 46.02%
Cavanaugh, Ken (LPN)
5,474 2.47%
U.S. Representative in Congress
District 2
Amodei, Mark E. (R)
181,413 59.70%
Krause, Elizabeth Mercedes (D)
115,043 37.86%
Best, Russell (IAP)
4,063 1.34%
Baber, Darryl (LPN)
3,336 1.10%
U.S. Representative in Congress
District 3
Lee, Susie (D)
128,521 51.96%
Becker, April (R)
119,754 48.04%
U.S. Representative in Congress
District 4
Horsford, Steven A. (D)
115,272 52.36%
Peters, Sam(R)
104,873 47.64%
Governor
Lombard, Joe (R)
490,299 48.81%
Sisolak, Steve (D)
475,392 47.31%
Davis, Brando (LPN)
14,593 1.45%
Bridges, Ed (IAP)
9,725 0.97%
None of these candidates
14,567 1.45%
Lieutenant Governor
Anthony, Stavros (R)
494,033 49.43%
Cano Burkhead, Elizabeth “Lisa” (D)
457,541 45.78%
Secretary of State
Aguilar, Francisco “Cisco” (D)
489,855 48.98%
Marchant, Jim (R)
466,792 46.67%
State Treasurer
Conine, Zach (D)
476,380 47.75%
Fiore, Michele (R)
458,718 45.98%
State Controller
Matthews, Andy (R)
497,602 50.06%
Spiegel, Ellen (D)
456,836 45.96%
Attorney General
Ford, Aaron D. (D)
504,469 52.29%
Chattah, Sigal (R)
427,688 44.33%
Supreme Court Justice, Seat A
Bell, Linda
657,861 75.97%
None of these candidates
208,078 24.03%
Supreme Court Justice, Seat E
Parraguirre, Ron D.
643,096 74.60%
None of these candidates
218,977 25.40%
Court of Appeals Judge, Department 1
Westbrook, Deborah
454,506 51.57%
Forsberg, Rhonda K.
219,409 24.89%
None of these candidates
207,505 23.54%
Court of Appeals Judge, Department 2
Gibbons, Michael
643,500 74.81%
None of these candidates
216,700 25.16%
Court of Appeals Judge, Department 3
Bulla, Bonnie
631,188 73.63%
None of these candidates
226,102 26.37%

Lombardo Wins
(Continued from Page 1)
incumbent governor nationwide
to lose their seat, and Nevada will
be the only blue-to-red governor
flip this midterm election. Gubernatorial races in Arizona and
Alaska have not yet been called,
but Alaska’s Republican incumbent seems poised to win and no
incumbent is running in Arizona.
Democrats have ﬂipped two governorships — in Massachusetts and
Maryland. In both of those states,
the Republican incumbent did not
run for reelection.
Republican Stavros Anthony is
also projected to win against Democrat Lisa Cano Burkhead, who
Sisolak appointed to the position in
2021 after Kate Marshall resigned
to take a job with the Biden administration. Anthony, a retired police
ofﬁcer, currently sits on Las Vegas
City Council.
Many Nevada voters split their
ticket, electing new Republicans
into the state’s top two constitutional ofﬁces but backing Democrats

District Court Judge, Department 9
Gall, Maria
355,509 62.76%
Leavitt, James Dean
210,947 37.24%
District Court Judge, Department 11
Albertson, Anna
289,007 51.93%
Roohani, Ellie
267,534 48,07%
District Court Judge, Department 17
Schwartz, Jennier
202,047 36.68%
Ganz, Adam
161,448 29.31%
District Court Judge, Family Division,
Department A
Parlade, Maria D.
134,371 25.02%
Brewster, Kristine
109,837 20.45%
Hughes, Lynn
83,545 15.56%
Jacks, David
81,084 15.10%
Keels, Stephanie M.
77,926 14.51%
Kurth, Robert
50,294
9.36%
State Senate, District 2
Flores, Edgar (D)
12,231 69.84%
Henderson, Leo (R)
5,283 30.16%
State Senate, District 8
Loop, Marilyn Dondero (D) 26,392 50.70%
Paulos, Joey (R)
25,660 49.30%
State Senate, District 9
Scheible, Melanie (D)
22,527 53.40%
Brown, Tina (R)
19,655 46.60%
State Senate, District 10
Donate, Fabian (D)
16,472 55.52%
Graviet, Philip (R)
12,118 40.85%
Cunningham, Chris (LPN)
1,078 3.63%
State Senate, District 12
Pazin, Julie Ann (D)
26,288 52.41%
Arrington, Cherlyn (R)
23,874 47.59%
State Senate, District 13
Daly, Richard “Skip” (D)
22,936 61.39%
Buehler, Matthew R. (R)
14,423 38.61%
State Senate, District 14
Hansen, Ira (R)
47,505 100.00%
State Senate, District 16
Krasner, Lisa (R)
42,374 60.43%
Sims, Aaron (D)
27,749 39.57%
State Senate, District 17
Titus, Robin L. (R)
51,807 100.00%
State Senate, District 20
Stone, Jeff (R)
44,252 61.73%
Foutz, Brent (D)
25,494 35.56%
Mills, Brandon (LPN)
1,943 2.71%
State Senate, District 21
Orrenschall, James (D)
18,164 56.73%
Larsen, April (R)
14,427 44.27%
State Assembly, District 1
Monroe-Moreno, Daniele (D) 14,097 54.75%
Brinkley, Garland Lee (R)
10,988 42.68%
McAttee-Macrae, Patrick “Mac” (NPP)
663 2.57%
State Assembly, District 2
Kasama, Heidi (R)
16,064 54.38%
Christenson, Nick (D)
13,068 44.24%
Bednarz, Jason (LPN)
407 1.38%
State Assembly, District 3
Torres, Selena Elizabeth (D) 10,217 55.26%
Lemack, Joshua (R)
8,272 44.74%
State Assembly, District 4
McArthur, Richard (R)
15,712 62.69%
Burns, Darby Lee (LPN)
9,353 37.31%
State Assembly, District 5
Miller, Brittney (D)
11,852 52.84%
Quinn, Kelly (R)
10,210 45.52%
Morgan, Ronald (LPN)
368 1.64%

in the secretary of state, attorney
general and treasurer races.
With his 2018 win over then-Attorney General Laxalt, Sisolak became the ﬁrst Democratic governor
elected in Nevada since 1994.
Sisolak’s loss this year strips
Democrats of their state government trifecta, which the party took
advantage of to raise the minimum
wage, pass criminal justice reform,
expand voter access and redraw
political maps that beneﬁt them.
The Nevada State Legislature
is projected to continue having
a Democratic majority in both
chambers.
Lombardo prevailed over a
crowded Republican primary that
included former U.S. Sen. Dean
Heller and Reno attorney Joey
Gilbert, who without evidence
claimed election fraud after losing.
Lombardo was quickly seen by
Democrats as the biggest threat in a
statewide race because he had name
recognition in Southern Nevada but
no political background to criticize.

State Assembly, District 6
Summers-Aarmstrong, Shondra (D)
7,980
Rios, Kathryn “Kat” (R)
1,817
State Assembly, District 7
Miller, Cameron Homer “C.H.” (D)
11,030
Palmer, Anthony “Tony” (R)
6,362
State Assembly, District 8
Nguyen, Duy (D)
11,328
Logan, Jenann (R)
8,905
State Assembly, District 9
Yeager, Steve (D)
12,028
Fleming, Ryan Patrick (R)
10,590
State Assembly, District 10
Nguyen, Rochelle (D)
9,842
Hernandez, Sandie “Gislela” (R) 7,073
State Assembly, District 11
Duran, Beatrice “Bea” (D)
6,022
Krattiger, Eric (R)
2,193
State Assembly, District 12
Carter, II, Max E. (D)
10,302
Larsen, Flemming (R)
9,965
State Assembly, District 13
Hibbetts, Brian (R)
16,153
Rucker, Will (D)
12,896
State Assembly, District 14
Mosca, Erica (D)
8,106
Stamper, Shawn (R)
4,181
State Assembly, District 15
Watts, Howard (D)
7,484
Bang, Steven D. (R)
4,471
State Assembly, District 16
Gonzalez, Cecelia (D)
9,438
Holder, Jesse “Jake” (R)
8,104
State Assembly, District 17
Thomas, Clara “Claire” (D)
11,300
Pawley, III, Eugene Michael (R)
5,977
State Assembly, District 18
Considine, Venicia (D)
10,242
Decorte, Christine (R)
6,715
State Assembly, District 19
Yurek, Thaddeus “Toby” (R) 26,055
State Assembly, District 20
Orentlicher, David (D)
10,162
Vaughan, Stan (R)
6,456
Larow, Josiah L. (LPN)
487
State Assembly, District 21
Marzola,Elaine (D)
13,890
Petrick, Jon S. (R)
12,648
State Assembly, District 22
Hardy, Melissa (R)
18,459
Ramos, Rick (D)
13,065
State Assembly, District 23
Gallant, Danielle (R)
23,235
Brickﬁeld, Elizabeth (D)
15,593
Manley, Mercy (LPN)
599
State Assembly, District 24
Peters, Sarah (D)
11,845
King, Dorzell (R)
6,211
State Assembly, District 25
La Rue Hatch, Selena (D)
17,461
Kumar, Sam (R)
14,936
State Assembly, District 26
Delong, Rich (R)
23,654
Mitchell, Reed (LPN)
9,309
State Assembly, District 27
Taylor, Angela (D)
12,640
Ortiz, Carmen L. (R)
9,106
State Assembly, District 28
D’Silava, Reuben (D)
6,220

It appears their fears were well
founded.
As governor, Sisolak piloted the
uncharted waters of COVID-19
— a pandemic that closed the
Las Vegas Strip for the ﬁrst time
since President John F. Kennedy’s
funeral in 1963. On the campaign
trail, Lombardo routinely criticized
Sisolak for his handling of the covid
pandemic.
Sisolak attempted to counter the
criticisms with reminders that the
resort industry pushed him to shut
down the Strip.
“They made it through the recession. They made it through 1
October. They knew if this got as
bad as people were saying it was
going to get and we’re having dozens of people dying in properties,
they didn’t think they’d ever come
back from that, in terms of being a
tourist capital,” he told the Current
in an interview last month.
Sisolak promised “no new taxes” during his reelection campaign,
but he would not rule out tweaking
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65.40%
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60.40%
39.60%
100.00%
59.41%
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39.55%
1.52%
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Brown, Clint (R)
3,021 32.69%
State Assembly, District 29
Cohen, Lesley Elizabeth (D) 12,515 53.05%
Knightly, Ronda (R)
11,075 46.95%
State Assembly, District 30
Anderson, Natha C. (D)
10,579 55.25%
Rodriguez-Elkins, Ricci (R)
7,931 41.42%
McGeein, Garrett (LPN)
636 3.34%
State Assembly, District 31
Dickman, Jill (R)
24,755 100.00%
State Assembly, District 32
Hansen, Alexis M. (R)
22,5110 100.00%
State Assembly, District 33
Gurr, Bert (R)
19,112 80.94%
Garrard, John “Doc” (D)
4,501 19.06%
State Assembly, District 34
Bilbray-Axelrod, Shannon (D) 12,046 56.09%
Butler, Stacy (R)
9,430 43.91%
State Assembly, District 35
Gorelow, Michelle (D)
12,164 48.90%
Jones, Tiffany (R)
11,801 47.44%
Robinson, Minday (LPN)
909 3.65%
State Assembly, District 36
Hafen, II, Gregory T. (R)
24,274 100.00%
State Assembly, District 37
Backus, Shea (D)
15,675 50.50%
Deville, Jacob (R)
14,874 47.92%
Tedoff, Marc (LPN)
491 1.58%
State Assembly, District 38
Koenig, Gregoru S. (R)
22,467 100.00%
State Assembly, District 39
Gray, Ken (R)
25,131 70.11%
Noble, Janice E. (D)
10,712 29.89%
State Assembly, District 40
O’Neill, Philip “PK” (R)
18,958 58.87%
McDaniel, Shannon C. (D)
12,211 37.92%
Toll, Sam (LPN)
1,036 3.22%
State Assembly, District 41
Jauregui, Sandra (D)
12,235 51.73%
Bodine, Paul (R)
10,910 46.13%
McNamara, Sean (LPN)
506 2.14%
State Assembly, District 42
Brown-May, Tracy (D)
10,967 56.58%
Facey, Edward “Eddie” (R)
8,416 43.42%
University Board of Regents, District 6
Bown, Heather
44,044 62.59%
Dakduk, Jeanine
26,326 37.41%
University Board of Regents, District 7
Brager, Susan
41,297 58.36%
Crete, David “Coach”
29,466 41.64%
University Board of Regents, District 8
Crawford, Michelee “Shelly 37,438 54.24%
Rice, John Patrick
31,581 45.76%
University Board of Regents, District 11
Downs, Jeffrey
43,299 54.09%
Laden, Steve
29,113 45.91%
University Board of Regents, District 13
Goodman, Stephanie
41,625 60.57%
Moran, John
27,097 39.43%
State Question No. 1
Equal Rights Amendment
Yes
571,345 58.58%
No
40,962 41.42%
State Question No. 2
Minimum Wage Amendment
Yes
537,572 55.13%
No
437,611 44.87%
State Question 3
Top Five Ranked Choice Voting Initiative
Yes
516,360 52.82%
No
461,153 47.18%

the state’s archaic property tax calculation, lifting caps put in place 20
years ago, and lowering the sales
tax rate while broadening the base.
Before he was governor, Sisolak as
chair of the powerful Clark County
Commission oversaw the creation
of the legal cannabis industry and
championed $750 million in public
funding for a football stadium.
Lombardo’s gubernatorial campaign website states he “will never
raise taxes.”
Lombardo was endorsed by
former President Donald Trump,
who called Nevada a “cesspool of
crime” at a rally in rural Nevada. On
his end, Lombardo has tried to characterize rising crime as a symptom
of failed Democratic policies set at
the state level, not his leadership
as the sheriff of the most populous
county in the state.
Like moderate conservative
candidates across the country have
done in campaigns, Lombardo
walked a ﬁne line between embracing Trump (so as not to lose the
Republican base) while tempering

enthusiasm for the former president
(to appeal to moderates).
During the only gubernatorial debate of the election cycle,
Lombardo called Trump a “sound
president” but declined to say he
was a great one, saying, “I wouldn’t
use that adjective. I wouldn’t say
great.” Later that day, Lombardo’s
campaign issued a statement praising Trump.
Lombardo’s statements on abortion also evolved over time.
He said he would govern through
“a pro-life lens,” and eliminate
Sisolak’s executive order protecting
people seeking abortions in Nevada
and the medical professionals who
perform them. He later backed
off and said he would not strike
the order. He has also backed off
his previous support for a federal
ban on abortions after 13 weeks
gestation.
“I thought about it more and
evaluated. Not my political position
or my campaign. I just thought
about it more,” he said during a
debate.
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8 inmates face charges in connection with prison riot
outside Las Vegas first described as “disturbance”
Four corrections officers also charged in connection with 2021 incident
By Vanessa Murphy
(KLAS) — Eight inmates face charges in
connection with a prison riot last December in
what the Nevada Department of Corrections
(NDOC) initially called a disturbance.
Five months later, the 8 News Investigators exposed what happened and uncovered
that a riot had in fact taken place. The 8 News
Now Investigators learned inmates unlocked
their own cells from the inside, refused orders, covered surveillance cameras, flooded
the area with water and took control of an
entire prison unit.
Inmates Jared Ayers, Javis Blake, Alexius
Davis, Zackaria Luz, Dayveontay McClain,
Dominic Porter, Nicholas Smith and Michael
Wesley all face a misdemeanor charge of
rioting, according to a criminal complaint
filed in Las Vegas Justice Court on Nov. 10.
The riot occurred at the medium-security
Southern Desert Correctional Center on Dec.
8, 2021.
Jared Ayers, 26, was serving time for
possessing a firearm as a felon and appears
to be out of custody, according to NDOC
records. The criminal complaint states that
he “covered the lens of a SDCC surveillance
camera recording activity in unit 5, and failed
to follow direct order(s) from SDCC staff to
return to his cell in Unit 5.”
Javis Blake, 27, is serving time for multiple crimes including attempted sexual assault
and robbery, according to NDOC records.
The criminal complaint states that he “repeatedly shook a security gate in order to try
to gain access to a secure area… and failed
to follow direct order(s) from SDCC staff to

return to his cell in Unit 5.”
Alexius Davis, 28, was serving time for
robbery and appeared to be out of custody as
of Monday, according to NDOC records. The
criminal complaint states that he “attempted
to cover the lens of a SDCC surveillance
camera recording activity in unit 5, and failed
to follow direct order(s) from SDCC staff to
return to his cell in unit 5.”
Zackaria Luz, 42, was serving time for
drug charges and is also no longer in custody,
according to NDOC records. The criminal
complaint states that he “emptied a unit
trashcan and filled that trashcan with water
for the purpose of using the water to resist the
actions of correctional staff in the unit and
further the disturbance, and failed to follow
direct order(s) from SDCC staff to return to

Trump Runs Again
(Continued from Page 1)
CEO of fledgling social media network GETTR, also mingled with
reporters.
If Trump wins in 2024, Vought
told The Post, “from day one he
will know how to put his hand in
the glove and wield as much power
within the federal government as
possible and I think he will have
a staff and an administration of
like-minded individuals.”
“I think it’s going to be a scrappy
campaign that has a lot of the feel of
the 2016 campaign,” Vought added.
“He has got fire in the belly. He’s
got unfinished business.”
Whitaker told The Post that
“there’s no reason to expect that he
will be unopposed [for the Republican nomination], but at the same
time I’m really excited … this is
going to be one of those seasons to
not miss.”
“I think the early Trump years
were marked by maybe some staff
that wasn’t up to the challenge and
he kept trying to find the right people and put them in the right spots,”
Whitaker said. “I think he finally hit
his stride as he headed from ‘19 to
‘20. I think he’s going to have some
great people identified and I think
he’s going to be in a position from
day one to drive the thing forward.”
At least one member of Congress, outgoing Rep. Madison Cawthorn (R-NC), was present — after
one of the few expected lawmakers,
Rep. Matt Gaetz (R-Fla.) gave the
event a miss due to a scheduling
conflict with House GOP leadership
votes.
The event occurred as Trump
takes blame for his intervention
in the midterm elections — with
critics saying his primary-campaign
endorsements of candidates like Dr.
Mehmet Oz in the Pennsylvania
Senate contest cost the GOP winnable races.
Trump entered the race as Republicans warm to DeSantis after
the Florida governor won re-election last week by a nearly 20 percentage point margin.
The former president betrayed
his own view of DeSantis at a Nov.
5 rally in Pennsylvania, where
Trump dismissed his home state
governor as “Ron DeSanctimonious” and later took a swipe at
another potential rival, Virginia
Gov. Glenn Youngkin by saying his
name sounded “Chinese.”
After Trump’s chosen candidates disappointed in last week’s
midterms, he lashed out at DeSantis
in a post on Truth Social Nov. 10,
dismissing his would-be rival as an
“average REPUBLICAN Governor
with great Public Relations” before
demanding he rule himself out of a
2024 run.
Trump may have reason to view
DeSantis as a threat.
A series of snap post-midterm polls conducted on behalf of
conservative non-profit Club For
Growth found DeSantis held double-digit leads over Trump among
like GOP primary voters in Florida,

neighboring Georgia and the early
states of Iowa and New Hampshire.
However, Trump and his fervent supporters are still a force to
be reckoned with in Republican
politics.
A Politico/Morning Consult
poll released Tuesday showed 47
percent of Republicans and Republican-leaning independents would
support the former president in a
hypothetical primary, while just 33
percent would back DeSantis.
Although Trump lost to Biden
by more than 7 million votes nationally in 2020, the race was much
tighter in the swing states that determined the Electoral College victor.
If Trump had gained about 43,000
votes, the Electoral College would
have been tied and the House of
Representatives would have decided the outcome, with Republicans
holding enough state delegations to
reelect Trump.
Still, Trump, is kicking off his
third straight presidential campaign
amid the backdrop of a potential
indictment by the Justice Department on charges of mishandling
classified information after the FBI
raided his Mar-a-Lago estate in
Florida Aug. 8 and removed dozens
of sensitive documents.
Trump is also being investigated
in connection with the Jan. 6, 2021,
Capitol riot, during which a wild
mob of his supporters disrupted
certification of Biden’s victory.
Meanwhile, a Georgia grand
jury is holding hearings about
whether the former president and
his allies acted illegally in attempting to overturn Trump’s
2020 election loss to Biden in the
Peach State. Former New York City
Mayor Rudolph Giuliani, Trump’s
onetime personal lawyer, is among
almost 20 people named as targets
of that investigation.
If Trump wins the White House
again in 2024, he will have pulled
off one of the biggest political
comebacks in US history after
leaving office with the riot overshadowing his domestic and foreign
policy accomplishments.
Trump was impeached just days
before he left office for allegedly inciting the Capitol riot, notably with
a speech to thousands of people on
the Ellipse near the White House.
The 45th president encouraged his
audience to march on Congress
because the election was being
“stolen” — despite the fact that
courts had rejected his claims of
widespread fraud.
The mob proceeded to battle
police and break into the Capitol
building. The Senate acquitted
Trump by a vote of 57-43, 10 votes
short of the 2/3 required for conviction, meaning he remains eligible to
hold office.
Trump was initially impeached
in 2019 for pressuring Ukraine
to investigate Hunter Biden’s reported $1 million per year job at
Ukrainian gas firm Burisma while
his vice-president father led the
Obama administration’s Ukraine

his cell in Unit 5.”
Dayveontay McClain, 21, is serving time
for robbery. The criminal complaint states
that he threw a padlock and/or biscuit at
multiple officers and struck one correctional
officer. McClain is also accused of throwing a
broom near multiple officers while the broom
was on fire. McClain faces felony charges
of assault on an officer by a prisoner and
third-degree arson.
Dominic Porter, 31, is serving time for
attempted murder. The criminal complaint
states that he “covered the lens of a SDCC
surveillance camera recording activity in
Unit 5, repeatedly pulled and pushed on a
security gate in order to try to gain access
to a secure area (a unit control center and an
area where staff were staging to respond to

policy.
The former president is expected to run on various well-worn
boasts while slamming Biden’s
management of the nation since
taking office.
In 2017, Trump signed a major
tax cut into law and in 2018 pushed
through a bipartisan criminal justice
reform bill that reduced harsh federal sentences, including penalties
authored by then-Sen. Biden in the
1990s that jailed some drug dealers
for life without parole. He nominated three conservative Supreme
Court justices, allowing for the
court to end federal abortion rights
last month.
On foreign policy, Trump’s
administration brokered recognition of Israel by four Arab states
and he defused tensions with nuclear-armed North Korean tyrant
Kim Jong Un with three meetings.

the disorder in Unit 5 at SDCC), and failed
to follow direct order(s) from SDCC staff to
return to his cell in Unit 5.”
Michael Wesley, 30, was serving time for
robbery and is was no longer in custody as
of Monday, according to NDOC records. The
criminal complaint states that “broke out of
his prison cell and let other inmates out of
their cells by manipulating or ‘jimmying’
other cell locks, and failed to follow direct
order(s) from SDCC staff to return to his cell
in Unit 5.”
Ayers, Davis and Porter face a gross
misdemeanor charge of tampering with an
electronic device in connection with the
tampering of at least one surveillance camera.
Two months after the 8 News Now Investigators exposed the riot, the prison warden
resigned.
Southern Desert Correctional Center is the
same prison where convicted murderer Porfirio Duarte-Herrera escaped in September.
He was later taken into custody by officers
with the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police
Department.
Shortly after the escape, Democratic Gov.
Steve Sisolak announced NDOC Director
Charles Daniels was stepping down at his
request. Daniels later held a press conference
insisting that he was treated unfairly by Sisolak and his administration.
When asked about the riot in a sit-down
interview with the 8 News Now Investigators,
Daniels continued to insist that a riot did not
take place.
Four corrections officers are also facing
charges in connection with the riot.

He forced a rewrite of the NAFTA
trade deal with Canada and Mexico
and rechristened the pact USMCA
while waging a tariffs-driven trade
war with China in a bid to force
another major agreement.
The COVID-19 pandemic and
associated local government-ordered business closures caused an
economic bust that wiped away
Trump’s ability to claim record
national prosperity.
Trump urged a reopening of US
society in mid-2020 while pouring
billions into vaccine development,
but restrictions dragged on and a
breakthrough was announced too
late to benefit his campaign.
Pfizer announced six days after
Election Day that its vaccine was
more than 90 percent effective
against COVID-19 infection —
heralding a return toward normalcy.
Biden, who turns 80 this year,

insists that he will seek re-election,
but there are widespread doubts,
including among fellow Democrats.
He’s already the oldest-ever US
president and would be 86 if he
leaves office in 2029.
Biden’s average job approval
rating sits at 42 percent , according
to RealClearPolitics — and even
lower among core Democratic-leaning groups such as young
people and Hispanics — as record
gas prices, the worst inflation since
1981 and rising violent crime and
illegal immigration drag on his
popularity.
Trump would be the second
president elected to non-consecutive terms, after Democrat Grover
Cleveland in 1884 and 1892. He
would have to leave office in January 2029 because the Constitution
doesn’t allow a president to be
elected to three terms.
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Nevada sheds two-tiered minimum wage,
puts $12 per hour floor in the constitution
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By April Corbin Girnus
Nevada Current
Nevada’s unusual minimum wage system
will soon be a thing of the past, unofficial
election results show. As of Friday, the Nevada secretary of state was reporting that 54
percent of voters approved Question 2, which
sets the state minimum wage at $12 per hour
for all employees and removes a provision
that allows employers to pay workers $1 less
per hour if they offer health insurance. It will
go into effect July 1, 2024.
While additional ballots are still being processed, Question 2 was 80,337 votes ahead,
making it statistically highly unlikely that the
final outcome would change.
Nevada is the only state with a two-tiered
minimum wage system.
Nevada’s minimum wage was already
scheduled to rise on July 1, 2024 to $12
per hour for employees who are not offered
health insurance. That’s because the Nevada
State Legislature passed a bill in 2019 to step
up the minimum wage by 75 cents annually
until it reached $12 per hour in 2024.
The passage of Question 2 will bring
employees offered health insurance up to
that payrate.
The constitutional amendment also makes
clear that the Legislature has the authority to
raise the minimum wage even higher.
Proponents of Question 2 argued that the

Question 2 also makes clear that the Legislature has
the authority to raise the minimum wage even higher.

two-tiered system benefited greedy employers, which offer subpar health insurance in
order to pay workers the lower tier minimum
wage. They have argued that many minimum
wage workers are declining such insurance
because premiums and copays are still too
costly, which means they are left with no
insurance but still stuck earning at the lower
minimum wage rate.
Question 2 also removes existing language
in the Nevada Constitution that establishes a
method for automatically adjusting the state
minimum wage based on federal minimum
wage increases (that fall short of $12) and
cost of living increases. Those provisions
were added into the state constitution by
voters in 2006’s Minimum Wage Amendment
but in practice have not led to continual increases to workers’ wallets.
Nevada’s hourly minimum wage rates
remained flat at $7.25 and $8.25 from 2010 to
2019. They were raised in 2019 only because
of legislative action by the Democratic-controlled statehouse and governorship.
According to Ballotpedia, 26 minimum
wage increase proposals have appeared on
statewide ballots between 1996 and 2021. All
but two (both in 1996) were approved by the
voters in their respective states.
Nevada’s 2006 ballot question passed
with 68.7 percent support — notably a higher
percentage than this year’s ballot question.

Question 3: Election reform proposal
ekes out victory, will return in 2024
By April Corbin Girnus
Nevada Current
Nevada voters have signaled
they are open to changing the way
they elect politicians.
Unofficial election results have
Question 3, which proposes a new
voting system that uses open primaries and ranked choice voting,
leading with 52.5 percent support,
or roughly 45,000 raw votes, as
of Friday. Although there are still
ballots awaiting counting, Question
3 seems poised to pass.
Nevada Voters First, the PAC
setup to advocate for Question 3,
declared victory Friday.
“Nevadans have shown their
desire to put Nevada voters first
and address political extremism and

Fiore Loses

(Continued from Page 1)
cemented by a batch of ballots
in Democratic stronghold Clark
County. Remaining uncounted
ballots are likely to expand his lead.
Fiore secured strong support in
rural Nevada, but those gains were
washed away by voters in Clark and
Washoe counties who voted blue by
significant margins.
Conine received wide bipartisan
support for his performance as state
treasurer over the past four years,
and was even endorsed by some
Republicans, including former U.S.
Sen. Dean Heller.
During his tenure, Conine faced
criticism from Republican voters
and Fiore after he divested from
companies that manufacture or sell
assault-style weapons.
Under Conine, Nevada has received and maintained its highest
credit rating in history. Conine
boasts his office has returned more
unclaimed property to more Nevadans than in any two-year period
in Nevada history. He also more
than doubled investment returns for
the Permanent School Fund since
becoming Chair.

A ballot for Alaska’s 2022 general election. Alaska in 2020 adopted
a voting system similar to the one now proposed in Nevada.

Fiore chose to challenge Conine
after months of marketing herself
as a gubernatorial candidate and
spending thousands of dollars in
campaign funds to air a 60-second
television ad in the Palm Beach,
Florida market — home of Donald
Trump’s Mar-a-Lago property.
She never filed to run for governor.
On Twitter Fiore announced
she would be running for Nevada
state treasurer instead, explaining
the switch was at the behest of
Trump’s team.
Trump ultimately endorsed her
for the position of Nevada’s chief
financial officer, which manages
a portfolio of about $50 billion in
state money and investments that
affect everything from unemployment benefits to the state’s education fund.
In addition to Trump, Fiore was
endorsed by controversial Republican politicians and personalities
including Sheriff Joe Arpaio, far
right talk radio host Wayne Allyn
Root, and Texas Sen. Ted Cruz. She
was also endorsed by the Nevada
Republican Party and the Nevada

Veterans Association, and several
Republican county commissioners.
Fiore’s campaign was marked
by a number of missteps, including
mistakenly accusing the incumbent Conine of profiting from a
“shady” corporation run out of the
State Treasurer’s office which he
is statutorily required to run as the
state treasurer.
Fiore’s history in Nevada politics also includes a number of
financial controversies, including a
history of failing to report tax debt
to the IRS, which is a requirement
for candidates and elected officials.
In 2021, the FBI raided Fiore’s
home as part of its investigation
into possible campaign finance violations. As of July, Fiore and previous businesses had $361,300.57
in active federal and state tax liens
against them.
She is also facing allegations
of violating campaign finance law
by allegedly accepting donations
exceeding the state’s $10,000
maximum contribution limit from
a single source, a claim Conine’s
campaign filed with the Nevada
secretary of state.

polarization in our state,” said Mike
Draper, communications director
for the PAC, in a statement.
Question 3 proposes a change
to the Nevada Constitution, which
means the ballot measure will need
to be approved by voters a second
time — in 2024.
If successful, it would be used
for the first time in the 2026 election cycle. The new voting system
would apply to Nevada’s congressional, gubernatorial, state constitutional and state legislative races.
Dubbed “Final Five Voting” by
its creators, the proposed election
system combines open primaries
and ranked choice voting. Every
candidate would appear on the primary ballot for all voters to decide,
then the top five finishers would appear on the general election ballot.
On that general election ballot,
voters would rank the candidates
— first choice, second, third, etc.
If one candidate receives more than
50 percent of first-choice votes,
they are declared the winner. If

not, the candidate in last place is
eliminated, and those votes are
transferred to their second-choice
candidate. That process is continued until a candidate receives a
true majority.
Currently, Nevada has closed
primaries, wherein voters cannot
participate unless they openly
declare for a party. As of October,
32.7 percent of Nevada’s active
registered voters are Democrats,
29.8 percent are Republicans, 29.9
percent are non-partisans, and 7.6
percent are registered to minor
political parties.
Multiple political groups from
all sides of the political spectrum
openly criticized the proposed voting system, and the go-to lawyer
for Nevada Democrats unsuccessfully challenged the question in an
attempt to keep it off the ballot.
However, Question 3 was boosted
by more than $19 million in contributions — mostly from mega-rich
donors, who contributed on behalf
(See Question 3, Page 6)
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Talk of recession lingers as fiscal analysts
prepare to set Nevada’s next state budget
By April Corbin Girnus
Nevada Current
Fiscal analysts are cautiously
optimistic about Nevada’s economic future, even amid nationwide
chatter about the possibility of a
recession.
Emily Mandel, an economist at
Moody’s Analytics, said the U.S.
economy is slowing after a stronger-than-expected recovery from
the pandemic but is “clearly not in
a recession yet” and that it is “far
from certain” that one is impending.
Mandel made the comments
Monday in a presentation to the
Economic Forum, the five-member committee of private-sector
financial experts appointed to set
Nevada’s revenue forecast for each
fiscal biennium.
“I’d like to reiterate that now
that we’ve had so much talk about

Moody’s Analytics anticipates inflation will end around 8 percent this
calendar year, then go down to 4 percent in 2023, before returning to
“a more sustainable footing” in the low 2 percent range in 2024.
recession,” said Mandel.
product] growth, which set those
“A quarter ago we had two quar- alarm bells ringing. But I think it’s
ters of negative [gross domestic pretty clear based off the strength

that we’ve seen in the labor market and the strength we’ve seen in
consumer spending that we still
have a good amount of firepower,
a good amount of strength in the
labor market.”
Mandel says Moody’s Analytics’s forecast for the U.S. and
Nevada assumes that the economy
— and the Federal Reserve — will
be able to walk a “fairly narrow
path” and avoid entering a recession. The Federal Reserve this year
has raised interest rates to try and
combat inflation.
“That said, however, things are
going to feel a bit like a recession
even without technically entering
that sustained and widespread
contraction that we would use to
describe a recession,” she added. “That’s really because we’re
coming off of these two years of

extremely strong growth. Things
are going to be slower.”
Mandel said if the country does
enter a recession, it would likely hit
in the middle or latter half of 2023.
Helping matters, she elaborated,
is a strong labor market where there
are still more job openings than
people looking for jobs, as well
as the “mountain of money” most
households have on hand to help
cushion the impact of inflation on
necessities like gas and food. According to Federal Reserve data,
80 percent of households have significantly more cash immediately
available to them today than they
did in 2019 — likely from unspent
government stimulus or other pandemic-era savings.
(For households in the lowest
quintile, the pandemic relief is long
gone and no such cushion exists.)

and Personal Care — generate an
estimated $10 billion in annual
economic activity, the report says,
and would generate $500 million if
taxed at a rate of 5 percent or $685
million at the statewide base rate of
6.85 percent.
“These recommendations are
made following a three-year effort
on the part of the Commission to
not only meet the mandates of SB
543 and AB 495, but to go further
in providing the Legislature with a

serious and thoughtful work product,” wrote Guy Hobbs, chair of the
commission, which is comprised
primarily of educators and school
district officials.
The report also recommends
lawmakers study the “imbalance”
between the number of education
graduates in the state each year
and school district demand, as
well as reviewing teacher pay to
determine if it is deterring potential
candidates.

By Jaclyn Schultz
(FOX5) — A tiny home project
for seniors in the City of Las Vegas
was given the green light, and developers hope it could be a quicker
solution to provide more residences
in the Valley’s housing shortage.
The Nevada Housing Coalition
said the Silver State lacks 84,000
units for those with extremely low
incomes; there are approximately
25,000 seniors who are “extremely
low income,” the organization said.
According to Jess Molasky of
Ovation Development, the City of
Las Vegas requested that devel-

opers design a affordable housing
community for the forthcoming
property at Rome and Decatur
Boulevard with tiny homes in
mind. The city already has a tiny
home and Airstream community off
Fremont Street in Downtown Las
Vegas, but according to Molasky,
this could be the Valley’s first major
development project with multiple
tiny homes.
“You’ll have to be on certain
amounts of income levels, but it’s
really your teachers, it’s your grocery store workers. I think what’s
(See Senior Tiny Homes, Page 7)

State commission touts taxing services,
lifting property tax caps to fund schools
By Dana Gentry
Nevada Current
A report mandated by the Nevada Legislature recommends the
state increase per pupil funding
beyond the national average at an
additional cost of $3.2 billion over
the next decade, and pay for it by
taxing discretionary services and
tweaking the property tax formula.
Nevada spent $9,548 per pupil
in fiscal year 2020, below the national average of $13,489 and well
below the $14,337 recommended
by national experts who have studied Nevada’s education system for
the last two decades, according
to the report released Monday by
the state’s Commission on School
Funding.
The national average, according
to the report, “falls short of what
the subject matter experts would
consider ‘optimal’ for Nevada.”
The report notes “the funding
challenge is considerable, and that
it will take incredible will on the
part of elected leaders to address it,”
adding “the cost of inaction greatly
exceeds the cost of implementing
any of the funding strategies discussed herein.”
Governor-elect Joe Lombardo,
a Republican, announced during
his victory speech Monday that he
will be “the education governor,”
but he did not respond to questions
submitted by the Current about the
commission’s recommendations.
Nevada relies primarily on
property tax and sales tax to fund
education, but the state’s antiquated
property tax formula levies assessed rather than market value, and

Question 3

(Continued from Page 5)
of nonpartisan groups focused on
pro-democracy and election reform
efforts across the country. Those
groups include the Final Five Fund,
Action Now Inc, Unite America and
Represent US.
That money bought millions
in advertising. The Question 3
campaign’s primary ad featured a
nonpartisan veteran arguing that
Nevada’s existing closed primary
system disenfranchises one third
of registered voters. Critics called
it misleading for not mentioning the
ranked choice voting component of
the proposal.
While a formal political action
committee in opposition to Question 3 was formed, it was not as
aggressive or well funded in this
election cycle. Opposition will
likely be far more aggressive in
2024 when the question once again
appears before voters for final
approval.
“We look forward to an engaged
discussion over the next two years

”The funding challenge is considerable,” the report notes, adding”it
will take incredible will on the part of elected leaders to address it.”
imposes 3 percent caps on increases allocated to education. The state
in assessed value on residential needs an additional $2.6 million
property, and 8 percent caps on over the next decade just to reach
the national average.
commercial property.
Additionally, the report rec“Once heralded as Nevada’s
most stable and predictable revenue ommends capturing lost revenue
source, the introduction of property by shifting reliance from taxes on
tax abatements has complicated tangible goods to taxes on discreand confounded the calculation of tionary services. About two-thirds
the value of a unit of property tax, of the state’s economy is driven
while the unique use of depreciation by services, which are currently
and replacement value has further not taxed.
Nevada’s sales tax rate of 8.23
separated property assessments
from a market-based reality,” the percent is the 13th highest in the
nation, the report says.
report says.
“Levying taxes upon non-disIn recent years, according to
the report, the percentage growth cretionary goods and services gives
of abatements has exceeded the rise to concerns of regressivity as
such taxes disproportionately imgrowth of property tax revenue.
Removing the caps in 2024 pact those with less ability to pay
would generate an additional $80 for them. The focus, then, should
million, increasing each year of the be upon discretionary goods and
next decade, up to $540 million in services,” the report says.
Two industries — Recreation
2033, with $129 million that year
leading up to the 2024 election and
we are certain the energy and support for Question 3 will only continue to grow,” read the statement
from Nevada Voters First.
Like the other two statewide
questions on this year’s ballot,
Question 3 saw more support in Nevada’s two urban centers — Clark
and Washoe counties — than in
rural areas. Only one rural county
— Mineral — had a majority (52
percent ) of voters approve the
question.

Nevadans weren’t the only ones
who embraced election reform this
midterm election. Ranked choice
ballot initiatives passed in several
municipalities and counties, including Evanston, Ill., where it passed in
a landslide with 82 percent support,
and Multnomah County, Oregon’s
most populous county, where it
passed with 69 percent support.
Alaska voters in 2020 adopted
an open primary/ranked choice voting system that is nearly identical to
the one now proposed in Nevada.

Tiny home project for
seniors gets green
light in Las Vegas

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

(702) 334-4886
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Las Vegas Strip adds another huge casino project

An unexpected player plans to join the huge Las Vegas construction boom which shows no signs of slowing down.
By Kirk O’neil
TheStreet
New hotel casino projects along
the Las Vegas Strip continue to
proliferate following the slowdown
during the COVID pandemic. Locals and visitors have gotten used
to seeing cranes and construction
equipment in the area, and they
can expect to see a lot more in the
coming months.
In recent years, the 4.2 miles
of the Strip had been dominated
by properties operated by Caesars
Entertainment — Get Free Report
and MGM Resorts International
— Get Free Report, mostly in the
central and southern parts of Las
Vegas Boulevard.
But currently several projects
are underway by operators other
than the two dominant hotel-casino
players.
Dream Hotel Group broke
ground in July on a new boutique
hotel/casino on Las Vegas Boulevard near the private aviation
terminal at McCarran International
Airport about two blocks from Allegiant Stadium and relatively close
to T-Mobile Arena.
The 531-room hotel, which
will include a 20,000 square-foot
casino, should cost around $550
million and is scheduled for opening in 2024.

Long-awaited
Fontainebleau opening
The massive Fontainebleau project, which started nearly 20 years
ago, went through bankruptcy and
multiple owners before returning
to the hands of the original owners,
who now have the property on track
for a late-2023 opening.
Fontainebleau Development
has said the project will include a
173,000-square-foot casino, about
3,700 rooms, dining experiences
and 90,000 square feet of unique
luxury retail shops, consisting of 35
luxury retail concepts on two levels,
located inside the resort casino.
Fontainebleau has billed itself as
the first luxury hotel to be built in
Las Vegas in 15 years.
Oak View Group has a $3 billion project planned for a 25-acre

site it recently purchased near the
intersection of two major freeways,
I-15 and I-215. The project, now
named the OVG Las Vegas Hotel &
Casino will include 850,000 square
foot arena, a casino, a hotel, and
an additional entertainment venue
amphitheater. The project will have
2,000 hotel rooms, and the arena
will have 20,000 seats, although
that could be adjusted slightly
during the planning phase. OVG
indicated it is building the arena
for an NBA team, but that the NBA
has not committed to expanding in
Las Vegas.
Billionaire NBA owner Tillman
Fertitta, who owns the Golden Nugget on Fremont Street, filed plans to
build a 43-story resort casino on the
property at Las Vegas Boulevard
and Harmon Avenue after he bought

a parcel of land on the Las Vegas
Strip earlier this year. The site currently hosts a recently-closed motel
and some shuttered souvenir shops.
Fertitta also obtained demolition
permits for the buildings that currently sit on the lot, the Las Vegas
Review-Journal reported
The MSG Sphere at The Venetian, a major arena project located
at the corner of Sands Avenue and
South Koval Lane across from The
Venetian on the Strip, is currently
under construction. MSG Entertainment, the arena’s developer, has not
yet set a date for the opening, but
it has said that it plans to have the
arena open in time to participate in
the FIA Formula 1 World Championship to be held in Las Vegas in
November 2023.
U2 is planning a residency at
MSG Sphere that will be spread out
over several months and performed
on non-consecutive days, Billboard
reported.`
MSG Sphere is described as
the next generation of live entertainment, offering the audience a
multi-sensory experience of sound
and light inside the largest spherical
structure ever created, according to
MSG Entertainment. The arena can
hold 20,000 standing spectators,
17,500 seated guests and has 23
VIP suites.

Owner MSG in May said it was
set to “top off” the project, which
to that point had cost the company
$1.3 billion, according to the company’s most recent earnings call.
Former Riviera
site to be sold
The Las Vegas Convention and
Visitors Authority is getting close
to finalizing a deal to sell 10 acres
on the southeast corner of Las Vegas and Elvis Presley boulevards,
the former site of the Riviera, to
Chilean real estate investor Claudio Fischer for $120 million, the
Review-Journal reported.
The transaction for the site,
located next to the Fontainebleau
and across the street from Resorts
World, is expected to close by Nov.
30, according to LVCVA Chief
Executive Steve Hill, but Fischer
has until Dec. 15 to close the deal.
Fischer reportedly will not reveal his plans for the site until the
deal closes. Under the deal, Fischer
has until Jan. 1, 2031 to begin construction, after which the LVCVA
would have an option to buy back
the land.
Proceeds from the sale to Fischer
would go toward a two-year, $600
million renovation project for the
Las Vegas Convention Center’s
North, Central and South halls that
is expected to begin in March.

from the Colorado River and Lake
Mead.
“Remember, we’re in the Mojave Desert. We get 4 inches of rain
here per year. Grass is not naturally
growing in the Las Vegas Valley,”
Watts said. “Does it have a use
in our community for recreation?
Absolutely. Outside of that, is that
the best use for our water when we
have the ability to have water come
out when we turn on the faucet?”
The Nevada State Legislature
went even further when it passed a
bill Watts sponsored that will ban
all “nonfunctional turf” in southern Nevada by the end of 2026 in
streetscapes, medians, parking lots,
traffic circles and other areas where
it is utilized for aesthetics and not
recreational purposes. The ban is
also retroactive. It requires removal
of nonfunctional turf in such areas
by the end of 2026. It is the first law
of its kind, Watts said.
“Nonfunctional turf” is aesthetic
public grass that isn’t really used. In
this context, it’s park strips or ornamental grass in front of retail stores
or office buildings and apartment
complexes. These are areas targeted
by policymakers in both Utah and
Nevada as an example of places to
conserve water.
“We’ve had incentive programs
where people can voluntarily replace their grass with more water-friendly landscaping for years.

This actually went and requires that
properties retrofit and replace that
grass. It’s mandatory,” he said.
Driving around the Las Vegas
metro area, nonfunctional turf can
be seen everywhere — on median islands, in front of shopping
centers and business complexes.
Entsminger said they have removed
a lot of turf — but still have a long
way to go.
“We’ve taken out enough turf
in this valley in the last 20 years to
lay an 18-inch-wide piece of sod
around the globe at the equator.
We’ve taken out a lot of grass. But
we estimate when we implemented
the nonfunctional turf ban, there
were 3,900 acres of sod in the valley,” he said.
So far, Utah political leaders
have largely resisted imposing
more restrictions. Instead, they
have continued to urge residents
to do their part by voluntarily cutting water use. Watts defended the
mandatory nature of their laws as
a measure to conserve water. He
pointed out the bills passed with
bipartisan support and very little
pushback from residents.
“Drastic times call for drastic
measures. I think it’s time that every
state along the river look at these
big, bold policies,” he said. “Las
Vegas is showing it can be done, it
can be successful and it can be done
with community support.”

Las Vegas ups the ante on turf buybacks: A new
Nevada law bans all ‘nonfunctional’ turf by 2026
By Ben Winslow, Fox 13 News
and Sheri Quinn,
Utah Public Radio
NORTH LAS VEGAS, Nevada
— Patricia Council stood on her
front yard and smiled, glad to see
her lawn finally go.
“I decided to convert it, number
one because of the water issue,”
she said. “Water is going up around
here so it’s costing quite a bit of
money.”
In the summer, Council said
she would pay as much as $165 a
month to water her front lawn. The
Southern Nevada Water Authority
is paying her $3 a square foot to
get rid of her turf, and landscaping
crews that contract with the agency
are tearing out the grass.
“I don’t have anybody to help
me much. So I just need to do as
least maintenance as possible and
make it look pretty,” Council said.
As landscapers ripped out sod,
rolls of artificial turf were stacked
nearby. Council has decided to
have artificial turf and desert rock
installed. She will keep flowers that
she has growing in pots around her
yard. A tree shades the majority of
her front yard and palms are growing nearby.
“You know you’re not really
walking on grass but it’s not that
much difference. It’s soft and nice,”
Council said of artificial turf.
Council said she’s glad to see her
water bill dramatically drop. Her
lawn will still look green, even if
it’s just a mirage in the desert.
“Almost 20,000 homes over
the years we’ve been doing this,”
said Michael Nelson, the president
of Foxtail Turf, an artificial grass
company.
With the drought and increased
calls for conservation, Nelson said
business has been good. His company has expanded into Utah, where
people are considering alternatives
as state leaders continue to call for
conservation in the drought.
“It’s a desert. Most people don’t
realize it. Utah gets snow and rain
and has all the four seasons. A lot
of people don’t realize six weeks
of snow and skiing have been lost
because of climate change,” Nelson
said.
But Nelson observed some stark

Patricia Council’s North Las Vegas yard after her grass
was replaced with artificial turf, on Friday Sept. 30, 2022.
differences between how Nevada used, we’ve seen the numbers
handles outdoor water use and how decline, we’ve increased the incentive. But ultimately there were
Utah does.
“The problem with Utah is we’re some communities that implied
one big family with separate sec- they didn’t care how high it was
tions,” he said of varying policies for an incentive — they like how
from city to city. “So in one area it looks,” said Democratic Nevada
they may say, ‘Oh well the HOA has Assemblyman Howard Watts, who
agreed to new turf.’ There’s another represents the Las Vegas area.
The Colorado River flow has
area around the corner there’s no
turf whatsoever. So we’ve kinda dropped by about 20 percent since
got to get rid of this mindset and the 1900s and Lake Mead’s water
get into the new way of thinking,” level has drastically fallen. With
temperatures in the Colorado River
he said.
Instead of a patchwork of pol- Basin expected to rise another 2-5
icies, Las Vegas has pioneered a degrees by 2050, river flows could
sweeping one for turf removal that reduce 10 percent to 40 percent .
These declines and projections
is sweetened with incentives and is
prompted a sense of urgency to cut
gaining more ground.
Las Vegas has embraced things water use and fast. Watts said the
like artificial turf “because we’re in amount of water that grass collecthe middle of fall and we’re sweat- tively uses is about 10 percent of
what southern Nevada can draw
ing,” Nelson added.
The Southern Nevada Water
Authority pays for turf-removal
incentives through water rates and
new hookups. John Entsminger, the
authority’s general manager, said so
far this year they have spent $15
million on incentives.
“We look at it as securing the
resource,” he said of water.
In Utah, local water districts
have offered anywhere from $1 to
$1.50 a square foot — significantly less in incentives compared to
southern Nevada’s $3 a foot.
Nevada’s strict outdoor water
conservation laws started out as
volunteer efforts. But ultimately,
political leaders came to the conclusion that volunteerism would
only go so far.
“We’re one of the leading municipalities to create a turf removal
incentive. Over time as it’s been

(Continued from Page 6)
exciting about the tiny home option
at this property is you get sort of
that sense of independence while
you’re still living in this amazing
community, with amenities and all
the wraparound services that we
bring to the residents,” Molasky
said.
Those seniors who can live in
the 48 tiny home units must be 55
years and older. There are plans for
community events such as doctor
visits, hair and nail services and
other activities for senior residents,
Molasky said.
Smaller tiny home units require

less land, are less costly and less
time-consuming to build; Molasky
said they also provide lower rent,
low utility costs and less maintenance for residents.
“You can shrink the footprint
of the home, but still deliver really
good quality product. We could
bring on a lot more... Hopefully,
if developers keep building and
the city can keep incentivizing
development, all rents could come
down a little bit,” Molasky said,
who hopes Ovation can build more
tiny homes in the future.
The timeframe for completion
could be 18 to 24 months.

To All Attorneys
who hate writing
NEVADA APPEAL GROUP (“NAG”) offers
FLAT FEE, high quality services for civil and
criminal Appeals and all Post-Conviction Relief.

Senior Tiny Homes

NAG handles all types of appeals (misdemeanor,
felony and civil) as well as Habeas Corpus
Petitions, Nevada Supreme Court briefs, and
individual motions across the civil and criminal
spectrum, including Motions for Summary
Judgment. Turnaround time can be as minimal
as 24 hours. Federal PCR is also available.
Motions starting at $250 flat fee
Appeals starting at $500 flat fee
For more information and immediate response,
call or email:
(702) 902-5050
Nag@criminaldefenseoflasvegas.com
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Five lessons from the midterm exit polls

By Niall Stanage
The Hill
The dust is beginning to settle from the
2022 midterm elections, with Democrats
holding the Senate and control of the House
soon to be decided for sure.
As the results sink in, questions about
what drove those results grow sharper.
Some of the answers can be found in the
exit polls. Here are five big lessons.
Abortion was a huge issue
Abortion was a vital factor in securing
a better performance for Democrats than
almost anyone expected.
Abortion was always going to have some
impact on the midterms, given that the Supreme Court had overturned Roe v. Wade less
than five months before Election Day.
But in the campaign’s closing stages, polls
had suggested the economy was overpowering reproductive rights as a decisive factor in
voters’ minds, to the GOP’s benefit.
The exit polls told a different story.
Twenty-seven percent of voters said abortion was the single most important issue in
determining their vote — only just behind
inflation, which was listed by 31 percent of
voters.
Those who chose abortion as their top
issue broke more than 3 to 1 for Democrats. Seventy-six percent of them voted for

President Biden’s party and 23 percent for
Republicans, according to the main national
exit poll.
The political impact of abortion was even
more pronounced in some high-profile races.
In the Senate contest in Pennsylvania,
abortion was named as the top issue by a
plurality of voters. The 37 percent of Pennsylvanians in that category voted almost
4 to 1 for Democrat John Fetterman over
Republican Mehmet Oz.
Voters in five states — California, Kentucky, Michigan, Montana and Vermont —
had the chance to weigh in on ballot measures
pertaining to abortion. The pro-abortion
rights side prevailed in all five.
In Michigan, an abortion-related ballot
measure clearly boosted incumbent Democratic Gov. Gretchen Whitmer, a strong

advocate for reproductive rights.
A striking 45 percent of voters in Michigan’s gubernatorial race named abortion as
their top priority — far higher than any other
issue. Those voters broke 77 percent to 22
percent for Whitmer over her Republican
opponent, conservative commentator Tudor
Dixon.
Whitmer, who Republicans had believed
to be vulnerable, won reelection by more
than 10 points.
Trump was a big drag on the GOP
Former President Trump has spent plenty
of time since Tuesday defending himself
from the charge that he had a negative impact
upon his party.
But the evidence cuts the other way.
High-profile Trump endorsees like Oz and
Nevada’s Adam Laxalt went down to defeat.
Candidates who endorsed Trump’s false
claims of election fraud pertaining to 2020
fared especially badly.
Doug Mastriano lost the gubernatorial
race in Pennsylvania by double digits, as did
Dixon in Michigan.
Don Bolduc, the Republican senatorial
candidate in New Hampshire, who had
backed Trump’s erroneous claims and then
reversed himself upon winning the GOP
primary, lost to Sen. Maggie Hassan (D) by
10 points.

For all of Trump’s bluster, the verdict of
the exit polls was equally emphatic.
Fifty-eight percent of voters said they held
an unfavorable view of the former president,
against 39 percent who viewed him favorably.
The vast majority of those viewing Trump unfavorably voted for Democratic candidates.
It’s a crucial time for Trump. His big
announcement — widely assumed to be the
launch of a 2024 campaign — is looming at
Mar-a-Lago on Tuesday. Florida Gov. Ron
DeSantis (R) is emerging as a formidable
potential rival for the 2024 GOP nomination.
But the verdict on Tuesday was clear —
and negative for the former president.
Republicans keep making
inroads with Latinos
One of the big demographic trends of
recent years has been the erosion of Latino
support for the Democratic Party.
On Tuesday, DeSantis became the first
Republican gubernatorial candidate in two
decades to carry Miami-Dade County, a
Cuban American stronghold that is roughly
70 percent Hispanic.
On the other hand, Democrats won two
of three heavily Hispanic House districts in
south Texas that the GOP had targeted.
The exit polls suggest the Latino vote
continues to shift, especially among men.
(See Exit Polls Lessons, Page 9)

Winners and losers of the 2022 midterm elections
By Niall Stanage
The Hill
The results of Tuesday’s midterm elections are reverberating even as some important races — and control of Capitol
Hill — remain in doubt.
Beyond those who simply won or lost their own races,
here are some key figures who came out ahead, or behind,
after voters cast their verdicts.
WINNERS

President Biden fared far better in his first midterms than
Democratic presidents Barack Obama and Bill Clinton did,
providing a vindication of sorts to his political approach.
President Biden
Biden’s political obituary has been written many times
over the years, dating back to his first run for the presidency
a generation ago. He bounces back again and again.
Going into Tuesday, there were dire expectations for
Democrats.
It was considered very plausible that the president’s party
could lose 25 or 30 seats in the House and be relegated to a
clear minority in the Senate.
Such an outcome would have been cast as a public repudiation of Biden, increasing pressure on him to step aside
rather than seek a second term.
But none of it happened.
Whatever the final results, Biden has fared far better in
his first midterms than the two most recent Democratic presidents, Barack Obama and Bill Clinton, did in theirs.
That’s vindication, of a kind, for Biden’s much-criticized
but steady, low-wattage approach.
It also relieves a lot of the pressure regarding 2024. He’ll
be the Democratic nominee if he wants to be.

Gov. Ron DeSantis (R-Fla.) won his reelection race
by 20 points, enhancing chatter about
a potential 2024 presidential bid.
Florida Gov. Ron DeSantis (R)
DeSantis was the big Republican winner on an otherwise
disappointing night for the GOP.
The Florida governor won a second term by a resounding
margin of around 20 points — in a state that was, at least
until this Election Day, still considered a battleground, albeit
a Republican-leaning one.
DeSantis, who enrages liberals with his stances on migration, voting regulations and education, showed his electoral
appeal in other ways too. He carried the heavily Hispanic
Miami-Dade County in South Florida, for example.
DeSantis is widely assumed to be eying a 2024 presidential
bid. He would be the most serious rival to former President
Trump if both men enter the race.
He helped his case immeasurably on Tuesday.

If Speaker Nancy Pelosi chooses to end her time
in the House, it will be her own decision rather
than one that is forced on her following
Democrats’ strong performance on Tuesday.
Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.)
The Speaker, like the president, was being largely written

off until voters actually cast their ballots.
Her near-20-year run leading House Democrats might
still come to an end — but, if it does, it will be a decision of
Pelosi’s own choosing rather than one that is forced upon her.
Democrats are still expected to fall into the minority in
the lower chamber. But Democrats will hold on to more seats
than they thought.
Pelosi has also publicly said that the home invasion and
attack on her husband at their San Francisco home will be
a factor in her decision on whether to stay in the House —
despite an agreement with other Democrats meant to end her
Speakership. Paul Pelosi was hit in the head with a hammer
by the intruder, who had asked if “Nancy” was home.
It wouldn’t be all that surprising if Pelosi decided to stay
in the House.

The results of the midterms gave abortion rights
activists a glimmer of hope in a discouraging year.
Abortion rights activists
Proponents of abortion rights probably don’t feel much
like winners as a year that saw the overturning of Roe v.
Wade nears its close.
But Election Day gave them considerable comfort.
Many states will be protected from the most prohibitive
effects of the June Supreme Court ruling.
Some vigorous supporters of abortion rights were reelected
as governor on Tuesday, notably Michigan’s Gretchen Whitmer and New York’s Kathy Hochul.
In another major development, five states held ballot
measures, different in their specific wording but all centered
on the abortion question. The pro-abortion rights side won at
least four of them — no surprise in liberal redoubts California
and Vermont but much more striking in Kentucky and, to
some degree, Michigan. The liberal side is also in the lead
in the fifth state, Montana.
Taken together, the results are a clear demonstration of
where the public stands on the issue — even if a majority of
Supreme Court justices don’t see things the same way.
MIXED

Rep. Kevin McCarthy (R-Calif.) may achieve the
House speakership, but if he does, he will have a
much slimmer majority than he previously anticipated.
House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy (R-Calif.)
To say Tuesday offered a mixed bag for McCarthy would
be putting it mildly.
On one hand, it seems more likely than not that the GOP
will eventually end up holding the House majority — theoretically putting McCarthy within reach of the Speaker’s
gavel that he has long coveted.
But the GOP majority, if it comes into existence at all,
will be very thin. That makes even McCarthy’s elevation as
Speaker uncertain. And, if he does secure the spot, he will
have to contend with members of his own party who know
just how much leverage they hold — and intend to use it.
Meanwhile, there is already some carping about McCarthy’s leadership and strategy — including the apparent failure
of his “Commitment to America” to fire voters’ imaginations.
Election denialism
The verdict on the vexing issues of election denialism,
threats to democracy and flat-out conspiracy theories was,
ultimately, ambiguous.
Several people who hew to those kinds of views lost,
including Doug Mastriano (R), who was heavily defeated
by Democrat Josh Shapiro in the race to be Pennsylvania’s

Arizona gubernatorial candidate Kari Lake (R),
who supported claims of election denialism, is still
very competitive in the polls but is trailing in
a race that she was expected to win.
governor, and Don Bolduc, who failed to run Sen. Maggie
Hassan (D-N.H.) anywhere near as close as some Republicans had hoped.
At time of writing, Kari Lake, though very competitive in
the Arizona gubernatorial race, is narrowly trailing in a race
that polls had predicted she would win.
All of that being said, the sheer spread of election denialism, and the extent to which it has become normalized within
the GOP, are worrisome signs for American democracy.
A Washington Post analysis in October found 291 Republican candidates for House, Senate or “key statewide
offices” had “denied or questioned the outcome of the last
presidential election.”
LOSERS

Former President Trump did not score the victory
he hoped for in the midterms, with the Trumpism
brand hurting GOP candidates across the country.
Former President Trump
Tuesday was a pretty dismal night for the former president.
It wasn’t only that some of his most high-profile picks
lost, such as Mehmet Oz in Pennsylvania, or are trailing, like
Lake and Blake Masters in Arizona.
It’s that the results writ large amount to a bad verdict on
his overall effect on the GOP’s direction and brand. Trumpism
had a very poor day at the polls.
DeSantis’s impressive victory only deepened the gloom for
the former president, who is apparently threatened enough by
the Florida governor to have recently bestowed a nickname
upon him.
The expectation is still that Trump will launch a 2024
presidential campaign later this month.
But he had hoped to pick up a tailwind with strong results
on Tuesday.
The opposite happened.

Rep. Sean Patrick Maloney, the chair of the Democrat’s
fundraising arm, lost his race in one of the most
high-profile Democratic defeats of the midterms.
Rep. Sean Patrick Maloney (D-N.Y.)
Maloney lost his bid for reelection to Republican Mike
Lawler, a state assemblyman, in New York’s 17th District.
That made him one of the most high-profile Democratic
losers of the night. It was a bitter irony for Maloney, given
that the nationwide results would otherwise have been a
feather in his cap as head of the Democratic Congressional
Campaign Committee.
Maloney has served in Congress for 10 years, but his
controversial move to a new district after New York’s congressional map was redrawn ended in failure.

Did the polls get it wrong again?
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By Julia Manchester
The Hill
The Democrats’ surprisingly
strong showing in the midterm elections has raised a familiar question:
Did the pollsters get it wrong again?
Heading into Nov. 8, polls from
across the industry gave Republicans the clear edge in battleground
races, as well as on the generic
ballot. The data bolstered the belief
among pundits that a red wave was
on the rise.
But when that didn’t happen,
and Tuesday’s red wave turned out
to be a red ripple at best, it led to
new scrutiny over an industry that
has already faced criticism after big
misses in 2016 and 2020.
“All those polls, God love
them,” President Biden quipped at
a Democratic National Committee
event on Thursday. ”You know,
‘historic losses are on the way. A
giant red wave.’”
Still, many pollsters are defending their profession, saying the
surveys released in the months and
weeks ahead of Election Day were
more accurate than not.
“Overall, it was definitely a good
night for pollsters and I would, in
particular, say traditional pollsters,”
said Ashley Koning, director of the
Eagleton Center for Public Interest
Polling at Rutgers University.
“In those final weeks, a lot of
polls from those credible, reputable,
traditional pollsters were met with
skepticism and/or disbelief when
they were showing better numbers
for Democrats,” she added.
In fact, a number of polls released in the final weeks of the
election cycle seemed to accurately
capture the dynamic on the ground,
depicting races that were neck and
neck. A FiveThirtyEight polling
average in the final week showed
Arizona Senate candidate Mark
Kelly (D) ahead of his Republican
rival Blake Masters by 1 point, for
example, reflecting the closeness of
the race but one that ultimately gave
the Democrat an edge.
Nevada polls in the closing
week tended to be more bullish for
Republican Senate candidate Adam
Laxalt, giving him a lead of 2 to 8
points depending on the survey.
As of this writing, his race against
Sen. Catherine Cortez Masto (D)
remains too close to call; though he

holds a narrow lead over her, many
Democrats are optimistic Cortez
Masto will ultimately prevail.
The general accuracy of the
traditional pollsters came in comparison to a number of right-leaning
polls, most notably from the Trafalgar Group, showing Republican
candidates with the momentum.
The outlet gained attention for being one of the only pollsters to show
Trump’s edge over then-Democratic nominee Hillary Clinton in 2016.
But its recent round of surveys have
come under scrutiny.
In a Trafalgar survey of Pennsylvania’s Senate race released on
Nov. 4, former GOP Senate candidate Mehmet Oz led now Sen.-elect
John Fetterman (D) by roughly 2
points. Fetterman ended up winning
the race by roughly 4 points. In a
late October poll of Washington
State’s Senate race, the pollster had
Republican Tiffany Smiley trailing
incumbent Sen. Patty Murray (D)
by a little more than 1 point. Murray ended up defeating Smiley by
roughly 12 points.
Pollsters argue that outliers
happen and caution that polls are
meant to be a snapshot in time, not
a prediction.
“They are not meant to predict
or be crystal balls,” Koning said.
“They are meant to much more so
explain the how and why of voters
and their feelings and their attitudes
and behaviors.”
Skepticism in polls reached a
fever pitch in 2016 when Trump’s
victory pulled the rug out from
those in the media.

“It’s okay to have an outlier.
Everyone’s going to have one,”
Spencer Kimball, the director of
Emerson College Polling, told HillTV’s “What America’s Thinking.”
“What we don’t want is a systematic experience and that’s what
we saw in 2016,” he continued.
“The bias was systematic toward
Hillary Clinton. Every poll that was
wrong was wrong in her favor, and
so that’s a problem of the industry.”
Democratic pollster Celinda
Lake argued that the “flooding of
the zone” with Republican-leaning

polls in 2022 was part of a broader
strategy to boost GOP morale, money and turnout in the final weeks
and days of the cycle.
“I think that the media is going
to have to have new standards for
covering new polls and not allow
that to happen,” she told The Hill.
Lake said the strategy has impacted aggregators, which often average a number of polls conducted
by different organizations.
“We never anticipated a deliberate flooding of the zone with
polls that would show you in the
lead,” Lake said. “They’re going
to have to balance aggregation with
‘okay we’re going to use this many
Republican-leaning polls and this
many Democratic-leaning polls’ or
something.”
Lake also noted that the news
media and political pundits could
have paid more attention to early
vote turnout, which often plays in
Democrats’ favor.
“In this case, we were seeing
some surge in the early vote but
the pundits were really discounting
it and they shouldn’t have been,”
she said.
One Republican pollster told
The Hill that some pollsters did
not pick up on factors like the
Democratic fundraising advantage,

abortion’s strength as an issue and
Trump’s impact on voters.
“What I don’t think we captured
as well as an industry was some
of the movement in the close,”
the GOP pollster said. “I think the
night looked a lot more like what
we expected it to in August than we
expected it to in October.”
The pollster said the two tossup groups they were focused on
throughout the cycle were college-educated men and women
without college degrees.
“Those three things combined
in a way that left those two groups
more swingy, whereas I think in
September the stock market movement was pushing college-educated
men toward Republicans,” the GOP
pollster said.
“Women without college degrees cared very much about abortion rights and about the economy
because they were being very
directly impacted,” he concluded.
Ultimately though, most pollsters and experts say the majority
of polls leading up to the midterms
did not completely miss the mark.
“This was kind of one of our first
pandemic era, normal elections that
we could have had and could have
tested this out and I think pollsters
met the challenge,” Koning said.

By Daniel de Visé
The Hill
Democrats hoped to win big in
the midterms with young voters
and women. Instead, they captured
small majorities of each group —
and won big with young women.
Exit polls show 72 percent of
women ages 18-29 voted for Democrats in House races nationwide.
In a pivotal Pennsylvania Senate
race, 77 percent of young women
voted for embattled Democrat
John Fetterman, helping to secure
his victory.
“I think most young women feel
that the best thing for their rights
and for the future of the country is
to vote Democrat,” said Elizabeth
Rickert, 24, an Ohioan who voted

absentee from England. “As the
Republican Party becomes more
extreme and moves away from
the core American principals of
democracy and rights for all, voting

Democrat is the only path forward.”
Remove young women from
the equation, and neither women
nor young people delivered much
(See Young Women, Page 10)

The fight for control of the
Senate ultimately centered on a
handful of battleground states,
spanning from Pennsylvania to
Arizona. While Democrats found
themselves playing defense in
places like Georgia, Nevada, New
Hampshire and Arizona, they also
pursued Republican-held seats in
Pennsylvania, Wisconsin and Ohio.
Even as the midterms posed an
existential threat to Democrats’
Senate majority, the elections also
exposed some Republican weak-

nesses.
GOP voters in states like Georgia, Pennsylvania and Arizona
nominated a series of untested,
controversy-prone candidates — in
most cases at the behest of former
President Trump — who struggled
to keep pace with their Democratic rivals in fundraising and often
found themselves fending off questions about their personal histories
and qualifications.
Among those candidates were
former NFL star Herschel Walker,
the Republican Senate nominee in
Georgia; venture capitalist Blake
Masters, the GOP candidate in Arizona, who lost to Sen. Mark Kelly
(D) on Friday night; and celebrity
physician Mehmet Oz, the Republican nominee in Pennsylvania, who
was defeated by John Fetterman
on Tuesday.
While Republican leaders in
Washington ultimately coalesced
behind their roster of Senate nominees, the candidates also fueled
some animosity between party
officials.
Earlier this year, a spat erupted
between Senate Minority Leader
Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.) and

Sen. Rick Scott (R-Fla.), the chair
of the National Republican Senatorial Committee (NRSC), after
McConnell offered a thinly veiled
criticism of the quality of the GOP’s
Senate candidates. Nevertheless,
Republicans carried out a potent
messaging strategy, hitting Democrats relentlessly on everything
from the rate of inflation to public
safety. That playbook helped GOP
candidates in key states close in on
their Democratic opponents in the
final month of the campaign.
But Democrats were also bolstered by a roster of battle-tested
candidates to overcome the unfriendly political terrain. Some
vulnerable incumbents, like Kelly
and Sen. Raphael Warnock (DGa.), cast themselves as independent-minded public servants who
had accomplished big things in their
short time in Washington and were
prolific fundraisers.
Of course, the country’s next
elections in 2024 are also poised
to be brutal for Senate Democrats.
The party will have to defend nearly
two-dozen seats in two years to the
GOP’s 10, giving Republicans another shot at winning the majority.

Young women broke hard for
Democrats in the midterms

Democrats will keep control of
Senate, bucking historical trend

By Max Greenwood
and Caroline Vakil
The Hill
Democrats are projected to hold
onto their narrow Senate majority
after Sen. Catherine Cortez Masto
eked out a win in Nevada Saturday night, beating back a furious
challenge from Republicans who
sought to seize on voters’ growing
economic and political angst in an
effort to upend unified Democratic
control of Washington.
The outcome means that Senate
Democrats can breathe a collective sigh of relief after a volatile
midterm election campaign that
underscored just how tenuous the
party’s hold on power was.
However, the midterms aren’t
finished yet: The Senate race in
Georgia has gone to a Dec. 6 runoff,
meaning Democrats will have a
chance to expand their majority by
an additional seat.
While the party was defending
far fewer seats this year than Republicans, it went into the election
with only the narrowest of Senate
majorities. The GOP needed to net
only one seat to recapture control
of the upper chamber.

At the same time, the political
environment was bruising for Democrats. Towering inflation, concerns
about rising crime and fears of a
looming economic recession all
combined to form a political storm
that threatened to sweep Democrats
out of both of their congressional
majorities.
Democrats also faced a grim
historical outlook. With few exceptions, the party in power almost
always loses ground in Congress in
midterm elections.

Exit Polls Lessons
(Continued from Page 8)
Democrats carried Latino men by just 8
points over Republicans, 53 percent to 45
percent, according to the national exit poll.
The margin had been 29 points as recently as
the 2018 midterms.
Among Latinos overall, the Democratic
advantage came in at 21 points, compared
to 40 points in 2018.
Democrats were, of course, buoyed by
the overall midterm results. But the problem
posed by an erosion of Latino support is not
going away.
Voters agree democracy is under
threat — but can’t agree on why
Fears of significant violence or chaos at
polling places on Tuesday did not materialize.
Even candidates who had equivocated about
the result of the 2020 election accepted their

own outcomes, for the most part.
But that doesn’t alter the fact that the
fabric of American public life has become
very frayed.
According to exit polls, more than twothirds of all voters believe democracy in
America is either “somewhat threatened” or
“very threatened.”
Even those voters split down the middle
in terms of their voting behavior.
Precisely half the voters who said democracy was “very threatened” voted for
Republican candidates, while 48 percent
voted for Democrats.
The message is obvious: lots of Americans
believe democracy is in danger, but they have
contrasting views about where the threat is
coming from.
For Democrats, the danger lies with

Republican election-deniers and conspiracy
theorists, as well as with Trump himself.
But 35 percent of all voters in the midterms didn’t believe that Biden won his 2020
election legitimately. Unsurprisingly, almost
all of them voted Republican.
Roughly 1 in 5 voters said they were either
“not very confident” or “not at all confident”
that their state’s results would be fair and
accurate. They, too, went overwhelmingly
for the GOP.
Biden had a great night — but
voters don’t want him to run again
Biden had as good a night as he could have
hoped Tuesday.
It got better for him from there. On
Saturday evening, when multiple news organizations projected that Sen. Catherine
Cortez Masto (D-Nev.) would retain her

seat, it ensured that Democrats would hold
the Senate, regardless of what happens in the
Georgia runoff set for December. The Republican majority in the House, if it comes into
existence at all, will be very slim.
Only two presidents since the Second
World War, John F. Kennedy in 1962 and
George W. Bush in 2002, have avoided losses
in the Senate and held House losses below 10
seats in their first midterms.
Biden appears poised to join them.
But the exit polls suggest he should not
feel too secure just yet.
A huge 67 percent of all voters don’t want
Biden to seek a second term. Just 30 percent
do want him to run again.
That’s not just a partisan issue. Among
those who hope Biden bows out, 31 percent
voted for Democrats in the House.

Disappointed House GOP reeling
ahead of choosing next leaders
Page 10 / LAS VEGAS TRIBUNE / November 16-22, 2022

By Emily Brooks
The Hill
Shell shock over midterm results
is shaking up the House GOP conference ahead of internal leadership
elections this week.House Republicans are still almost certain to capture control of the lower chamber,
but their majority will be far smaller
than anticipated and Democrats
managed to capture or hold a number of key districts. While there is
widespread disappointment within
the GOP over an expected red wave
looking more like a red ripple, there
is not consensus on who or what is
to blame.
House Minority Leader Kevin
McCarthy (R-Calif.) and National
Republican Congressional Committee Chairman Tom Emmer
(R-Minn.), who is tasked with
getting House Republicans elected,
both want to move up the ranks in
the next session, but both risk becoming targets of GOP anger about
the midterms.
“This is like the epitome of overpromising and under-delivering,
which is something that you do not
want to do in politics,” said a senior GOP leadership staff member
granted anonymity to speak candidly. “This is seriously disappointing,
and it will have wide implications
for people in leadership.”
What those implications will be
for McCarthy — who suggested a
year ago that Republicans could
flip 60 seats or more — are unclear.
Few expect any serious challenge to
his Speakership vote, but the right
flank of the conference is starting

to direct anger his way.
Rep. Andy Biggs (R-Ariz.), the
former chair of the confrontational
conservative House Freedom Caucus, said of McCarthy’s Speakership chances in an interview with
former Newsmax host Emerald
Robinson on Wednesday: “Not so
fast.”
“We were told we were going
to have an incredible, incredible
wave, and if that would’ve been
the case — I mean, 20-, 30-, 40seat margin, anywhere in there,
you would say, ‘OK, Kevin’s the
presumptive Republican nominee
for Speaker.’ But I think we need
to have a discussion. He’s backpedaled on things like impeachment,”
Biggs said.
“If we’re going to go in for eight
months of performance art instead
of really getting things done, then
we will fail in preparing for a 2024
election where we have to win to

get the White House, the Senate
and the House back,” Biggs said.
The GOP leader has given firebrand right-flank members like
Rep. Marjorie Taylor Greene (RGa.) a seat at the table in the hope
of shoring up his Speakership bid
and to avoid the exact kind of threat
that Biggs forecasted.
But some say that strategy seems
to have backfired. Former George
W. Bush speechwriter Marc Thiessen commented on Fox News that
Greene being positioned behind
McCarthy at a platform rollout
event in Pennsylvania gave fuel to
“Democrats’ anti-MAGA strategy.”
“You’ve got to put your foot
down” to prevent the “crazies” from
running the conference and trying
to exploit a slimmed majority, the
senior GOP staffer said.
McCarthy and members of his
whip team started making calls to
members on Wednesday to shore

up his votes for Speaker and believe he will prevail in the election.
Those arguing in McCarthy’s favor
say that the GOP taking control of
the House may be one of the only
bright spots for Republicans in the
midterms and that this is not a situation in which House Republicans
missed out on a wave seen in the
Senate and other statewide races.
“Really, the top of the ticket
in a lot of these states and a lot of
the races really hurt us,” said Rep.
Guy Reschenthaler (R-Pa.), who
ran unopposed this year and is supportive of Emmer and McCarthy.
Those suggesting McCarthy could
be in trouble comes down to “saber
rattling,” he said.
Rep. David Joyce (R-Ohio),
chair of the moderate Republican
Governance Group, agreed that
leaders helped deliver gains in
places like New York and that poor
top-of-ticket candidates in some
states dragged down candidates
who should have won.
Emmer officially launched a bid
for House majority whip, the No. 3
position, last Wednesday. He faces
two competitors for the post: Chief
Deputy Whip Drew Ferguson (RGa.) and Rep. Jim Banks (R-Ind.),
chair of the Republican Study
Committee, the largest conservative
caucus in the House.
Emmer, who was careful to not
make predictions about the final
House breakdown ahead of the
midterms, brushed off the prospect
of the majority margin affecting his
level of support.
“I don’t know how” the slimmer

majority would affect his whip bid,
Emmer told reporters Wednesday.
“We delivered. This is exactly
what we thought we were going to
do. We’re going to deliver a new
Republican majority.”
Banks and Ferguson, meanwhile, could benefit from any
hesitance about Emmer with the
conference elections happening
quickly on Tuesday.
Banks is running on his conservative credentials that he built up in
the Republican Study Committee
and his relationships with influential outside conservative groups.
In a letter to members formally
announcing his candidacy for whip
on Wednesday, Banks pledged to
be a “bridge between members and
leadership and committee chairs.”
He noted that he would be the only
veteran in leadership.
Concerned Women for America, a right-wing Christian group,
endorsed Banks’s whip bid on
Monday, and Donald Trump Jr. has
also expressed support for Banks
while publicly criticizing Emmer.
But strengthening and maintaining a cozy relationship with Trump
World may be off-putting to some
members. The former president is
taking heat for boosting candidates
who either lost or were perceived to
drag down House candidates.
“Letting this guy be at the helm
of the ship will screw you over,
it’ll screw your conference over,
it’ll screw your prospects for being
able to lead the party like you want
to. And I hope that’s what they’re
realizing,” a senior House GOP
aide said.

Senate GOP fears another Trump
disaster in coming Georgia runoff
By Alexander Bolton
The Hill
Senate Republicans are worried that former President Trump may derail their chances
of winning the runoff election in Georgia next
month if he announces his 2024 presidential
campaign in the next few weeks, and again
thrusts his unsubstantiated claims of widespread election fraud into the spotlight.
Trump’s critics in the GOP establishment
are blaming him for their disappointing
performance in Tuesday’s election, in which
Republican candidates lost key races across
the country and Republican turnout fell short
of expectations.
Republican strategists worry that if the
Dec. 6 Georgia runoff between Sen. Raphael
Warnock (D) and GOP candidate Herschel
Walker turns into a referendum on Trump,
it will likely result in a loss that could cost
them control of the Senate.
“Hopefully Trump will stay out of the race
as much as he possibly can and if that means
holding off announcing his campaign for the
White House, that would be a smart move
not just for Republicans’ chances in Georgia
but Trump’s hopes to win the nomination for
president,” said one GOP aide, who requested
anonymity to discuss concerns about Trump’s
impact on the Georgia race.
“If you talk to Georgia election strategists, they believe Trump was a huge drag
on Walker in suburban Atlanta and there’s

just no reason to risk repeating that,” the
source said.
“If Trump injects himself into the race
somehow and Walker comes up short, that’s
really bad for Trump too,” he concluded.
Senate Republicans fear a reprise of the
two Senate runoff elections they lost in
Georgia last year, which cost Sens. David
Perdue (R-Ga.) and Kelly Loeffler (R-Ga.)
their seats and flipped control of the Senate
to Democrats.
Then-Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.) pressed White House chief
of staff Mark Meadows before the January
2021 runoff elections in Georgia to rein in
Trump’s claims of widespread voter fraud

in Georgia.
Trump, however, ignored the entreaties
and campaigned in Georgia the day before
voters went to the polls. He claimed during
an hour-and-20-minute rally that “there’s
no way we lost Georgia” to Joe Biden and
declared the election was “rigged.”
Perdue wound up receiving 215,000
fewer votes in the runoff election compared
to what he won in the general election two
months before, while his rival, Democrat Jon
Ossoff, saw a drop-off of less than half that
at 104,000 votes.
A Senate Republican aide warned that
Trump could crush Republican hopes of winning back the Senate majority if he makes the

Georgia runoff all about advancing his own
presidential ambitions.
“I think it’s still possible that we win Nevada and then it all comes down to Georgia,”
said a Senate Republican aide. “I think that
we can win Georgia if Trump doesn’t tell
people not to vote.
“But if he’s going to come out in five days
and announce his presidential run, that’s not
going to be great for us,” the aide added. “He
doesn’t know how to do anything other than
make things about him.”
Retiring Sen. Pat Toomey (R-Pa.) on
Thursday said Trump hurt Republican chances of winning the Pennsylvania Senate race
by inserting himself into the contest between
Mehmet Oz and John Fetterman.
“President Trump had to insert himself
and that changed the nature of the race and
that created just too much of an obstacle,”
Toomey said on CNN.
Trump held a rally for Oz and gubernatorial candidate Doug Mastriano in Latrobe,
Pa., a few days before Election Day.
“And by the way, it’s not just Pennsylvania. You look all over the country, there’s a
very high correlation between MAGA candidates and big losses, or at least dramatically
underperforming,” Toomey added, referring
to Trump’s slogan, Make America Great
Again.
The message appears to be getting through
(See Georgia Runoff Fears, Page 11)

(Continued from Page 9)
to the Democrats on Tuesday, according to
exit polls conducted by Edison Research. Fifty-three percent of women overall voted blue
in House contests. Women over 45 delivered
the party no advantage at all. And Democrats
won a comparatively low 54 percent of votes
from young men.
The gender gap among young voters in the
midterms mirrors Gallup polls, which show
young women trending liberal over the past
two decades, while young men have remained
relatively centrist.
A competing poll, AP VoteCast, shows the
same gender divide among midterm voters,
but in muted form. In national VoteCast surveys, 58 percent of young women reported
voting Democrat, compared to 47 percent of
young men. According to VoteCast data, only
49 percent of all women voted for Democrats,
compared to 43 percent of men.
Since Tuesday night, Democratic leaders
and loyalists have dispensed praise and pillory to demographic groups that came through
for their party on election night, or didn’t.
The under-30 crowd broke strongly for
Democrats, exit polls show, a result driven
by women. The over-forty crowd went for
Republicans. Black Americans overwhelmingly voted Democrat. Hispanic and Asian
voters favored Democrats. Whites — and
white women — favored Republicans. Married women skewed Republican. Unmarried

women skewed Democrat.
President Biden hailed the female vote in
an appearance Thursday, taking a victory lap
after his party’s unexpectedly strong showing. Midterm elections often go badly for
the party in power. Republicans expected to
easily recapture the House and Senate. With
the final votes being counted, the Senate
looks split. In the House, Republicans stand
to gain barely enough members to field a
baseball team.
“Women in America made their voices
heard, man,” Biden said. “Y’all showed up
and beat the hell out of them.”
But women, as a group, conferred only a
small advantage to the Democrats. Republican House candidates nationwide netted more
votes from white women, older women, married women, Southern women, rural women
and middle- to upper-income women, those
earning between $50,000 and $100,000.
“As you look over the election results
across the country, please, I beg of you, do
not forget that white woman are white first,”
wrote Jenn Jackson, a political scientist at
Syracuse University, in a post-election Twitter post. “White men are not the only forces
to struggle against. I assure you.”
Jackson also faulted Hispanic voters. Hispanic women favored Democrats at a national
level, but they also helped deliver reelection
to Republican Gov. Ron DeSantis in Florida.
In Texas, by contrast, Hispanic women broke

for Democratic gubernatorial candidate Beto
O’Rourke. White women helped lift GOP
Gov. Greg Abbott to reelection.
The liberalization of young American
women is a powerful generational trend,
distancing them from young men. Forty-four
percent of young women called themselves
liberal in 2021, compared to 25 percent of
young men, according to Gallup data analyzed by the Survey Center on American Life.
The gender gap was the largest recorded in
24 years of polling.
Several societal forces have pushed young
women to the left. Political scientists cite
the “Me Too” movement, rising LGBTQ
identification and former President Trump
as key factors.
Perhaps the biggest motivator Tuesday
was the recent Supreme Court decision
that overturned Roe v. Wade, which had
ensconced abortion as a constitutional right
for nearly half a century.
“The decision actually dropped on my
birthday. It was a weird day,” said Alexandra
McCormick, 19, a sophomore at American
University who lives and votes in New Jersey.
On Tuesday, she voted Democrat.
“I want everyone to have their own choice
on what to do with their bodies,” she said.
Among young voters of both genders
surveyed in Edison exit polls, 80 percent favored legal abortions, and 49 percent named
abortion as the issue that sealed their vote.

Sixty-two percent of women under 45 listed
abortion as their top issue.
Roughly 27 percent of voters in the 1829 age group cast ballots in the midterms,
according to researchers at Tufts University.
That number doesn’t sound particularly high,
but researchers say it’s the second-largest
turnout among young voters for any midterm
election in at least 30 years, exceeded only
by the divisive Trump-era contest of 2018.
That study did not show turnout by
gender. But an earlier analysis of the 2018
midterms by Tufts researchers found that
young women turned out in greater numbers
than young men, and that more of them voted
for Democrats.
This year, 63 percent of all young voters
backed Democrats in the midterms, according
to Rob Farbman, research chief at Edison.
“This was the most Democratic age group
by far,” he said in an interview by email.
Young adults were the only age group to
support Democrats more strongly in 2022
than in 2020. In the 45-64 demographic,
by contrast, support for Democratic House
candidates declined from 48 percent in 2020
to 44 percent this year.
“I think people are unsettled by the Supreme Court decision,” McCormick said
of young women in the electorate. “People
feel that they’ve lost control of their bodily
autonomy, which is a very scary thought for
a lot of people.”

Young Women

DeSantis may face renewed
pressure to take on Trump
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By Brett Samuels
The Hill
Florida Gov. Ron DeSantis (R) is expected to come under increasing pressure to run
for the Republican presidential nomination
in 2024 after rolling to a reelection victory
Tuesday on a night when much of the GOP
was licking its wounds.
Chants of “two more years” rang out at his
victory rally late Tuesday, a nod to his status
as the rising GOP national star and the one
Republican who many believe could conquer
former President Trump in a primary fight.
Many Republicans also see DeSantis as
a stronger general election candidate than
Trump, whether that contest is against President Biden or some other Democrat.
“DeSantis made a convincing case that
he, rather than Trump, gives Republicans
the best chance to defeat Biden (or some
other Democrat) in 2024,” Scott Jennings, a
former adviser to former President George
W. Bush and Senate Minority Leader Mitch
McConnell (R-Ky.), wrote in a CNN op-ed
on Wednesday.
In coasting to victory in Florida, DeSantis
flipped traditionally Democratic Miami-Dade
County en route to a 20-point win.
Trump, meanwhile, saw Mehmet Oz (R)
lose in Pennsylvania’s Senate race after the
former president helped carry him across
the finish line in a competitive primary earlier this year. Trump-backed gubernatorial
candidates in Michigan, Pennsylvania and
Wisconsin lost their races, and high-profile
Trump endorsees in Arizona and Georgia
were locked in close races.
One GOP strategist who worked on midterm races this cycle said DeSantis “must
run” in 2024, saying he has a good argument
based on his four years as governor and
sweeping reelection win.

Trump is poised to announce his own bid
for the White House next week, but he may
enter that contest in a more vulnerable position than before, given DeSantis’s growing
muscle.
The cover of the right-leaning New York
Post on Wednesday read: “DEFUTURE:
Young GOP star romps to victory in Florida.”
Fox News carried DeSantis’s victory
speech live, covered the governor’s win
extensively on Wednesday and published an
op-ed on Wednesday titled “Ron DeSantis is
the new Republican Party leader.”
Tuesday was a mixed night at best for
“MAGA” Republicans, while more establishment GOP figures like New Hampshire
Gov. Chris Sununu and Georgia Gov. Brian
Kemp easily won reelection — despite drawing Trump’s ire at times. Senate candidates
in those states who were backed by Trump
ran several points behind the governors atop
the ticket.
Republican operatives and commentators
who are eager to move past Trump have
warned against a repeat scenario of 2016,

when a large field of Republican candidates
failed to quickly coalesce behind a single
alternative and allowed Trump to win the
nomination.
In DeSantis, they may have found their
preferred candidate to rally behind, even
as the likes of former Vice President Mike
Pence, former Secretary of State Mike
Pompeo and Virginia Gov. Glenn Youngkin
loom as potential alternatives.
“I would say it’s not just as simple as to
say now it clearly is DeSantis,” said Doug
Heye, a former Republican National Committee spokesperson. “DeSantis had a great
night, no doubt about it. So did [Ohio Gov.]
Mike DeWine. This should give any Republican who’s looking at [2024] a reason to very
seriously consider jumping in.”
Erick Erickson, a conservative radio host
based in Georgia, said Wednesday there is an
opening for donors to rally around another
GOP candidate for 2024.
“Small-dollar donors are ripe for a DeSantis play,” Erickson said.
DeSantis has not publicly discussed any

potential presidential bid, though during a
debate last month he dodged questions about
whether he would commit to serving his full
term as governor.
Trump, meanwhile, has made no secret of
his plans to seek another term in the White
House. He repeatedly teased a third campaign
during rallies in the closing stretch of the midterms and set an announcement for Tuesday
at his Mar-a-Lago estate in Florida, where he
is expected to officially launch his 2024 bid.
But the former president’s plans to ride a
red wave to consolidate his hold on the GOP
and clear the primary field may now face a
setback.
In Tuesday night’s results, some Republicans saw a clear mandate for the party to
move on from Trump, who was a prominent
fixture on the campaign trail in the last week
and whose talk of a possible 2024 bid grabbed
headlines days before Election Day.
“Last night was the biggest indicator that
Donald Trump should not be the Republican
nominee in 2024. He cost the GOP winnable
seats by boosting poor quality candidates,”
Sarah Matthews, a former Trump press aide
who resigned over the Jan. 6, 2021, riot at the
Capitol, tweeted Wednesday.
Former Trump press secretary Kayleigh
McEnany went as far as to suggest the former
president should delay his announcement
until after a Georgia runoff in December that
could determine control of the Senate.
Pressed on whether Trump should campaign in the state for Herschel Walker, who
ran at the former president’s urging, McEnany demurred.
“I think we’ve got to make strategic calculations,” she said. “Gov. DeSantis, I think
he should be welcome to the state, given what
happened last night. You’ve got to look at the
realities on the ground.”

can’t see the entire picture this early,” Carlson
said during his show. “The truth is Trump has
always been a mixed blessing politically. The
downsides are marbled in with the upsides,
but in this case he’s certainly not the single
cause of anything.”
In a recent interview with The Hill conducted before this week’s elections, Laura
Ingraham, a known pro-Trump commentator
on Fox, deflected a question about Trump
vs. DeSantis, instead saying the future of
the GOP would be about populism more
generally.
She reiterated that sentiment on her first
show after the election this week, but also
offered a subtle jab at the former president.
“The populist movement is about ideas.
It’s not about any one person. If the voters
conclude that you’re putting your own ego or
your own grudges ahead of what’s good for
the country, they’re going to look elsewhere,
period,” Ingraham said on Wednesday.
Criticism of Trump and an embrace of
DeSantis has been less subtle at some media
entities owned by Rupert Murdoch.
“What will Democrats do when Donald
Trump isn’t around to lose elections? We
have to wonder because on Tuesday Democrats succeeded again in making the former
President a central campaign issue, and Mr.
Trump helped them do it,” the editorial board
of the Wall Street Journal wrote in an entry
this week dubbing Trump “the biggest loser”
of the 2022 midterms.
On the morning after his victory in Flori-

da, the New York Post, another right-leaning
Murdoch-owned tabloid, displayed a photo of
DeSantis across its cover with the screaming
headline “DEFUTURE.”
Trump’s relationship with the Murdochs
grew famously frosty toward the end of his
presidency, with the former president exploding at Fox News on election night 2020
over its relatively early race call of Arizona
for President Biden.
The former president attacked Murdoch’s
media empire and Fox News directly again
this week, complaining about its coverage
of DeSantis.
“This is just like 2015 and 2016, a Media
Assault (Collusion!), when Fox News fought
me to the end until I won, and then they
couldn’t have been nicer or more supportive,”
Trump wrote on Truth Social on Thursday.
A representative for News Corp. declined
to comment.
Political experts say a war between Trump
and DeSantis is not an entirely bad thing for
Fox News, even if such a showdown could
be risky for the Republican Party still fighting
for control of Congress.
“Two conservative candidates fighting
over their airwaves is good for viewership,
we know that conflict is popular,” said
Jennifer Lawless, a professor of politics
at the University of Virginia. “There is the
possibility that Donald Trump could ultimately remind people what they like about
him — and what they hate about him — as a
candidate and that could affect what happens
in the Georgia runoff. … It would behoove
the Republican Party to push this fight off
until at least January.”
New York Times journalist Maggie Haberman, who is known for having a wide array of
credible sources inside Trump’s circle, noted
recently that Trump can’t “count on Fox the
same way” in 2022.
“I think that, you know, Rupert Murdoch,
and I read about this, was pretty sick of
Trump after Nov. 3, 2020, and said to a confidant, ‘We should throw this guy over.’ So
I don’t think he can count on Fox the same
way and Fox is clearly DeSantis-curious,
right?” Haberman said during remarks on a
recent podcast. “You’re seeing a fair amount
of that if there is that primary.”

interview that Trump “could” have a negative
impact on the race and said he believed he
hurt Perdue and Loeffler last year.
“It did last time. When President Trump
went in there I got the impression it depressed
the vote on the Republican side and we lost
both senators,” he said. “That cost us the
majority in the Senate.
“We’re going to have to be careful about
what we do and I would hope that former
President Trump would be careful about what
he does there,” he added.
Trump continues to push his claims that
the 2020 election was stolen and has demanded that the candidates he supports embrace
his views, though he has failed to back them

up with evidence.
Trump on Thursday wrote on his Truth
Social social media platform that Oz made
a “mistake” in the Pennsylvania Senate race
by not supporting his claims that the 2020
election was stolen.
On Wednesday, he said that retired Army
Gen. Don Bolduc lost the New Hampshire
Senate race to Sen. Maggie Hassan (D-N.H.)
because he backed away from his previous assertion that the 2020 election had been stolen.
“Don Bolduc was a very nice guy, but he
lost tonight when he disavowed, after his
big primary win, his long-standing stance
on Election Fraud in the 2020 Presidential
Primary,” Trump wrote on Truth Social.

Fox News faces the post-midterm
choice between Trump, DeSantis
By Dominick Mastrangelo
The Hill
Top talent on Fox News and leading figures in conservative media more generally
have a choice to make in the coming months:
Who would be the best Republican to support
in a potential clash for the 2024 GOP nomination for president — former President Trump
or Florida Gov. Ron DeSantis?
Trump is expected to announce a third run
for president on Tuesday, while DeSantis this
week delivered Republicans one of the most
sweeping statewide victories in Florida in
recent memory.
During his time in the White House,
Trump could count on Fox and its top hosts
for near constant coverage and partisan
approval.
But there have been signs of a shift away
from Trump at Fox for months, and the network’s praise of DeSantis leading up to and
following his dominating reelection victory
has raised questions about who it might throw
its weight behind in 2024.
“When Rupert Murdoch talks, people
listen. So, what happens at Fox matters a lot,
especially for Republican Party politics,” said
Darrell West, vice president of governance
studies at The Brookings Institution. “They
have a direct pipeline to the base, so how they
feel about Trump, how they feel about other
candidates will matter a lot.”
DeSantis’s convincing victory in Florida
got heavy coverage on Fox this week, with
hosts and guests citing it as a bright spot and
cause for optimism for Republicans moving
forward. Separately, a number of Trumpbacked candidates lost key races, stirring
questions about whether it’s time for the GOP
to move away from Trump.
Attacks by Trump on DeSantis and Virginia Gov. Glenn Youngkin also have not
gone over well with many Republicans. Both
DeSantis and Youngkin are seen as potential
rivals to Trump in a 2024 contest.
“Trump may be ready to play dirty to win
the GOP nomination in 2024. If he does, he
will not only cement the disdain with which
many in his party view him today, he will
once again scorch Republican chances of
defeating Democrats,” wrote columnist Liz
Peek in an op-ed published on FoxNews.com

this week. “Let us hope that the millions of
Americans who have supported Trump in
2016 and again in 2020 begin to see that his
time has passed. If they like his policies, they
need to move their allegiance to Ron DeSantis, who has never lost a campaign, and who
emerged the big winner in these midterms.”
Most of Fox’s hosts so far have sidestepped the “Trump or DeSantis” question
buzzing through Republican circles.
“There are 72 million people in this country that make up this movement. It is a conservative movement and it’s not tied to any
one person,” Kayleigh McEnany, Trump’s
former White House press secretary and now
a regular pundit on Fox, said on Thursday.
“This time around, these 72 million people,
they will decide where their home is, they
will decide. No pundit will say it’s Trump,
it’s DeSantis.”
Fox’s influential prime-time evening
hosts, each of whom draw in an audience of
millions each night, did not explicitly blame
Trump for the GOP’s losses in the 2022
midterms, but have spent time applauding
DeSantis’s resounding victory in Florida.
Tucker Carlson, the network’s top-rated
weeknight host, on Wednesday evening replayed a clip from a months-old interview he
conducted with DeSantis, saying he “thought
it was relevant” to his victory this week.
“Many others are saying that Donald
Trump is the reason why Republicans didn’t
do as well as they thought they would. That’s
a more complicated question. The truth is we

Georgia Runoff Fears

(Continued from Page 10)
to Trump’s circle of advisers.
Jason Miller, a senior adviser to Trump,
told Newsmax in an interview that he’s
encouraging Trump to hold off on his presidential campaign announcement until after
the Georgia runoff.
“Of course, President Trump had said he’d
be making an announcement on Nov. 15, next
Tuesday. I’m advising the president to hold
off until after the Georgia race,” he said.
“Priorities A, B and C need to be about
Herschel right now,” he added. “This is bigger than anything else in the country. We’ve
got to show the focus is on Georgia.”
Trump on Monday announced that he

would make “a big announcement” on Nov.
15 at his Mar-a-Lago resort in Palm Beach,
Fla.
Senate Republicans are bracing for the
possibility that it could be a presidential
campaign kickoff speech.
As things now stand, Democrats will control at least 50 Senate seats next year.
Sen. Mark Kelly (D) is leading Republican
Blake Masters by nearly 100,000 votes with
about 70 percent of ballots cast.
Former Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott
(R-Miss.) on Wednesday urged Trump to be
careful not to disrupt Republican prospects
of winning the Georgia runoff.
Lott told SiriusXM host Steve Scully in an
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Democrat blame game erupts
over New York midterm losses

By Caroline Vakil
The Hill
Democratic finger-pointing in New York
has begun after Republicans managed to
score some notable wins in the blue stronghold.
Although the GOP fell short of ousting
Gov. Kathy Hochul (D), Republicans successfully toppled Rep. Sean Patrick Maloney
(D-N.Y.), the chairman of the House Democrats’ campaign arm, and flipped several other
Democratic toss-up races in the 3rd, 4th and
19th Congressional Districts.
The Democratic losses have led to recriminations among some of the party’s
most high-profile figures, who have pointed
to everything from redistricting to Hochul’s
perceived weakness to the mismanagement
of the state’s party apparatus.
“A good night could have been a great
night if NY Dems hadn’t screwed up redistricting and ignored voter concerns about
crime and disorder. These mistakes cost
House Dems winnable seats and forced Dems
to waste $ millions that could have gone
elsewhere. Time to course correct,” tweeted
Howard Wolfson, an adviser to former New
York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg (D).
Meanwhile, in an interview with The
New York Times published on Thursday,
Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (D) blamed
“big money and old-school, calcified machine-style politics” within the New York
State Democratic Party’s leadership and
argued that “overreliance and insistence on
leaning into Republican narratives on crime
and safety hurt Democrats in the state of
New York.”
That led to a bit of a back-and-forth
between her and Maloney, who said in a
separate interview with the Times that the
congresswoman “had almost nothing to do”
with Democrats’ impressive showing in the
House and that she had only offered some
financial support to battleground candidates.
Maloney himself seemed unsure as to
why Democrats performed so poorly in those
handful of House districts, though he suggested in the Times interview that Republicans’

messaging on crime may have resonated with
voters and that Zeldin’s gubernatorial bid
gave them reason to turn out.
For Republicans, New York was one of
a handful of bright spots in an otherwise
disappointing night. Republican George
Santos beat Democrat Robert Zimmerman in
the state’s 3rd District while GOP contender
Anthony D’Esposito prevailed against Democrat Laura Gillen in the 4th. Under the new
congressional lines, President Biden won
those districts in 2020 by 8 points and close
to 15 points, respectively.
Maloney also took a blow and lost his
seat to Republican Mike Lawler in the 17th
District, capping off roughly a decade in
Congress after he made a controversial decision to run in this district instead of the one
he currently represented; that move required
another House Democrat to run elsewhere.
Meanwhile, in the 19th District, Republican
Marc Molinaro beat back a challenge from
Democrat Josh Riley.
Some Democrats argued the Republicans’
strategy to seize on concerns over crime ultimately cost the party some seats.
“New Yorkers … especially in the New
York City and Albany media markets for
several months before Election Day were
blanketed with ads solely focused on crime,
on safety. Wasn’t a conversation based on

data, it was an emotional conversation based
on aiming to stoke fear, and that message
was extremely well-funded and extremely
consistent,” said Jon Reinish, a former aide
to Sen. Kirsten Gillibrand (D-N.Y.).
“I think it really rallied Republicans, suburban voters in Putnam County and Nassau
and Suffolk County. A lot of those are swing
voters,” he added. “Yes, they tend to usually
support Democrats. But I think that they were
persuadable by the consistency of this message, and it was hard to recover from that.”
But Basil Smikle, the former executive
director of the New York State Democratic
Party, said the “chaos of redistricting” in the
state, in addition to Hochul’s perceived lack
of coattails for consequential candidates,
complicated Democrats’ efforts.
A Democratic gerrymander of the congressional lines that the state legislature had
approved was thrown out earlier this year,
and a court-appointed special master redrew
the lines, pitting incumbents against each
other and requiring lawmakers to reintroduce
themselves to new districts.
“It seemed as though for a period of time,
it almost looked like the governor didn’t have
coattails, and that’s a problem when the top
of your ticket doesn’t have coattails,” Smikle
said. “And I’m not saying she didn’t, but
what I’m saying is, the behavior suggests

that she didn’t.”
But Smikle noted that there also appeared
to be a missed opportunity to highlight other
notable Democratic names on the ballot, like
state Attorney General Letitia James and
Senate Majority Leader Charles Schumer,
who could have helped boost down-ballot
Democratic candidates.
“These are big names that even if you
didn’t think the governor had coattails, all
of these other ones have coattails … What’s
wrong with having the rest of the ticket able
to sort of latch onto each or any one of these
candidates?” Smikle said. “So that I think
that is the piece that people are really latching onto, that there just didn’t seem to be a
coordinated effort.”
Indeed, while Hochul still prevailed in
her race against Republican Lee Zeldin, she
won by a margin of less than 6 points. In the
downstate suburban counties, Zeldin led her
by 17 points in Suffolk, 11 points in Nassau
and 12 points in Rockland.
Thomas Doherty, who served as an aide to
former Gov. George Pataki (R), noted Hochul
was still able to win her election more than a
year after she assumed office following former Gov. Andrew Cuomo’s (D) resignation
and as a relatively new face to New Yorkers.
“That’s not nothing,” Doherty said, who
added she did an effective job using abortion
as a campaign issue.
Still, he said crime being a salient issue in
the state and the quality of GOP candidates
helped Republicans notch key wins. He added that Republicans needed to attract more
candidates that reflected New York in order
to hold those wins in the future.
“I think the Republican Party needs to
continue to run good candidates — candidates that are representative and look like
New York. We need to run Asian candidates.
You need to run African American candidates. You need to win Hispanic candidates.
That needs to be the party,” he said
“And I think people then will become
more comfortable and not look at the Republican Party as the national Republican Party,
which tends to be in many cases very white.”

Hispanic areas that have in the past been
sources of Democratic strength in the state.
DeSantis also won another Democratic-leaning county, Palm Beach County, while
Rubio came within 2,100 votes of scoring a
victory there.
Ultimately, DeSantis defeated his Democratic rival, former Rep. Charlie Crist, by
a staggering 19-point margin, while Rubio
vanquished his opponent, Rep. Val Demings
(D), by more than 16 percentage points. By
comparison, Rubio won his last election by
fewer than 8 points. DeSantis barely eked
out a win in 2018 when he beat Democrat
Andrew Gillum by less than half a percentage point.
“I knew the margins were going to be
big,” one Florida Democratic strategist said.
“I was expecting maybe a 6-or-7-point win
for DeSantis. Maybe 5 points for Rubio. But
19? I think everybody was surprised by that.”
The election results offered a stunning
split screen to other battleground states.
While Democrats headed into the midterms
facing a brutal political environment and
the threat of losing their House and Senate
majorities, the party largely outperformed
expectations.
Several tight races remain too close to
call, but what’s clear is that the so-called red
wave that Republicans long predicted failed
to materialize across most of the country.
There were also more immediate challenges for Florida Democrats. DeSantis, a
star among conservatives nationally and prospective Republican presidential candidate,
drastically outraised Crist throughout the
campaign, pulling in more than $200 million
for his reelection bid. Crist, on the other hand,
raised about $31 million.
At the same time, Democrats struggled to
effectively counter Republicans’ messaging
on high-profile issues like the COVID-19

pandemic. DeSantis’s laissez-faire approach
to the outbreak and defiance of federal health
officials was a major factor in political rise
in the first place.
“There was no Democratic campaign at
all,” said Fernand Amandi, a Democratic
pollster whose firm advised Obama’s successful Hispanic outreach efforts in his two
presidential campaigns. “It wasn’t that they
started six months before the election. They
weren’t campaigning six weeks before the
election.”
Recalling the past decade in Florida
politics, Amandi said that Democrats have
become increasingly complacent following
Obama’s 2012 win in the state, saying the
party “went to celebrate Obama’s second
inauguration and never came back.”
But it was the 2018 midterm elections that
“broke the Democrats’ backs.” While Democrats made some modest gains in Florida that
year, they fell short in the contest for governor
and saw former Sen. Bill Nelson, a three-term
incumbent, ousted by Rick Scott, the state’s
Republican governor at the time.
Meanwhile, Democrats swept elections
nationwide, picking up 41 House seats and recapturing the majority in the lower chamber.
“Florida was the only state in 2018 that
didn’t succumb to the blue wave,” Amandi
said. “And I think for a lot of national donors
and national Democrats, it was a bitter defeat
that led to pulling up the stakes in the state
for bluer pastures.”
The 2022 midterms, he said, solidified
Florida’s status as a red state.
Some Democrats, however, said there’s at
least some reason to be optimistic, even as
they conceded that it would take years to fully
rebuild their political operations in Florida.
With former President Trump expected
to announce a 2024 White House bid early
next week and DeSantis seen as a potential
— if not likely — Republican challenger,
Democrats say there’s an opportunity to
break through in Florida amid possible GOP
infighting.
“Chaos is a ladder,” Kennedy said.
“Between Trump and DeSantis fighting,
DeSantis maybe running for president, a lot
can happen.”
Taddeo also said that there’s interest from
top Democrats in helping the party reassert itself in the wake of the midterms. She fielded a
call on Friday from Bill Clinton, who offered
his help in rebuilding Democrats’ crumbling
political infrastructure in Florida. Still, she
noted, there are years of work ahead.
“It’s got to be a long-term plan,” Taddeo
said. “What do we think we can do in two
years? What do we think we can do in four?
We need goals for two, four, six, eight, 10
years. This isn’t going to turn around overnight.”

Florida Democrats grapple with a very
uncertain future after midterm wipeout

By Max Greenwood
The Hill
Democrats are facing an existential crisis
in Florida after a red wave engulfed the nation’s once-premier battleground state.
The scale of the Democratic wipeout in
Florida is hard to understate. Tuesday’s elections saw Gov. Ron DeSantis (R) and Sen.
Marco Rubio (R) win landslide victories and
Republicans clinch supermajorities in both
chambers of the state legislature. For the first
time since Reconstruction, no Democrat will
hold statewide office in Florida.
The election results have only intensified
the infighting and soul-searching that have
long roiled the state Democratic Party. The
question on many Democrats’ minds now
isn’t whether they can mount a comeback in
the next few years, but whether they can even
remain a viable political force.
“We need to get our s— together,” one
Florida Democratic operative said. “But
that involves an element of bringing in new
faces and proving that we can be competitive
— that at least we’re building sustainable
infrastructure. That just didn’t happen this
cycle. We need a 10-to-15-year plan.”
Florida’s transformation into a red state
has been in the making for years. Democrats
have been locked out of the governor’s mansion since former President Clinton was in the
White House, and the party’s once-yawning
voter registration had been eroding for years.
In 2008, when former President Obama
carried Florida for the first time, there were
about 700,000 more registered Democrats
than Republicans. As of Sept. 30, 2022,
there were roughly 300,000 more registered
Republican voters than Democratic voters.
Even before Tuesday, Democrats were
already pointing fingers in anticipation of a
tough election night. Several party members
had called on Manny Diaz, the chairman of
the state Democratic Party, to resign after the
midterms. Diaz has reportedly signaled that
he has no plans to leave his post.
Diaz, meanwhile, released a memo on
Tuesday in which he called out national
Democratic groups for spending so little in
Florida this year — about $1.35 million in
2022 compared to nearly $59 million in 2018.
But party members and operatives say that
Democrats’ political woes in Florida are the
result of a complex and longstanding web
of factors.
In conversations with The Hill, half a
dozen Florida Democrats pointed to vulnerabilities ranging from the incompetence
of party consultants and apathy of national
Democratic groups to the party’s aging and
underfunded political infrastructure.
“I think the party needs new leadership,
but the right leadership,” said Thomas Kennedy, a Democratic National Committee
member from Florida, who has called on

Diaz to resign.
“Reflexively, including myself, our instinct is to go after the party chair because
the party chair is the leader and the buck
does stop with them,” he continued. “But
what also needs to be addressed is there is a
whole underclass of consultants that basically
use the party as their own personal ATM.”
Kennedy also pointed to what he said was
Democrats’ lack of a long-term strategy in
Florida. Republicans, by contrast, had spent
years building a permanent political presence
in key communities, especially in heavily
Hispanic parts of the state.
“We need to have more presence in the
community. We need to have field offices. We
need to have permanent offices in our core
areas where we’re not just organizing a few
months before an election. The Republicans
have been doing this for years.”
State Sen. Annette Taddeo (D), who lost
a bid this week for Florida’s Miami-based
27th Congressional District, offered a similar
diagnosis of her party’s challenges, telling
The Hill that Democrats had failed to do the
“grunt work” necessary to build a winning
coalition.
“We know what needs to be done, because
we did it in ‘08 and ‘12 with Obama,” she
said. “It takes grunt work. And the grunt work
is registering voters. The grunt work is being
present in minority communities all the time,
not just during an election. The grunt work
is building infrastructure, the party from the
ground up.”
“The Republicans copied the playbook of
Obama in Florida: Be present all the time,
register voters, do things to help them,”
Taddeo added.
Indeed, that strategy appeared to pay
dividends for Republicans on Tuesday. DeSantis and Rubio both managed to carry Miami-Dade and Osceola Counties, two heavily
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Why is America always divided 50-50?
By Annie Lowrey
Republicans and Democrats
once again find themselves in a
dead heat as they fight for control
of the American government. The
Senate majority hinges on a handful
of seats. Republicans are likely to
retake the House, but unlikely to
eke out a strong majority. The generic ballot shows that 46 percent
of Americans prefer the GOP and
45 percent the Democrats.
The two parties have been neck
and neck since long before this
midterm. Despite wild gyrations in
the economy, the terrifying rise of
antidemocratic politics on the right,
and yawning policy differences between Democrats and Republicans,
recent national electoral results
keep coming in remarkably close,
as if decided by a coin toss. A few
decades ago, a Democratic president being 15 points underwater
on his approval rating likely would
have led to a Republican wave in
the midterms. This year, political
analysts expect more of a ripple.
Many statistics point to the same
trend. The frequency with which
the House and Senate flip between
parties has increased; neither party
builds much momentum for long.
Democrats controlled the House
from 1955 to 1995, for instance.
Now the chamber is about to
change hands for the fourth time

Despite wrenching economic and political changes in
the country, Democrats and Republicans keep finding
themselves nearly tied in election after election.
in 15 years. The difference in the
number of congressional seats held
by the majority and minority parties
has collapsed too. Between 1959
and 1995, the House majority was
never less than 50 seats and repeatedly hit the triple digits. Today, the
Democrats have only eight more
seats than the Republicans. The
popular-vote margin in American
presidential elections has diminished too. In five of the past six
contests, fewer than five percentage
points separated the winner from
the loser.
Every election is close. Every
election feels consequential, because it is. And far-reaching policy

outcomes are over and over again
determined by just a few thousand
votes in a handful of states.
In many ways, this is a baleful
trend. Our coin-toss elections are
not the result of having two parties
competing for an engaged and
persuadable electorate. They are at
least in part a product of our political stasis and extreme polarization.
They mean that when either party
wins, it does so without much of a
mandate. They also mean that neither party is ever forced to regroup
and reform after a humiliating defeat. In the words of the Princeton
political scientist Frances Lee, both
parties are “insecure“ in victory

and hyper-engaged in a “perpetual
campaign” against the other side.
There is no simple explanation
for why this is happening. I had at
first figured it had something to do
with game theory. You have two
parties. Each has deep resources
and strong incentives to win over
and thus reduce the number of
middle-of-the road voters. The parties zig, they zag, they revise their
arguments. They both get better
at winning elections, beefing up
their use of voter data, opposition
research, on-the-ground organizing,
and gerrymandering. In time, each
gets good enough that the contests
start to come out 50-50.
That hypothesis might be partly
true, John Sides, a political scientist at Vanderbilt University, told
me. But he pointed to historical
factors that, in his view, offer the
strongest explanation for today’s
political environment. During the
Great Depression, the Democrats
became a nearly unshakable majority party in Congress, buttressed by
the votes of white southerners and
New Deal supporters across the
country. But in the 1960s, white
southerners began migrating to the
Republican side in a revolt against
national Democrats, who backed
civil-rights legislation and redistributive policies that aided Black
Americans. As the political saliency

of the New Deal faded, the parties
became more competitive and their
voter bases more equal. “The thing
that made us so unusual for so long
was the South,” Sides said. “We
had a one-party state within the
country.” Its disappearance paved
the way for our 50-50 electorate and
pendulum-swinging government.
Indeed, as Lee describes in her
excellent book Insecure Majorities,
the Republicans became a “fullfledged, politically viable national
alternative to the Democrats” only
in 1980, when Ronald Reagan
won the presidency on a low-tax,
small-government platform. The
same year, Republicans took the
Senate for the first time in a quarter
century. And in 1994, they broke
the Democratic grip on the House.
A related explanation for today’s
instability has to do with the growing polarization of the two parties.
In the early half of the 20th century,
Democrats and Republicans had
considerable policy overlap, and
legislators worked across the aisle
frequently. Since then, their policy
differences have become sharply
pronounced. Voters changed too:
They quit splitting their tickets and
became more reliable supporters of
one side or the other. They “sorted“
along political lines, becoming
more likely to live around people
(See Lowrey, Page 14)

Never forget! The 3 times the radical left attacked the Capitol

By Joseph Farah
—On Nov. 7, 1983, a bomb blast at the
Capitol, which caused $265,000 in damage,
ripped through a conference room near the
Senate chamber and the offices of then-Minority Leader Robert C. Byrd, and shook
the Capitol grounds in what some witnesses
described as sounding like a sonic boom.
—During the 1970s, the so-called Weathermen were Marxist in nature; they believed
that militant struggle was the key to striking
out against the state to build a revolutionary
consciousness among the young, particularly the white working class. Their primary
tools to achieving these ends were arson and
bombing. Among their targets were the Long
Island Court House, the New York Police
Department headquarters, the Pentagon, the
State Department, the Pentagon, the State
Department and the U.S. Capitol. The Capitol
bombing came took place on March 1, 1971.
—Also, in March 1954, four Puerto Rican
nationalists opened fire on the House floor
from the visitor’s gallery above, wounding
five members of Congress.
You probably haven’t heard much about
these attacks on the Capitol — certainly not
since the “unprecedented” assault on Jan. 6,
2021, by “insurrections” who had neither
deadly weapons nor bombs.
That’s strange — don’t you think?
After the so-called insurrection, Americans were detained, jailed in horrible conditions, denied their right to a speedy trial, not
provided bail, sometimes for a year or more.
Some are still being held on misdemeanor
charges.
We were told that’s because of the seriousness of the charges. The only person to be
killed on that day was an innocent protester,
Ashli Babbitt.

Why the double standard?
Because the mostly peaceful protesters
that day, some 1 million strong, felt their
votes didn’t count. They believed they had
been disenfranchised by one political party
— the Democrats.
For almost two years, the Democrats have
railed about Jan. 6. They have lied about it,
they have mischaracterized the former president and his supporters, they’ve conducted
show trials over it, and they want to pin the
whole thing on the former president — whom
they hate for it. They fear most of all that he
will soon announce a decision to run again
— and win again.
His party, this week, took the first step
toward that by reclaiming power in the U.S.
House and likely the Senate. It has not been
a pleasant two years under the Democrats.
They have used the full weaponized power

of the state, the FBI, Attorney General Merrick Garland and the office of the “acting”
president, not a very good one either, to turn
the country into something resembling fascism — or as close as I ever thought possible
in this nation.
We don’t have a free press anymore. We
cannot exercise our First Amendment rights
anymore. We don’t have borders anymore.
Our country is lawless. And the Democrats
like it that way. They no longer revere our
history or morals.
What became of the defendants found
guilty of the 1983 Capitol attack? Their sentences were commuted by President Bill Clinton on Jan. 20, 2001, the day he left office.
How about the Weather Underground
leaders? Bill Ayers and Kathy Boudin became
neighbors of Barack Obama in Chicago,
introducing him to people in “the neighbor-

hood” when he was community organizer.
Boudin was sentenced to 23 years for her part
in the lethal attacks. Later, she was named an
adjunct professor at the Columbia University
School of Social Work, where she was the
co-director and co-founder of the Center for
Justice at Columbia University.
Ayers was son of Thomas G. Ayers, who
was chairman and chief executive officer of
Commonwealth Edison. He never served a
prison sentence. Boudin died May 1, 2022,
in New York City at the age of 78. Chesa
Boudin, her son, became the notorious 29th
District Attorney of San Francisco from Jan.
8, 2020 to July 8, 2022, when he was recalled
by voters. He is a member of the Democratic
Party.
The “bomb guru” for the terrorist group
the Weather Underground never served a day
in jail — but he did spend decades teaching in
New York City classrooms. Ronald Fliegelman built explosives for the far-left group.
How about those Puerto Ricans who shot
up the Capitol? They were sentence on Oct.
26, 1954, when the jury found all of the
defendants guilty of conspiracy. They, too,
had a Democratic president, Jimmy Carter,
commute their sentences.
It must be nice to have connections. As
long as they don’t include Donald Trump.
*****
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.

stickers. Odds are good that each of those
reasons mattered to someone. Candidates
may have won or lost because of where they
happened to be running, who they were running against, their voter turnout operation,
their famous last name, what and who else
was on the ballot, a really clever Tik-Tok, or
the weather.
In Expert Political Judgment, Philip Tetlock persuasively argues that political pundits — people like me and maybe you — are
terrible predictors of political outcomes. We
fall in love with our own theories about how
politics work, we misread situations, find
patterns where there aren’t any, or find the
wrong patterns where they do exist. We’re
the college students who are worse than lab
rats at figuring out where the cheese will be,
because we assume patterns when in reality

experimenters randomly put the cheese on
one side 60 percent of the time, and the rats
just play the odds.
But pundits and political professionals
have never been accused of being overly
humble or circumspect. The political industrial complex demands explanations, so those
of us who live in it will explain things.
The winning explanation of 2022 will in
large part determine the campaigns in 2024.
Consultants and candidates will look at the
dice thrown all over the floor, find a pattern,
and declare that pattern the way forward.
They (we, I also advise campaigns, pundit,
and teach students), will order the confusion
and act on our order. We will say, “that because of this, therefore do this to get the next
thing…” We might be right. Odds are good
that we are at least in part right; with so much
going on, we’re bound to get something on
the nose. And we’re not entirely daft, we
know the best predictor of voting behavior is
party identification, that voters don’t like taxes or inflation, that the party in power tends to
get blamed for bad things regardless of their
culpability, and that most people would rather
not think about politics at all. But odds are
good that in some cases and for some races
we will be wrong, or if we’re right about why
a candidate won in 2022 that may not matter
for campaigns in 2024. Sometimes it’s just
about the cheese being one side more often
than the other and winning is about simple
tricks and nonsense.
*****
Peter Loge is an associate professor and
Associate Director at George Washington
University’s School of Media and Public
Affairs.

The election is over. The fight for the explanation is just getting started.

By Peter Loge
The winners of the 2022 elections will
determine who controls the Congress and
state houses. The winners of the explanation
of those results will determine what the 2024
campaigns look like. What matters to voters
is who won and who lost in 2022. What matters to politics is who wins and loses the story.
If social media is to be believed, the midterm elections went pretty much as predicted,
were a win for progressives, a victory for
the mainstream against the extreme, a mandate against election deniers, a victory for
insurrectionists, a win for Florida Gov. Ron
DeSantis and President Biden, and all about
Gen Z. It came down to abortion, inflation,
and democratic values. According to Dominic
Pino in The National Review, Republicans
will control the House because of Rep. Lee
Zeldin (R), the losing gubernatorial candidate
in New York. The best insight may come from
Maggie Astor in The New York Times who
wrote that it was “a weird year” with “some
interesting regional nuances.”
Everyone agrees that at the end of the day,
when push comes to shove and all the votes
are counted, the bottom line is that we all
know the reality of the situation is that the
color red involved a water metaphor.
Pundits get paid to definitively explain
how and why someone won or lost. Being
on TV or quoted in publications like this one
requires a plausible “that happened because
of this…” Consultants get hired because they
follow the explanation with “therefore do
this next thing…” No one was ever invited
back on CNN who, when asked about an
election, said “beats me.” No consultant ever
got hired for saying “it’s a lot of simple tricks

and nonsense.”
We will shout our takes into the social
media void, on TV and in columns like this.
We will arrange Zoom briefings and write
PowerPoint slides with lots of impressive
graphs and clever graphics. We will tell our
version of our story and say that for a fee
we can turn that story into electoral victory
in 2024.
The problem is Han Solo might have been
right. In campaigns — especially close campaigns — most explanations are plausible.
In some places, some groups of some voters
might be motivated because of a specific
issue like abortion or inflation. Others might
be persuaded to vote by family members or
peer pressure. Some because celebrities encouraged them to. There’s probably a voter
somewhere who has a thing for “I Voted!”
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Georgia puts democracy on the ballot: Why
runoffs should be the rule in every state

By Jonathan Turley
If one headline summed up
the unrelenting narrative leading
to Georgia’s midterm elections, it
was supplied by the New Republic:
“The Georgia Senate Contest Is All
About Race, Actually.” President
Joe Biden amplified that view
earlier by wrongly and repeatedly
claiming Georgia’s election laws
are “Jim Crow on steroids.” Even as
record numbers of minority voters
cast ballots, the narrative continued
into the race between U.S. Sen.
Raphael Warnock (D) and his challenger, Herschel Walker (R).
Within 24 hours of the Georgia
election officially heading to a
December runoff, media outlets
ranging from National Public Radio
to Time magazine released stories
suggesting that the runoff itself is a
racist invention. After all, Warnock
may not have gotten a majority of
votes, but he still received 1 percent
more than Walker.
On NPR, host Leila Fadel
sounded truly shocked as Georgia
PBS reporter Stephen Fowler explained that runoffs were devised
by white supremacists to counter
black voters. Fadel responded:
“Wow. So a law originally aimed at

Lowrey

(Continued from Page 13)
who vote like them, as well as becoming more ardent ideologically,
with fewer cross-cutting social ties,
a phenomenon described by the
political scientist Lilliana Mason.
They also became more averse to
partisans of the other side. That
polarization has contributed to our
close elections: When almost all
voters have already made up their
mind, there just aren’t that many
people for politicians to persuade.
As Lee shows in Insecure Majorities, such close contests and
frequent changeovers in power are
a cause of partisan strife. In recent
decades, “neither party perceives
itself as a permanent majority or
permanent minority,” she writes.
“This shift altered members’ partisan incentives and strategic choices
in ways that help drive the sharp
and contentious partisanship that
is characteristic of contemporary
American politics.” These days,
both Republican and Democratic
leaders have less incentive to cooperate across the aisle. Why give
the other side a legislative victory
if you are so close to taking back
the House or winning the Senate?
The competitiveness of American elections also seems to have
made the government less responsive to the wants and needs of
voters — not more so, as you might
normally expect. “In the current
context, you have party control that
hinges on small margins of the vote
share in a small number of races,”
Sides said. “A narrow shift creates
a vast difference in terms of how
the country is governed. Is that
really what the election mandate
was? Is that what voters want? I’m
not so sure.”
Never losing by a significant
margin or for a long period of time
seems to have been bad for the
parties themselves as well. Being
banished to electoral purgatory
every now and then encourages political groups to reform and change.
It encourages them to think about
their long-term value proposition,
not just how to gain a few thousand
more votes in Wisconsin. It forces
them to adapt to the needs of average voters. Our political climate
has diminished that constructive
pressure for both sides. (Consider
how many times Republicans have
ignored their own advice about
moderating and being friendlier to
voters of color, opting instead to
run some version of the “southern
strategy” over and over.)
Yet for both sides, being out of
power for any considerable amount
of time feels like an existential
threat. And for both sides, holding
power for any considerable amount
of time feels like an impossibility.
Whatever happens this election,
the next is likely to undo some of
it—giving voters a greater sense
of insecurity and urgency, with so
much on the line each and every
time.
*****
Annie Lowrey is a staff writer at
The Atlantic.

disenfranchising Black voters is the
reason this runoff rule even exists.”
Fowler also observed that Walker is
“a weaker candidate … dogged by
controversies” while Warnock is a
“well-known figure” who seeks to
be “a problem-solver who works in
a bipartisan manner.”
Putting aside the obvious bias,
the NPR segment reflects the continuing effort to portray the race as
about, well, race. Voter suppression
claims are difficult to maintain
in the aftermath of record voting.
Now, the runoff is the embodiment
of racism.
One can wonder if these journalists would have been as aggrieved
with the thought of a runoff if it was
Walker who was 1 percent ahead.
What is clear is the fact that both
candidates being Black does not
appear to change the relevancy of
this talking point.
Indeed, direct racist attacks
against Walker have received little
comparative attention from the
media, and commentators have
used racial terms against Walker
— as when he was subjected to an
inflammatory attack on MSNBC by
regular guest Elie Mystal — with
little to no media outcry or network
apologies.

The history behind the runoffs does show racist motivations in states like Georgia. In
the 1960s, Georgia state Rep.
Denmark Groover (D) introduced
runoff legislation ”as a means of
circumventing what is called the
Negro bloc vote.” However, that is
not the only motivation for runoff
laws, and it is not the value in their
continued use.
In Arkansas, the majority rule
for primaries was challenged on the
same grounds of being racially motivated and maintained by the state.
A federal court found a non-racial
purpose in the law to require a
majority-supported election as a
”bedrock ingredient of democratic
political philosophy.” That part of
the opinion was upheld by the appellate court, though the court was
reversed on other grounds.
Ten states apply this rule to primaries: Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Mississippi, North Carolina,
Oklahoma, South Carolina, South
Dakota, Texas, and Vermont. In
my view, the value of requiring majority support in a primary is only
magnified in the general election
and should be required in all states.
In reality, runoffs can enhance
minority voters by forcing candi-

dates to reach out to every major
voting bloc. Roughly one-third of
registered Georgia voters are Black.
In 2021, even critics of runoffs
acknowledged that minority voters
carried the day. Indeed, now-Sen.
Jon Ossoff (D) was in the same
position as Walker this time; he
received fewer votes than the incumbent, Republican David Perdue
(who came within 0.3 percent of a
majority in the first-round general
election), but Ossoff ultimately
prevailed in the runoff.
The political motivation for
requiring runoffs decades ago does
not mean it remains a racist practice
or has a racially discriminatory purpose today. To the contrary, some of
us have advocated for the expanded
use of runoff rules as an enhancement to our democratic process.
Many countries require their
leaders to secure a majority of
votes in either a general or a runoff
election. The United States, however, allows for the selection of a
leader with less than half of the
nation’s support, including leaders
who actually receive fewer votes
than their opponents — a reality
which both parties have decried
following various elections of the
past, depending on which side won.
Of course, the presidential electoral system is locked into the Constitution and would require a constitutional amendment to change.
However, congressional races are
subject to state laws like Georgia’s.
By requiring a runoff, candidates
are forced to appeal to a broader
swath of voters beyond simply their
core party constituencies.
It is an important element of any
democratic system for elected leaders to speak with the authority and
legitimacy which comes from being

chosen by a majority of their constituents. It is particularly important
in the Senate, which was designed
to moderate and tamp down the
impulses of the House. Senators
were given longer terms and larger
constituencies than House members
in part to create rivaling interests,
even in states that are controlled by
one party.
It may also favor rapidly vanishing moderates. Due to our deep
political divisions and the effect of
our primary systems, moderates are
as scarce today as agnostics in the
College of Cardinals. Incumbents
tend to be favored in primaries,
and congressional districts are now
heavily gerrymandered by both
parties to ensure reliable results.
Some states have moved to break
the hold of incumbents by wisely
requiring the top two vote-getters
from a primary to run against each
other, even if they are from the
same party.
However, requiring majority
support to serve in Congress is another way to push candidates to the
center in deeply divided districts.
After Dec. 6, Georgians will
have a senator for the next six
years that a majority actually wants.
Thus, Georgia’s runoff should be
an example of why such majority
requirements are critical to advancing democracy. If you really worry
about when “democracy dies,” it
is when the majority’s views do
not ultimately matter. In Georgia,
democracy is not just “on the ballot“ — it is the ballot.
*****
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

The midterms show
the US needs healing
in more ways than one

Guest Editorial by Dr. Marc Siegel
Have you noticed that meanness and mockery
have become a mainstay of our political process and
that debate and open exchange of ideas have all but
disappeared? Social media and cable news are partly
responsible for stoking these flames but they have also
become essential parts of our political process.
This is deeply disturbing, especially at a time when
the nation is coming out of a damaging pandemic we
badly need to heal from. We need kindness and compassion, but instead, we are faced with public derision.
In Georgia, both candidates have made domestic
violence claims against the other. They should be
discussing the issues rather than stooping to personal
attacks.
In Pennsylvania, where John Fetterman won despite
a stroke and a bad heart, few on the right are remarking
on his courage and wishing him well going forward.
Whether or not Democrats’ attacks on Fetterman’s
opponent Dr. Mehmet Oz as a snake oil salesman
rather than a renowned surgeon were legitimate or not,
I sincerely hope Fetterman overcomes his disabilities
to be a great senator and an inspiration to all with
disabilities. We need to show him kindness now and
wish him well.
Part of the pervading meanness in the public square
right now stems from personal attacks on former
President Donald Trump, as well as his reaction to
them. In fact, it is possible that it is the deterioration
in this level of discourse that led to several Republican
midterm losses.
At a time when Gov. Ron DeSantis of Florida is
rising as the defacto leader of the Republican party,
calling him “De-Sanctimonious“ was unfortunate at
best. There is a reason that DeSantis has such popularity, and it is not because he mocks or minimizes his
opponent. Many of his policies have been successful at
keeping businesses going and schools open throughout
the pandemic, and Florida cities are thriving under
certain economic metrics in comparison to cities in
several other states, including New York and California. In addition, his wife’s recovery from breast cancer
is a story many people can relate to.
With the economy failing, the midterms should
have been a time for the Republicans to gain seats
in Congress. Instead, I think the divisiveness in the
media and among politicians undermined this simple
message that usually garners votes. Votes became
monolithic statements of who you thought was good
versus who you thought was evil. These self-fulfilling
messages are dangerous and undermine the essence
of our democracy, which favors an exchange of ideas
rather than knee-jerk vilification.
When it comes to health care, this sort of myway-or-the-highway thinking has permeated the
pandemic and before that, the support or opposition
to Obamacare. The days of Bill Clinton or George W.
Bush attempting to build consensus to govern from
the center appear to be over at least for now.
But the public needs to heal from the pandemic; it
can no longer tolerate being talked down to from either
side. Many in the public made their unhappiness felt
prior to the elections by the rejection of superimposed
public health mandates — from vaccines to masks to
closures — and they made their unhappiness known
during the election by voting from their heart rather
than from their head or from their pocketbook, the
way voters usually do.
Kindness, empathy and honest debate must take the
place of dogma and mockery. We have a long way to go
to get there. Consider that Trump built his wall in the
right place, to prevent the flow of illegal immigrants
and drug trafficking across the border into the U.S.,
causing untold damage to our society. But another
far more dangerous wall that has been built between
Democrats and Republicans needs to be torn down.
*****
Marc Siegel, M.D., is a professor of medicine and
medical director of Doctor Radio at NYU Langone
Health. He is a Fox News medical correspondent and
author of the new book, “COVID; the Politics of Fear
and the Power of Science.”

ON A PERSONAL NOTE
If Thanksgiving is right down the street,
Christmas is right around the corner

By Maramis
delicious aroma of the turkey cooking
One has likely discovered that
in the oven, or the earlier smells of
some TV channels are already loadthe homemade pumpkin pies sitting
ed up with Christmas movies (and
on the counter, or the look of the sparhave been for a couple or so weeks
kling ruby red bowls of shimmering
already), and it is no surprise to find
cranberry sauce or jell.
that stores have been stocking their
But one can conjure up both the
shelves with would-be gifts and their
enjoyment of the food and the giving
aisles with Christmas trees for almost
of thanks during Thanksgiving Day.
as long. Not that this is any surprise,
And we don’t have to go all the way
but one likely has NOT found any
back to the Pilgrims to find that comThanksgiving movies on the TV
bination. Many people elect one peragenda; it somehow always seems
son at the dinner table to offer thanks
that the holiday we call Thanksgiving
for their bounty while all present bow
MaraMiS Choufani
gets rather lost between Halloween and Christmas.
their heads to share in the blessing.
Not that people don’t like Thanksgiving; I have a
I know one woman who was especially thankful
feeling that it is very popular for that one day. But it one Thanksgiving day many years ago. Times had
is probably popular for the food more than the giv- been hard and food was very scarce in that house of
ing thanks. Not that people aren’t thankful for their late. Fortunately for her family, she was a very entermany blessings, but even thanks-giving gives way to prising woman and could make meals out of a hunk
food-eating — since it may be one of only two days out of cheese, several slices of dried bread, and a can of
of the year that people look forward to having a whole mushroom or cream of asparagus soup. Her husband
turkey on their table, along with certain foods that they felt bad enough that as the breadwinner, he couldn’t
even afford to bring home a fresh loaf of bread, let
don’t usually have on their plates on other days.
Yes, chances are we all love Thanksgiving! Yet, alone the makings for a turkey dinner.
The next day, which was Thanksgiving Day, the
if you ask any three, four, or even five people, what
(See Maramis, Page 20)
they like most about the day, they might conjure up the

Drop-box Democrats
take another election
By Andy Schlafly
The midterm election confirmed rampant ballot
manipulation by Democrats to overcome their deficit
in the polls. RealClearPolitics, the premier forecaster,
predicted a 53-47 Republican majority in the Senate
based on its careful analysis of all the polling and
historical data.
States that maintain some election integrity, such as
New York, Ohio, Texas and Florida, reported outcomes
consistent with polling. In Florida the top vote-getter
was the Trump-supporting Republican Attorney General Ashley Moody, at 61 percent, who sided with Trump
in challenging the 2020 election.
But in states lacking election integrity, such as
permitting dumps into drop-boxes totaling hundreds
of thousands of ballots that are not verified in any
meaningful way, the outcomes changed, and Democrats
claimed pivotal victories in Pennsylvania, Arizona and
Nevada. “Drop-box Dems,” they might be called, stuff
the ballot box without monitoring.
Rampant use of drop-boxes in Democrat-controlled
states began in 2020, while states like Florida have
since prohibited unmonitored drop-boxes. Unsupervised ballot boxes are allowed in Arizona, where two
Senate Republicans joined with Democrats to defeat
a bill there that would have established much-needed
monitoring of ballot dumping.

Biden Attorney General Merrick Garland was
quoted to imply that the DOJ might even investigate
private citizens who monitor unsupervised drop-boxes.
Unchecked ballot dumping in Arizona took the election
for governor from conservative Kari Lake.
Two days after the election, the largest county in
Arizona announced that it had not yet begun to count
290,000 ballots found in boxes on Election Day. Inadequate verification of those ballots added lopsided tallies
in favor of Democrats who perpetuate open borders.
Pennsylvania does not verify signatures or do any
meaningful screening of more than 2.5 million ballots
dumped in by mail and drop-boxes. Until it restores
election integrity, Republican presidential candidates
might as well campaign elsewhere.
In Nevada the Republican candidate for U.S. Senate, Adam Laxalt, led by several percentage points
in legitimate ballots, as predicted by many polls. But
then 56,900 ballots were discovered in Las Vegas
drop-boxes that then — surprise, surprise — took the
election away from him.
In these key swing states, unverified paper ballots
stuffed into unmonitored drop-boxes and by mail are
changing the outcomes. In Georgia, a circus of vast
early voting oddly reports the race of who has voted
so that pressure can be applied by Democrat bullies to
(See Schlafly, Page 20)

By Joe Concha
In the state’s closely-watched Senate race, Republican Mehmet Oz could never shake the carpetbagger
label, and lost to Lt. Gov. John Fetterman. The former
TV doctor, who was arguably Trump’s riskiest bet of
all his senatorial endorsements, was badly outraised
by Fetterman, who suffered a stroke earlier in the year
and has not fully recovered.
In the end, Oz came across like a guy who was in the
campaign less to improve the lives of Pennsylvanians
and more to have another high-profile position that gets
him on TV a lot. And that was the problem: Oz lacked
authenticity. He was also seen as a rich Jersey guy.
Another example of Trump’s waning influence was
seen in Georgia, where Gov. Brian Kemp (R), who has
been a target of Trump, won going away against Stacey
Abrams (D), capturing 53 percent of the vote. But that

success did not result in Trump-backed Republican
Herschel Walker breaking past the 50 percent needed
to avoid a runoff.
While Kemp cruised to reelection, Walker looked
like a rookie. The former Heisman Trophy winner
can still win, yes, but the headwinds will be firmly
against him without Kemp on the ballot, as his race
looks headed to a December runoff against incumbent
Democrat Raphael Warnock.
And while the surprising results of Republicans
falling short in House and Senate races were trickling
in, one lone true bright spot stood out for the otherwise-beleaguered party: The blowout victories by Gov.
Ron DeSantis and Sen. Marco Rubio in Florida, the
once-purple state that now looks as red as Arkansas.
DeSantis first won by 34,000 votes in 2018 over
(See Concha, Page 17)

Trump is the past,
DeSantis is the future

View Points
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Here’s what we know about what we don’t
know about the ’22 elections in Nevada

By Chuck Muth
(Nov. 10) — The 2022 general
election results are pretty much
known all across the country except
for Nevada and Arizona.
Results in Florida were pretty
much known just 5 hours after polls
closed. Whatever Florida did is
good for our democratic republic.
Whatever Nevada and Arizona
are doing is bad. No wonder so
many voters in both states don’t
trust the security of their election
systems.
No matter how things ultimately turn out in both states, fixes need
to be implemented before the 2024
election cycle.
That said, with what appears to
be around 100,000 mail-in ballots
yet to be counted in Nevada as of
this morning — most coming out
of Clark County where Democrats
have a decided edge — Republicans
currently leading by small margins
are likely to end up… losing.
Don’t shoot the messenger!
That includes the U.S. Senate
race, all three Clark County congressional races (though I still hold
out hope for April Becker in CD3),
and the races for Attorney General,
Secretary of State and Treasurer.
And that has led many on the
right to already start claiming
“fraud” and “cheating.”
But the fact is, while there are
clearly serious concerns about
how badly fouled up our election

CHUCK MUTH
system is in Nevada, and especially
in Clark County, the real culprits
for these anticipated losses are all
the Republican voters who simply
didn’t vote.
And the Nevada and Clark
County Republican Party operations that failed to get them out to
the polls.
Consider the following, acknowledging I’m not exactly a
mathematician…
According to the Secretary of
State’s website this morning, there
are 1.86 million active registered
voters in Nevada — with Democrats having a 52,000+ advantage
over Republicans.
Now, if you add the approximately 100,000 uncounted mail-in
ballots to those already accounted
for, along with early voting and

election day ballots, that’ll bring
overall voter turnout to around
986,000 total ballots cast. That’s
a turnout rate of about 63 percent
...which is 14 points lower than 77
percent turnout in the 2020 presidential election.
At the end of October, there
were a little over 553,000 active
registered Republicans in Nevada.
Let’s say Republicans turned
out at a higher rate than Democrats,
which usually happens. And let’s
be really generous and say it’s 75
percent .
OK, that still means over
138,000 active registered Republicans stayed home on Tuesday
and didn’t vote. And what does
that mean?
Well, look at the U.S. Senate
race between Democrat incumbent
Catherine Cortez-Masto and Republican challenger Adam Laxalt…
As of this morning, Thursday,
Novermber 10, when I checked,
Laxalt was ahead by fewer than
16,000 votes.
Now let’s say Cortez-Masto
gets 60 percent of the remaining
100,000 outstanding mail-in ballots
and Laxalt gets 40 percent ...which
is reasonable considering how
many of those remaining mail-in
ballots will come from Democrat-heavy Clark County.
That would give Cortez-Masto
481,042 votes and Laxalt 476,854.
Which means Laxalt would lose by

4,188 votes…
…while more than 138,000
active registered Republicans apparently stayed home.
When I checked before sending
this out, Republican Secretary of
State candidate Jim Marchant was
ahead of his Democrat opponent by
a much smaller number — fewer
than 1,900 votes. Which means
once the mail-in ballots are counted, he’s likely to end up losing.
Ditto Republican Treasurer candidate Michele Fiore, who currently
leads by just over 3,400 votes. Even
if the Democrat only gets 52 percent
of the mail-in vote and Michele
gets 48 percent , she’d still lose by
591 votes.
Wish it wasn’t so… but the math
is the math.
Of course, these are just pro-

jections and guesstimates by a guy
who still uses an abacus (ask you
grandma). It’s still possible some
of these GOP candidates will pull
a rabbit out of the hat.
But I wouldn’t go betting the
farm on it.
Now, you can claim — as Donald Trump did this morning — that
the Clark County voting system
is “corrupt” until the cows come
home. But even if true, that doesn’t
excuse the Republicans who sat
this one out or the colossal failure
of the GOP party organizations to
turn them out.
Again, I’m not saying there
aren’t problems and legitimate
concerns with how our elections
are conducted. There are.
The POTENTIAL for fraud by
(See Muth, Page 17)

MaCe YaMPolSKY
yet to be decided.
In Georgia neither candidate
won over 50 percent so there is a
runoff between Republican Hershel
Walker (backed by Trump), former
University of Georgia and NFL star.
and Democrat Senator Raphael
Warnock. Both candidates are
Black, which is a first for Georgia.
Walker ran on a conservative platform and he is staunchly anti-abortion. But information surfaced that
he paid for an abortion for at least

one woman that he had impregnated. He also admitted he held a
gun to his baby momma’s head. I
personally think he is not that smart.
He is not a good speaker. I feel sorry
for the people of Georgia who will
be inundated by more political ads
until the runoff is completed.
Let’s talk about the so-called
Red Wave. Historically the president’s party loses several seats
in both houses. There is rampant
inflation, concerns about crime, and
rising gas prices. Biden’s approval
rating is below 50 percent. But The
Democrats did not lose control of
the Senate. Republicans squandered
what some saw as a once-in-a-generation opportunity to seize power.
Trump backed several candidates in hotly contested races.
In all cases, they lost. One of the
most interesting races was in Pennsylvania. TV doctor Mehmet Oz,
whose TV career was launched by
Oprah was backed by Trump. His
opponent, John Fetterman, recently
had a stroke. His cognitive abilities
were suspect. But Oprah endorsed
Fetterman and he won. The Democrats defined their opposition as

extremists in the thrall of Trump.
They chose to play offense instead
of defense.
Trump was a recurring distraction for Republicans trying to
engineer a congressional takeover.
He couldn’t let go of the lie that
the 2020 election was stolen from
him, even though the myriad of his
lawsuits were all dismissed. Also,
several Republican candidates for
Secretary of State who were election deniers were beaten including
Jim Marchant of Nevada. I shudder

to think if those election deniers
were in charge of the elections.
Personally, I’m glad the Democrats
kept hold of the Senate. I don’t need
to worry about my social security
benefits being cut.
For more information regarding
Nevada laws, or if you feel your
rights have been violated, please
call Mace Yampolsky & Associates.
Call or text us at (702) 385-9777.
We are available 24/7 for emergencies. If you need help, CALL NOW
before it is too late. We can help!

The political season is over!
By Mace Yampolsky
Thank God. I am so sick of
political ads. Catherine Cortez
Masto votes with Biden almost 100
percent of the time. Adam Laxalt
is a stooge for big oil. He made
over $2,000,000 working for a
lobbyist that represents big oil. He
also thinks Roe vs Wade is a joke.
Sisolak is corrupt. Lombardo is a
terrible sheriff. Enough!
These are the midterm elections—there was supposed to be a
red wave. The democrats will lose
control of both the House and the
Senate. Trump-led Maga Republicans will reign supreme. But wait
a minute. No one told the voters!
The so-called red wave turned
out to be low tide. The Democrats
kept control of the Senate. Catherine Cortez-Masto was losing to
Adam Laxalt. But the race was
too close to call. There were about
33,000 mail-in ballots yet to be
counted. Those ballots were heavily
weighted in favor of the Democrats. So, at the end of the day,
Cortez-Masto won the election.
This means that the Senate will be
at least 50 Democrats with one race

What could have been: An America with immigration reform

By C. Stewart Verdery Jr.
Imagine this: It’s July of 2007, and after
exhausting negotiations, the biggest piece
of immigration legislation in decades — the
Secure Borders, Economic Opportunity and
Immigration Reform Act of 2007 — has
passed the Senate and House with bipartisan
votes of 63-37 and 252-180, respectively and
is on its way to President George W. Bush’s
desk for signature. Of course, that legislative
achievement never happened.
Instead, the 2007 bill died amid a confluence of hard-right opposition to legalization,
union opposition to new guest worker programs, and the decision of the new Congressional Democratic majority not to prioritize
the issue, despite support from a Republican
president and many of his allies in Congress.
One Republican Senator described the
sweeping 2007 bill as “trading the past for the
future.” And indeed, the bill was extremely
generous to those who had immigrated illegally, including broad legalization provisions. At the same time, it would have created
a flexible system of guest worker programs
designed to match the employment needs of
the country, implemented mandatory employer immigration checks, and enhanced
border and visa security.
But let’s just imagine a bit longer if members of the 110th Congress had managed to
thread the needle on immigration reform
in 2007 — What would have that outcome
meant for the future of America, some 15

years later?
—There’s never a President Trump
— Of course, candidate Donald Trump was
attractive to his supporters for many reasons,
but it is hard to imagine him sweeping to the
2016 Republican nomination over rivals like
Jeb Bush and Marco Rubio if our immigration system had been operating for almost a
decade under the 2007 reforms. In 2016, the
dysfunction of an antiquated immigration
system, which allowed our asylum system to
be overrun and our employment visa system
to be completely detached from economic
conditions, gave candidate Trump the issue

he needed to differentiate himself from the
pack and win over GOP base voters.
—Dreamers would be Americans —
Providing legal status to those brought here
as children has been a bipartisan issue for
two decades but has always been thwarted by
members of both sides leveraging the issue
for other immigration goals. Many Dreamers
are now approaching middle age, with strong
roots in their communities and American citizen children, yet still lack permanent status
and have unsettled futures.
—Our economy would have been stronger and more competitive — One of the best
aspects of the 2007 proposal was the creation
of temporary worker programs that could
be calibrated to the economic needs of the
day. Under that system, during the economic
recessions of 2008-09 and 2020, worker
spots would have been heavily restricted.
But during times of labor shortages, like we
see now, employers would have access to
pools of talented temporary workers with
the skills they need.
—Our borders would be more secure
— Since the collapse of the 2007 legislation,
Congress has continued to pour resources
into our border agencies, including border
fencing and additional Border Patrol personnel. But even with these investments,
we continue to face significant challenges
at the border because the underlying laws
that manage the border are out of date and
completely unsuited to deal with the waves

of asylum claimants surrendering themselves
at ports of entry.
—Our counter-terrorism security
would have been enhanced — The 2007
bill would have fostered a decade of security
enhancements, including completion of the
long-delayed biometric entry-exit system
and better vetting of international travelers.
Instead, in lieu of legislative mandates, when
the Trump administration arrived, we had the
chaos of the ‘Muslim ban.’
Alternative history is always speculative,
but the failure of Congress to turn bipartisan
support for comprehensive immigration reform into an actual legislative achievement in
2007 should be considered one of the biggest
missed opportunities in American history.
Fifteen years later, our borders are more
chaotic, our economy is hindered by outdated and insufficient work visa policies, and
our country is more divided than ever on
immigration.
Let’s hope that the next window for bipartisan immigration reform opens soon and that
Congress finally achieves what should have
happened in 2007.
*****
C. Stewart Verdery Jr. served as Assistant Secretary for Homeland Security in the
George W. Bush administration and as general counsel to the Senate Republican Whip.
He is the CEO of Monument Advocacy and a
member of the Council on National Security
and Immigration.
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Why do we complain about freedom?

By José Azel
By definition, an expanded
government diminishes freedoms.
Any role we ask of government
requires that we give up some of
our freedom and treasure. However,
large segments of the population
favor expanded government, which
means they favor fewer freedoms.
This is exemplified in our desire for
government regulation.
According to a 2012 Pew Research Center survey, 40 percent of
the public believes that regulating
business is necessary to protect the
public interest. Among Democrats,
the proportion who believe government regulations are necessary
rises to 57 percent. Generally, the
American public overwhelmingly
supports strengthening regulations
or keeping them as they are in specific areas such as food safety and
environmental protection.
Beginning in the 1930s, particularly beginning with the administration of Franklin D. Roosevelt,
Americans began to develop the
view that public policy should
assume a broad paternalistic role
in society. Today that paternalism
extends to the supervision, approval, prohibition or control of
the production, purchase, sale and
consumption of any product or
service in the market.
Paternalism implies the belief
that people cannot be trusted to
make good decisions, forcing

José Azel
government regulators to act. The
motivation for many paternalistic regulations, then, is the twin
convictions that individuals make
poor decisions when left to think
for themselves, and that greedy
businessmen cheat the public trust
by cheating to increase profits.
Yes, trading is a self-serving operation that encourages and rewards
selfish behavior. But that does not
mean that doing business is equivalent to exploiting customers. On the
contrary, in a system of competitive
free enterprise, profits are the result of offering superior values to
customers, not of exploiting them.
Government regulations entail
the transfer of authority and decision-making from individuals to
those with political power. Very far
from the “system of natural liberty”

described by Adam Smith, in which
the government would be restricted
to national defense, police, courts
and a limited number of public
services. Government regulations
ignore the great 18th century discovery that when people follow
their own criteria, the results for
society are far greater than when
governments are allowed to run
our affairs.
Another reason many object
to freedom and favor expanded
government and fewer freedoms is
because freedom is a source of inequality. In a free society we should
always expect unequal results. Consequently, socialist thought argues
that the coercive power of government should be used to forcefully
regulate income inequalities.
Fundamental to socialism is the
belief that a person’s life does not
belong to the individual, but rather
to the community or society. Consequently, people have no rights of
their own and must sacrifice them
to the “greater welfare” of society.
Socialists see no problem in allowing the government to use force to
obtain a predetermined distribution of wealth, even though such
distribution can only be achieved
by continually interfering with our
freedoms.
Furthermore, a forced egalitarian
distribution of wealth is an unattainable goal. Even if it were possible
to achieve, for an instant, a desired

distribution of wealth, such a distribution would immediately begin
to break down when people prefer
to exchange products and services
with others, or to save or produce
in different amounts.
An enlarged socialist government implies the principle of double
effect identified by Thomas Aquinas in his Summa Theologica when
evaluating the justification of an act.
The government has the harmful
double effect of reducing freedoms.
The usurpation by the government
of freedom is inseparable from any
good result that is intended. Or as
the economist Jean-Baptiste Say put
it, “mere [government] interference
is an evil in itself, even when it is
useful.”
As government expands our

ON THE HOLMES FRONT

liberty weakens. An invasive and
coercive paternalistic state violates
the American conception of a just
society in which citizens are assured the freedom to choose how
to design their own future without
government interference. When we
support government expansion we
are complaining about our freedom.
*****
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.

Trump vs. DeSantis: Rivalry, or fake news?

By Frank Holmes
The legacy media bled viewers
the day former President Donald
Trump left office, but they think
they’ve found a new way to leverage the president for ratings: by
ginning up a controversy between
Trump and Florida Governor Ron
DeSantis.
In the days before the 2022 midterm elections, the media exploded
with stories of that Trump planned
to publicly shame DeSantis into
backing down from challenging
Trump for the 2024 Republican
presidential nomination.
“Has the Trump-DeSantis fued
finally broken the surface?” asked
The Washington Post.
“The DeSantis-Trump rivalry
has already begun,” answered USA
Today.
“DeSantis-Trump tension on
display in Florida just before Election Day,” said the Tampa Bay
Times.
To an extent, Trump has fallen
into the media trap by attacking
DeSantis, personally and through
his surrogates.
“DeSantis is DeSantis because
of Trump. He needs to stay in Florida,” his lawyer, Alina Habba, told
the pro-Trump Right Side Broadcasting Network. “Just stay where
you are. You are doing a great job
in Florida.”
“Don’t jump the gun,” she told

DeSantis, adding, “He’s not ready
yet.”
Donald Trump also piled on,
saying DeSantis “could hurt himself very badly” if he threw his hat
into the ring alongside Trump’s red
MAGA hat.
Trump also rolled out one of
his signature attacks from the
2016 primaries: Giving DeSantis
a nickname.
During his election-eve rally in
Ohio for Senator-elect J.D. Vance,
Trump displayed poll results showing him dominating GOP primary
voters in 2024. “There it is: Trump
at 71; Ron DeSanctimonious at 10
percent,” Trump said.
“We’re winning big, big, big in
the Republican Party for the nomination,” Trump bragged.
DeSantis has held his tongue in
public, thanking his most famous
constituent for his service in the

(Continued from Page 16)
automatically mailing ballots to
voters who don’t request them (and
maybe don’t even live at the address
where they’re mailed any longer) is,
indeed, a major concern.
But please don’t come bitchin’ to
me that the anticipated GOP losses

in close races were due to “fraud”
and “cheating” when 138,000+
Republicans didn’t vote!
The blame for those losses
belongs to those Republicans who
stayed home and the Nevada and
Clark County Republican Party
operations that didn’t get those

Muth
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Andrew Gillum (D). That margin exploded
to 1.5 million in his 20-point victory Tuesday
against Republican-turned Democrat Charlie
Crist. The incumbent captured 62 of 67 counties, including deep-blue Miami-Dade, which
DeSantis lost by 20 points four years ago.
What this shows, of course, is that DeSantis had a record to run on, not just rhetoric.
A record that includes opening up Florida
before any major state as the COVID-19 pandemic began to wane; a record that includes
standing up for parents against teacher unions
and their woke education policies that include
teaching young children about sexual orientation and gender identification; a record that
features exceptionally low unemployment in
a state that already has no income tax. People
are moving in droves away from states such
as Illinois, California and New York and to
states like Florida.
So, what does that mean for Donald
Trump’s thinking on whether to make another
run at the White House in 2024? If he can put
ego and revenge aside, a sober self-analysis
by the 45th president should lead him to
conclude that his brand is damaged beyond
repair. Not with the base, of course, but
with the independents and populist-leaning
Democrats who helped put him in the White

White House, without committing
to stay out of the race himself.
But are the men really rivals, or
is this Fake News?
The two Floridians are definitely
working together to defeat congressional Democrats. At a recent rally,
Trump highlighted the way Speaker
of the House Nancy Pelosi lit into
him for calling murderous MS-13
gang members “animals” during his
time in office. “Pelosi said, ‘Please
don’t call them animals, they’re
human beings,’” the 45th president
remembered. “I said, ‘No, they’re
animals.’”
“Of course, I think she’s an animal, too, if you want to know the
truth,” Trump said, unloading on
the short-term Speaker.
DeSantis also said he wants Pelosi out of the picture this election
cycle.
“Hopefully, they retire Nancy

Pelosi,” he told a Florida crowd two
weeks ago.
While the two men are politically aligned, the media claimed the
two refuse to work together.
Newsweek quoted Donald
Trump’s estranged niece, Mary,
that the president “hates” DeSantis
so much, he wouldn’t even vote
for him.
But that’s not what happened
on the ground. Trump endorsed
DeSantis and said publicly that he
joined in DeSantis’ headline-grabbing landslide win.
“Did you vote for Governor
DeSantis?” someone asked Trump
as he left a polling place in Palm
Beach.
“Yes, I did,” Trump replied.
President Trump voted for
Ron DeSantis pic.twitter.com/SSjeqGaqIx — Citizen Free Press (@
CitizenFreePres) November 8, 2022
Trump has even raised the possibility of naming DeSantis as his
running mate in the recent past.
“Could you envision a world, sir,
where there is a Trump/DeSantis
ticket in 2024?” Newsmax asked
Trump over the summer.
“Well, I get along with him,”
Trump replied. “I was very responsible for his success, because
I endorsed him and he went up like
a rocket ship.”
“I don’t know if Ron is running,
and I don’t ask him,” he said at

the time, adding that pursuing the
nation’s highest office is “his prerogative.”
No one doubts DeSantis would
make a formidable opponent. He
raised $200 million in campaign donations for his smashing, 20-point
reelection, breaking the record for
the largest financial haul in American gubernatorial history. DeSantis
spent only a little over $100 million
while cruising to his triumph over
former Governor Charlie Crist,
leaving him with more than $90
million in his war chest.
But then, money has never been
Trump’s weak point.
DeSantis also edged out Trump
in a USA Today-Suffolk University
poll released in September, showing
48 percent of Americans backing
DeSantis and 40 percent supporting
Trump.
Are these news outlets reporting
honestly on real tensions between
potential 2024 presidential rivals?
Or are reporters stirring up strife
between the two most successful
members of the Republican Party,
because they know a long and
costly primary campaign would
leave the GOP weaker against the
Democratic candidate?
*****
Frank Holmes is a veteran journalist and an outspoken conservative that talks about the news that
was in his weekly article, “On The

Republicans to the polls.
And trust me…they knew who
they were.
It’s a simple vote history database. Every party organization and
every campaign has access to them.
It’s VERY simple to identify which
registered Republicans, based on

their past voting record, are unlikely
to vote, especially in a non-presidential election year.
You just have to focus SERIOUS
effort on actually getting them to
the polls or mailing in their ballots
rather than simply dropping literature on their doorsteps.

Physician, heal thyself.
And with that, I’m going to go
pack for ConservaCruise ’22. See
ya in 10 days.
Chuck Muth is president of
Citizen Outreach, publisher of
Nevada News & Views and blogs
at MuthsTruths.com.

House six years ago.
Trump jumped into the political arena in
2015. It’s almost eight years later, and an
argument can be made that there’s simply
too much Trump-fatigue. The nicknames
and petty insults feel old and repetitive. And
then there are Jan. 6 and the Mar-a-Lago/
documents controversy, which only add to
the fatigue.
There’s also the motivation factor: No
candidate energizes an electorate quite like
Trump. Voters could be angry about President

Biden’s handling of inflation, crime, the border, education, and they could have concerns
about Biden’s age, but still vote for Biden and
against Trump largely because they want to
avoid the drama that would inevitably come
with four more years of a President Trump.
The irony is that voters generally agree
with Trump’s worldview and policies. They
prefer much lower inflation and gas prices.
They embrace a safe, secure U.S. southern
border. They want a president who backs
law enforcement. They agree with his trade

policies.
But as we saw on Tuesday night, those
who ran and won without Trump’s endorsement or blessing in Florida and Georgia won
“bigly,” as he might say. Glenn Youngkin (R)
did the same in Virginia in 2021.
Youngkin, Kemp, DeSantis. It’s the Atlantic Coast Conference of younger, successful,
principled leaders.
“The people have delivered their verdict:
Freedom is here to stay,” DeSantis, 45, declared during an acceptance speech Tuesday
night. “Now, thanks to the overwhelming
support of the people of Florida, we not only
won this election; we have rewritten the political map.” Those who once wouldn’t have
thought about voting Republican did so for
DeSantis; the GOP base became even more
loyal, and independents broke hard for him.
The same scenario could repeat itself if
he’s the GOP’s 2024 presidential nominee.
Ask yourself this: If Trump and DeSantis
both run, which appears to have momentum
at his back? Which is the more discipled
candidate? Which has the least baggage? And
which is undefeated as a candidate?
The answers are obvious.
*****
Joe Concha is a media and politics columnist.
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No time to waste — here are the top three
border security priorities for next Congress

By Mark Morgan and Tom Homan
When the next Congress is seated in
January, it will do so with a clear mandate
to undo the devastation caused by the Biden
administration. At the top of that list must be
stopping his historic border crisis, securing
the border and reducing illegal immigration.
The situation on the southern border
is truly unprecedented. We have seen record-breaking month after record-breaking
month of apprehensions. Border officials
have encountered more than 5.5 million
people (including more than a million known
“got-aways” and an untold number of violent
criminals, gang members and potential terrorists) since Biden took office.
The cartels have seized operational control
of our southwest border as an increasingly
beleaguered Border Patrol has been pulled
from front line duties to focus on processing and releasing record numbers of illegal
immigrants.
Fentanyl pouring across the border is now
the leading killer of Americans age 18-45.
And more migrants are dying, too — more
than 1,300 have lost their lives on U.S. soil
on Biden’s watch, the most ever recorded.
Congress must hold the administration
accountable for unleashing this chaos and
carnage.
The first order of business is to impeach
Homeland Security Secretary Alejandro
Mayorkas. He was warned what would
happen if the successful Trump-era border
policies were dismantled. He dismantled
them anyway and has presided over the
worst border crisis in American history —
all while lying repeatedly to the American
people about it.
He has refused to take any responsibility
for his role in this crisis or shown willingness
to re-think the policies that got us here. If he
disagreed with his boss’s directives, he should
have resigned. The last 18 months have made
clear that he’s fully on board with these ruin-

ous policies. He must be impeached.
An impeachment trial would give Congress the opportunity to present the American
people with the detailed case against Mayorkas, demonstrate his dereliction of duty and
offer a solution. Leadership matters, and we
will never begin to fix this crisis until Mayorkas is held accountability.
Second, Congress must fulfill its constitutional obligation to conduct meaningful
oversight.
Mayorkas may be the most visible face of
the border crisis, but he is far from the only
one responsible. The Biden administration
has worked closely with open-borders advocates both inside and outside of the federal
government to implement these ruinous policies. The American people deserve to know
the truth about who was involved, who was
central to pushing this agenda and why they
did so.
Actual oversight will also expose the
extent of the Biden administration’s push
for open borders, and the dishonesty with
which administration officials have handled
the crisis.

Just a few weeks ago, Washington was
rocked by emails obtained by the Heritage
Foundation’s Oversight Project that showed
Secretary Mayorkas knew that mounted
Border Patrol agents accused of whipping
illegal aliens in Del Rio, Texas, last year were
innocent of the charge.
Yet, after receiving this information, he
went to the White House podium and continued to advance the false narrative.
Congress needs to perform its constitutional duty and exercise meaningful oversight of this administration.
Finally, the new Congress must pass
legislation that begins to undo the damage
Biden and Mayorkas have caused.
We were proud to work earlier this year
with Heritage, the National Border Patrol
Council, FAIR and more than two dozen
other organizations and former administration officials to craft an overarching policy
agenda for this next Congress.
That agenda includes legislation that gives
Border Patrol the authority to immediately
expel illegal immigrants and provides funding for further construction of an effective

border wall system.
“Remain in Mexico,” one of the policies
most effective in reducing illegal immigration and asylum fraud, should be re-instated
via legislative action. Lawmakers should
also end “catch and release” by terminating
the Flores settlement agreement that limits
detention of family units to 20 days.
Congress must reform the asylum system
to eliminate rampant fraud and loopholes,
including the loophole in the Trafficking
Victims Protection Reauthorization Act that
has encouraged cartels to exploit unaccompanied minors. Individuals should also be made
ineligible for asylum if they crossed through
a safe third country to enter the U.S. illegally.
These are just some of the steps Congress
can take.
Lawmakers must not fall into the trap of
simply throwing more money or resources at
the problem. This crisis was created by bad
policy, and it will take good policy to undo
it. Simply hiring more Border Patrol agents
or increasing funding without accompanying
reforms won’t secure the border; it would
just help the Biden administration process
and release more illegal immigrants into the
country more quickly.
Even if open-borders advocates in the
Senate or White House stop commonsense
legislation from moving forward, they will
be forced to explain to Americans why they
have done so. That’s a fight we will win
every time.
We have given Congress a roadmap to
border security. They just need to put the
keys in the ignition and hit the gas.
This is a crisis moment for America.
Either act now or be remembered by history
for putting politics above country.
Tom Homan is the former acting ICE
director and a Heritage Foundation visiting
fellow. Mark Morgan is the former acting
commissioner of U.S. Customs and Border
Protection and a Heritage visiting fellow.

Biden pledges billions in climate spending
abroad, but more regulations on U.S. drilling
By Micaela Burrow
President Joe Biden announced
millions in spending aimed at
clamping down on greenhouse gas
emissions in a speech at the United
Nations climate summit in Egypt
on Friday.
The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) will tighten requirements for oil and gas companies to
cap methane emissions and mandate responses to credible reports of
excessive methane leaks, according
to a White House fact sheet released
ahead of Biden’s address. He also
announced hundreds of millions
in climate funding for poorer
countries across the world, seen
as vulnerable to climate change,
and pledged to meet the administration’s objective of $11 billion in
climate funding.
“I introduced the first piece of
climate legislation to the U.S. Senate in 1986, and my commitment
to this issue has been unwavering.

Today, I can stand as president of
the U.S. and can say with confidence we will meet our emission
reduction targets by 2030,” Biden
said at his “Decarbonization Day“
address at the COP27 international
climate summit, hosted this week in
Sharm El-Sheikh, Egypt.
At the summit, Biden promised $150 million in “emergency”
climate funding for Africa, $13.6
million for World Meteorological

Organization research and $15
million to deploy early-warning
weather forecasting systems across
the continent, according to the WSJ.
He also announced $100 million to
support the United Nations Adaptation Fund, a global bank of disaster
response funding to combat natural
disasters experts have pegged to a
warming climate.
However, the U.S. still owes
$50 million from 2021 pledges to

the fund, on top of an outstanding
$2 billion debt to the U.N. Green
Climate Fund, The Wall Street
Journal reported.
“We’re proving that good climate policy is good economic
policy,” Biden added.
The EPA rule, if enacted, will
affect thousands of wells, storage
tanks and natural gas processing
facilities across the U.S., with operators forced to replace equipment
that violates EPA regulations and
buy new monitoring equipment,
the WSJ reported. Methane can
capture as much as 80 times more
heat than carbon dioxide in its first
20 years in the atmosphere, making
it one of the largest contributors to
climate change.
“Flaring,” a technique that involves releasing excess methane
produced from gas and oil wells
into the atmosphere, would also be
restricted under the new rules, EPA
Administrator Michael Regan said,

according to the WSJ.
“We must lead by example when
it comes to tackling methane pollution — one of the biggest drivers
of climate change,” Regan said in
a statement.
Industry executives warned that
the new regulations could cripple
smaller oil and gas companies that
can’t afford to refurbish or replace
equipment to meet regulations, the
WSJ reported.
“While everyone wants to produce oil and natural gas using sound
environmental procedures, there
will always be a need to assure
that the regulatory structure is cost
effective and technologically feasible,” Lee Fuller of the Independent
Petroleum Association of America,
told the WSJ in a statement.
Micaela D. Burrow is a national
security, defense and foreign affairs
reporter at the Daily Caller News
Foundation. Cyber threat research
is a hobby.

his grasp on power. Or that a major
purveyor of public commentary
and its spokespeople would now be
spewing out favorable drivel about
the world’s autocrats to compliant
audiences.
Quite frankly, this veteran is
disgusted with the behavior that
has been exhibited by that former
president and many of his adoring
followers for the last several years,
leading up to the ugly, divisive
election campaign that culminated
on Nov. 8. If we can’t, as a nation,
behave much better than that, the
service of our veterans will have
largely been in vain.
If we take seriously our obligation to honor those who have risked
their lives to protect and preserve

the American system, each and
every one of us must stay better informed on the issues of critical importance to the nation. That means
breaking free of spoon-fed “news”
by propaganda outlets. It means
keeping tabs on our elected officials
and calling them out when they
involve themselves in false claims
or conspiracy theories. It means requiring our public schools to double
down on civics education so that we
can have a better informed public.
And it means making it easier, not
harder, for citizens to exercise their
right to vote. Those steps would go
a long way to realizing the goals
that America’s veterans put their
lives at risk to attain.
From the standpoint of one of
the millions who have served in the
nation’s armed forces, what I would
most like to see is a nation at peace
with itself, much like the nation
that returning veterans of World
War II found. If those who served
the country can work together in
common purpose to fight an enemy
on foreign soil, is it too much to ask
that the people of this country try a
little harder to achieve unity on the
home front?
Jim Jones is a Vietnam combat
veteran who served eight years
as Idaho attorney general (19831991) and 12 years as a justice on
the Idaho Supreme Court (20052017). He is a regular contributor
to The Hill.

What will it take to achieve national unity?
By Jim Jones
Americans observed Veterans
Day on Nov. 11. We watched parades, waved flags, ate hot dogs and
heard speeches about how much we
owe those who have served in the
nation’s military. It is well, good
and appropriate that we took that
opportunity to honor and thank
our veterans, but we owe them so
much more.
Veterans did not put their lives
at risk just to get thanks and praise
in some future ceremony. They did
it to safeguard the American way
of life for tomorrow’s generations
— to preserve the system of government that has provided us the blessings of liberty since the American
experiment began in 1776.
Men and women who serve in
the U.S. military are required to
carry out their orders to the best
of their ability. That is their role
in this remarkable democracy, and
they have fulfilled it in exemplary
fashion, even in the most desperate
circumstances — the landing at
Omaha Beach in Normandy, the
bitter combat on Iwo Jima, the human wave assaults in sub-zero cold
at Chosin Reservoir in Korea, the
deadly Battle of Hue in South Vietnam, the second battle for Fallujah
in Iraq and the desperate struggle at
Kamdesh in Afghanistan.
Through it all, our military
personnel did all that was asked of
them, performing in an exceptional

manner. They did not do it to bask
in glory at some future Veterans
Day. They were told their service
was essential to protect America’s
democracy, even at the cost of their
very lives. Many paid that ultimate
price, thinking that preservation of
our self-governed union was well
worth the cost.
Americans returning from the
battlefields of World War II must
have felt a great sense of accomplishment. They had worked as one
with the folks at home to defeat the
Axis powers and save the world
from tyranny.
The American public was certainly thankful for what they had
done. As a teenager in the 1950s,
I remember having great pride in

them and thinking that with people
like our G.I.s, there was nothing the
United States of America could not
do. The idea of being part of a unified, winning team was exhilarating
and gave promise of a bright future.
It is hard to contemplate the severe emotional trauma those veterans would have suffered if they had
known that a future U.S. president
would be enthralled with autocrats such as Vladimir Putin, Kim
Jong-un and Xi Jinping, heartless
killers much like the dictators they
were protecting Americans from
in World War II. Or that the same
president had employed the “Big
Lie” technique, which had been
perfected by those earlier despots,
in a desperate attempt to maintain
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US must fight for press freedom:
Even against its closest allies

By Robert Mahoney
When American journalist Daniel Pearl
was murdered in Pakistan in 2002, the
United States sent the FBI to investigate the
killing of one of its citizens. After American
Palestinian journalist Shireen Abu Akleh
was killed in the Israeli-occupied West Bank
earlier this year, FBI agents never budged.
Why has the Biden administration not
sent a team to carry out a thorough on-theground investigation into the shooting of the
Al Jazeera TV reporter? Are U.S. citizens of
Palestinian origin less important than others?
Is Israel treated more favorably than other
U.S. allies?
These are some of the questions raised
by the inaction of an administration that
has been urged by 57 Democratic members
of Congress and 24 senators to launch an
independent inquiry into the shooting. The
administration condemned the killing but
has effectively absolved Israel of moral
responsibility for yet another in a long line
of journalist killings in the West Bank and
Gaza Strip.
Abu Akleh was shot in the head while
reporting on an Israeli army raid in the
West Bank town of Jenin on May 11. She
was wearing a helmet and a protective vest
marked “PRESS” as she had done on countless assignments covering the Israeli-Palestinian story for almost 25 years.
Israel immediately blamed the death on
Palestinian militants. One army spokesman
even described Abu Akleh and other journalists as “filming and working for a media
outlet amidst armed Palestinians. They’re
armed with cameras, if you’ll permit me to
say so.”
Analysis of footage conducted by Al Jazeera and others immediately cast doubt on
the army’s version of events. Investigations

Yellow tape marks bullet holes on a tree and a portrait and flowers create a makeshift
memorial, at the site where Palestinian-American Al-Jazeera journalist Shireen Abu Akleh
was shot and killed in the West Bank city of Jenin, May 19, 2022.
by CNN, the New York Times, the Washing- gunmen were responsible, a theory discreditton Post, the Associated Press, Bellingcat and ed by every independent inquiry.
the United Nations found that she was most
The State Department welcomed the relikely shot by the army.
port and pledged to continue to push Israel
In July, after its own brief forensic in- to review its policies and practices to ensure
vestigation, the U.S. acknowledged that a similar incident cannot happen again. For
the Israel Defense Forces (IDF) was “likely everyone from the Abu Akleh family to other
responsible” for the shooting but added that journalists, the U.S. response was late and
there was ”no reason to believe that this was lacking.
intentional.” The statement added that the
Once again Washington had shielded its
bullet that killed Abu Akleh was “badly dam- Middle East ally from international scrutiny
aged, which prevented a clear conclusion” and criticism. Just days before the killing, on
into who fired the shot.
World Press Freedom Day, Biden had vowed
In September, an IDF report concluded to uphold press freedom globally. Here was
that one of its soldiers had shot Abu Akleh a chance to do so, but Israel’s political influby mistake. In line with previous investiga- ence in the U.S. won out.
tions into journalist shooting deaths, the IDF
That did not surprise Abu Akleh’s niece,
declined to publicize evidence, name those Lina, who has taken up the fight for justice
responsible or pursue criminal charges. It for her aunt. In an op-ed for The Washington
even left open the possibility that Palestinian Post, she noted how other U.S. citizens had

been killed with impunity in the Palestinian
territories — including the 2003 bulldozing-death of peace activist Rachel Corrie.
Realpolitik was on display in July when
Biden traveled to Israel but declined to meet
with the Abu Akleh family. On that same
Middle East trip, he went to Saudi Arabia, the
country responsible for the murder of Washington Post columnist and U.S. permanent
resident Jamal Khashoggi. Before becoming
president, Biden had vowed to hold the Saudi
kingdom and its de facto ruler, Crown Prince
Mohamed bin Salman, to account for the
killing. Instead, the crown prince is on the
road to rehabilitation.
The failure of the United States to act
decisively in these cases fuels the cancer of
impunity which is increasingly eating away
at the foundations of a free press globally.
Israel routinely shrugs off accusations of
misconduct by its security forces towards
Palestinian reporters, knowing that the U.S.
will shield it from meaningful international
sanction. In the past two decades, 18 of the 19
journalists killed in the occupied territories
died from suspected Israeli fire according
to the Committee to Protect Journalists, the
press-freedom watchdog where I work as the
director of special projects. Their cases have
never been fully investigated and the detailed
findings of IDF internal inquiries have not
been published.
This lack of transparency and self-examination means that the IDF is unlikely to
change the way it behaves towards journalists
covering its interactions with a Palestinian
population who want it out of their lives.
Israel has powerful allies and political influence in the United States. But Washington
equally has influence over a state that it props
up with nearly $4 billion a year in aid. It can
(See Mahoney, Page 20)

DC Republicans still haven’t learned a thing
By Keith Naughton
Fentanyl crisis, uncontrolled
borders, violent crime, children
subject to gender-reassignment surgery without any real standards, integrity of the FBI and IRS — there
are myriad issues a Republican
House could investigate and shine
a light on.
So, assuming the Republicans
take control of the House as expected, what will be the top priority
of incoming Oversight Committee
Chairman James Comer (R-Ky.)?
Hunter Biden.
There is no indication the public
has Hunter Biden’s escapades as
a priority, not with all the serious problems facing the country.
Hunter Biden was not an issue in
the midterms and — outside of
a smattering of obsessives — is
hardly of any interest to the public
whatsoever.
Make no mistake: Hunter Biden
certainly appears to be a sleazy
operator, and he may very well be
guilty of criminal acts beyond his
past hard drug use. But there are
much bigger issues and a limited
public agenda. Perhaps Comer and
his motley crew of snoopers think
they will blow open some kind of
new Watergate scandal to bring
down the president, but — after
years of reporters and conservative
activists looking into Hunter — that
seems a fantasy, at best.
The Hunter Biden obsession
highlights a fundamental problem
for Republicans: Critical segments
of the Party leadership are ignorant
about real politics, uninterested in
governing, determined to remain
losers.

Does any Republican leader
know how to read a poll?
With Republicans holding an
issue advantage on inflation, immigration and crime — and a president
with a negative approval rating —
they really had to work to screw
up. And boy, did they. For the GOP,
2022 was not so much death by a
thousand cuts as humiliation by a
dozen idiot blunders. For example,
Sen. Rick Scott (R-Fla.), whose
chairmanship of the Republican
Senate campaign committee apparently means nobody else wanted
the job, decided to tout entitlement
reform — changing Social Security
— for no discernible reason.
Anyone with even a passing
acquaintance with American political history knows that Democrats
pounded Republicans for years on
Social Security — and the issue is
still looming in the background.
According to the August Morning
Consult benchmark poll, voters
trust Democrats over Republicans
on Social Security and Medicare
by a margin of 49 percent to 34
percent. Senior Citizens — the
Republicans’ best demographic

voting bloc — trust Democrats 46
percent to 42 percent on the issue.
Not surprisingly (except apparently
for Scott), Social Security is an important issue for them, with nearly
one-third naming it their top issue.
President Reagan understood the
danger of this issue. He presided
over the last major change in Social
Security — but Reagan did not do it
on his own: He set up a bipartisan
commission. In effect, he told Democrats that the Republicans were not
about to take a bullet on the issue
and let Democrats off the hook.
Scott wasn’t half so savvy.
While Scott’s epic blunder on
its own may not have cost the GOP
its hoped-for majorities, it certainly
didn’t help. It added another layer
of buffoonery to the GOP brand.
Not content to cede title of
“Most Clueless Washington Republican” to Sen. Scott, House
Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy
(R-Calif.) got into the act with his
unnecessary declaration about aid
to Ukraine, implying that it would
be curtailed under Republicans.
Again, a quick glance at polling —
any polling — would have shown

McCarthy this was a bad idea.
According to YouGov, 52 percent
of Americans favor keeping aid
the same or increasing it; only 24
percent are opposed. Republicans
support aid to Ukraine 44 percent
to 36 percent; independents support
it 43 percent to 24 percent.
There is plenty of room for
criticism of Biden’s herky-jerky,
incoherent, nonstrategic Ukraine
policy — but McCarthy failed
utterly in his framing. If he had
declared that a Republican House
would expect the Europeans, whose
security is most at stake, to do more
— if he had criticized the Europeans for failing to adequately support
Ukraine and leaving the job up to
America — he would have had a
winning message. Instead, McCarthy decided to cater to a fringe
element within the GOP.
2022 was unquestionably
a debacle for Republicans
Let’s be absolutely clear: Republicans, given the circumstances,
performed worse in the 2022 midterms than any opposition party in
modern American political history.
The opposition party has elected at least 230 House members
in every first midterm where the
president had negative approval
ratings — until 2022.
In the Senate, only twice since
1934 has the opposition party (in
both cases the Democrats) failed
to gain seats (1970 and 2018). In
1970, President Nixon had an approval rating near 60 percent, and
in 2018, Republicans simply won
seats in states Trump had won.
The minimum expectation for
Republicans should have been at

the very least 230 House seats and
52 Senate seats — maybe, you drop
the Senate expectations down one
seat due to local factors. But there
is no question the GOP should have
come out of 2022 with majorities in
both chambers. The election was a
failure.
Consider the fact that, as I write
this, a vote switch of just 1 percent
from Democratic to Republican
candidates would mean Republican
victories in the Nevada Senate seat
and five House seats. The GOP candidates would be leading in three
additional uncalled House seats
and have a large enough margin in
several more to have the majority
without doubt.
Republicans threw away an easy
opportunity.
It was one blunder after another
— to an extent never before seen
in modern American politics. The
GOP literally did nothing right from
a campaign, issue-focus or leadership perspective. And yet, party
leaders have clearly learned nothing
— and are gearing up to indulge the
grievances of the loudest sliver of
the howling fringe.
Joe Biden was elected by doing
as little as possible and letting
Trump sink himself. If Republicans
continue to let the inmates run the
party asylum, Biden may well get
another four years.
*****
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.

Biden should not repeat Jimmy Carter’s windfall profits tax mistake

By Scott A. Hodge
President Biden recently went on TV to
denounce the “outrageous profits” of the
major oil companies and declare that he
would push Congress to enact a tax on their
excess profits.
But “excess profits” are in the eye of the
beholder, and oil companies have always
been the target of political scrutiny any time
they report large profits or the price of gasoline rises.
It is still surprising that Biden would
embrace a so-called “windfall profits tax”
on oil companies when it proved to be an
utter failure the last time it was tried under
President Jimmy Carter. It would be a mistake
for Congress to bring life to this proposal as
the lame-duck session approaches.
The Crude Oil Windfall Profit Tax of 1980
was intended to capture the excess profits
of the major oil companies after Carter and
Congress lifted the federally imposed price
controls on domestically produced oil, effectively deregulating the oil and gas market.
Despite its name, the policy didn’t tax the
income of oil companies, it placed an excise
tax on the difference between the market

price of oil and a fixed base price. The new
tax was expected to raise some $393 billion
over the following decade.
Not only did the tax fall short of expectations, but it also increased our dependence
on foreign oil, according to the nonpartisan
Congressional Research Service. They found
that “From 1980 to 1988, the WPT may have
reduced domestic oil production anywhere
from 1.2 percent to 8.0 percent … [while]

Dependence on imported oil grew between
3 percent and 13 percent.”
There were several reasons why the tax
was eventually repealed in 1988. First, it
was an administrative burden to the Internal
Revenue Service and a compliance burden
to the oil industry.
Next, since oil prices collapsed during
the 1980s, the tax generated only $80 billion
over a decade — a fraction of what had been
projected.
As a result of the domestic oil industry
falling on hard times, “Congress came to
view the windfall profit tax as a burden on
an industry that was becoming severely depressed due to the sharp drop in oil prices and
due to the volatility of oil prices.”
That may have been the last time anyone
in Washington felt sorry for the oil industry.
The 1980s experience was not unique.
Excess profits taxes were levied on all companies during World War I and World War II
when lawmakers thought firms were profiting
from the war effort. Their results foreshadowed the 1980s experience. The war taxes
were burdensome to administer and comply
with, and they stifled innovation. There

was also considerable debate over what
constitutes “excess profits” versus “normal
profits.” As Treasury Secretary Frederick
Vinson said at the time, “The difficulty is
that calling profits excessive does not make
them excessive. Calling profits normal does
not make them normal. Normal profits and
excessive profits look alike.”
Since there is no objective standard for
normal or excess profits, do we really want
politicians to make that decision?
Biden is hardly alone in responding to
political pressures to call for higher taxes
on oil companies. Lawmakers in at least 15
European countries have responded to public
anxiety over rising energy prices by either
enacting or considering excess profits taxes
on their energy companies.
But what may be good politics can often
be very bad tax policy and worse economics.
History has shown that windfall profits taxes
inevitably backfire. Biden should not repeat
Jimmy Carter’s mistake.
*****
Scott Hodge is president emeritus and
senior policy advisor at the Tax Foundation,
a Washington, D.C.-based think tank.
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Protecting federal judges is essential to nation’s security
By Laurence Tribe
We are living through a rising tide of
politically and racially motivated crimes of
violence, including assassination attempts
on public officials who are just doing their
jobs — operating the machinery of elections
essential to self-government or defending
those who carry out government functions,
including the judges on whom we depend to
administer our laws “without fear or favor.”
One such judge is U.S. District Judge Esther Salas of New Jersey. On July 19, 2020,
a lawyer posing as a FedEx delivery man
showed up at her home while she and her
husband were celebrating their son Daniel’s
birthday. The doorbell rang. Daniel ran to
answer the door. The lawyer’s gunshots hit
Daniel at close range in the chest; Daniel
died. Judge Salas’s husband, right behind
Daniel, was grievously wounded. “Daniel,
being Daniel, protected his father,” Judge
Salas said in a video released after the incident. Salas, the man’s original target, had
been in another room and narrowly avoided
the assailant’s attempt to kill her. The murderer, who fled and later took his own life,
was a self-proclaimed anti-feminist who had
tracked down the judge and her family on the
internet after harboring a grudge going back
to a case filed with Judge Salas in 2015. He
accused the judge of moving the case too
slowly, calling her a “lazy and incompetent
Latina“ in a racist, misogynistic manifesto
he left behind.
If a new bill pending in Congress, the
Daniel Anderl Judicial Security and Privacy
Act (“Daniel’s Law”), had been in force in
the preceding months, Judge Salas would
have had the option to ask that her family’s
personal information, including where they
lived and their birthdates, be removed from
the internet sites that enabled the murderer to
target them for assassination.
The law would also have prohibited the
sale of that personal information, making
its potentially dangerous continued dissemination far less likely. Unlike many of life’s
tragedies, Daniel’s death and the judge’s
ordeal were avoidable.

(Continued from Page 19)
do more than give Israel a slap on the wrist
from press-briefing podiums. It can pressure
Israel to accept an FBI or other independent
investigation.
The investigation into the 2002 beheading of the Wall Street Journal’s Daniel Pearl

Mahoney

Schlafly

(Continued from Page 15)
distort the outcome.
Early voting will begin for many
in the Georgia runoff between Herschel Walker and Raphael Warnock
by Sunday, Nov. 27. This is part of
the “souls to the polls” scheme of
manipulated and intimidated voting
used by Democrat bosses.
The misuse of early voting by
the Democratic political machine
is illustrated by a lawsuit just filed
in Georgia. Democrats demand that
a judge change the law and open
up early voting on two Saturdays
between now and its runoff.
Each election cycle leftists get
better at gaming the system and
racking up their numbers in states
that allow it. Polling numbers for
Republicans have traditionally underestimated their votes on Election
Day, but now ballot harvesting and
other forms of manipulation boost
Dems by many points in states that
allow it.
In 2024, no Republican nominee
will have a chance in states that
allow so much voter shenanigans.
Trump can still prevail by winning
Arizona, Wisconsin and Georgia,
but election integrity needs to be
restored there between now and the

Maramis

JUDGE ESTHER SALAS
Daniel’s Law is a narrowly tailored solution to a hugely important problem — important not just to the judges themselves but
to the vital job they perform in our federal
system, a job without which the entire edifice
of law would come crashing down.
The bill makes carefully designed exceptions for information “relevant to and displayed as part of a news story, commentary,
editorial, or other speech on a matter of public
concern.” Thus, the bill does not impinge on
political speech or on the public’s interest in
judicial accountability. At the same time, it
closes a gaping loophole in the protection of
the rights of privacy and, indeed, rights to
life, of those who construe and enforce our
federal laws.
The preamble identifies a primary culprit:
A “rise in the use of social media and online
access to information,” exposing federal
judges in particular “to an increased number
of personal threats in connection to their role”
by making it easier “for malicious actors to
discover where individuals live and where
they spend leisure hours and to find information about their family members.”
The vigilante violence facilitated by that
ease of access is an equal-opportunity plague,
endangering judges across the ideological
spectrum. The recent threats against Supreme
Court Justice Brett Kavanaugh following a
leaked draft of the court’s Dobbs decision,
and against Magistrate Judge Bruce Reinhart

for signing the search warrant for the FBI’s
raid on Mar-a-Lago, equally demonstrate
the urgent need for the better protection of
federal judges.
It has become plain that every judge is
at risk of becoming the victim of a crazed
assailant, a risk that extends to the members
of every judge’s family.
States can protect their own judges, as
New Jersey has done in the wake of Daniel’s
murder, but only Congress is in a position to
create a precise privacy-protecting tool for
the nearly 2,000 federal judges who interpret and apply national law. Why not give
those judges the modest power to request
in writing, either personally or through the
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, that
specified categories of personal information
— like their home addresses or details about
their children’s schedules — be kept private,
backed up with reasonable and modest procedures to remove that information from online
and other publicly accessible platforms?
It bears emphasis that this bill imposes
no criminal prohibition or provision for civil
damages and is entirely viewpoint-neutral,
authorizing lawsuits only to stop businesses
or individuals from defying requests not to
disclose, display, or disseminate specified
items of personal information — without
regard to the ideas expressed in the course
of doing so. It does not empower any government official to prevent or punish speech
that the official deems to be threatening or
otherwise objectionable.
Daniel’s Law imposes nothing beyond
a simple duty to comply with a specific
request to take down personal information.
Its straightforward judicial enforcement
mechanism eliminates any risk of censorship
of disfavored content, much like a law protecting the identities and addresses of persons
in a witness protection program or permitting
individuals to sue to prevent publication of
their personal medical data or their diaries.
As a strong defender of the rights of free
speech and press, and as the lawyer who
argued and won the first Supreme Court
case establishing a right of the press and the

public to attend and observe criminal trials,
Richmond Newspapers v. Virginia, over four
decades ago, I think it makes a mockery of
the First Amendment to suggest this law endangers anyone’s rights to speak freely and
publish without fear of censorship.
Suggestions by the bill’s opponents that
innocuous conduct like “tweeting happy
birthday to a judge“ might be stifled by the
bill’s language are worse than silly: They flatly misrepresent the law’s carefully circumscribed reach and trivialize a problem that
goes to the heart not just of our democracy
but of any civilized society in which violent
vigilante justice has no place.
Daniel’s Law, a bill with broad bipartisan
support, was recently added to the Senate
version of the 2023 National Defense Authorization Act (the “NDAA”), an annual
package that funds our nation’s military. It’s
crucial that it remain part of the NDAA when
the Senate and House confer to reconcile
their versions of the bill.
Including Daniel’s Law in the final, mustpass NDAA would represent a kind of poetic
justice — because the case where the lawyer
who killed Danny was upset with his mother’s handling of the matter itself involved
equal access to military service without
regard to gender. But the real reason this
essential law belongs in the National Defense
Authorization Act is that putting judges at
risk for doing equal justice under the law
erodes our national security by undermining
the very fabric of America. Nothing could
be more germane to defending the nation
than defending those charged with applying
its laws.
If we are to safeguard the Constitution
and the rule of law, we must give federal
judges and their families the tools they need
to protect themselves and their essential work
from threats of violence.
Laurence H. Tribe is the Carl M. Loeb
University Professor and Professor of Constitutional Law Emeritus at Harvard, the
author of many books about the Constitution
and the Court, and a Supreme Court advocate. Follow him on Twitter @tribelaw.

was later criticized as flawed, and several
convictions in relation to the murder were
overturned by a Pakistani court. But at
least there was an investigation. That sent
a message that violence against American
journalists would not go unpunished.
The Abu Akleh family says Shireen

Abu Akleh was murdered. Israel denies it.
Without a thorough, independent investigation by a credible agency like the FBI, we
will never know and reporters, even those
wearing “PRESS” vests, will continue to be
potential targets.
*****

Robert Mahoney is director of special
projects at the Committee to Protect Journalists (CPJ). He writes and speaks on press
freedom and has led CPJ missions to global
hot spots from Iraq to Sri Lanka. He worked
as a reporter, bureau chief and editor for
Reuters around the world.

next election.
A long-time supporter of Phyllis
Schlafly won as attorney general
in Kansas, achieving a remarkable
political comeback that has left
Democrats speechless.
Kris Kobach, the leader against
illegal immigration and election
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children tried to take their mother’s mind
off the fact that there was very little to eat.
They asked her to read them a story or two
and listen to some music on the radio. But the
children still didn’t know how really strong
their mother was,
having to feed the family through thick
and thin but through far more thin.
Right about then the doorbell rang. She
opened the door to find a basket of food
sitting there right on the welcome mat, but
no person. There was a little note attached
that read, “Enjoy your dinner! She started to
cry. There were many, many tears before she
could even speak a word, but as soon as she
could speak, she turned to me and said, “God
is so good; we have so much to be thankful
for. Come, help me prepare our wonderful
dinner today!”
Yes, it was my mother who got that food
basket filled with everything we needed to
make a wonderful dinner, complete with
dessert, and the thanks didn’t stop there, at
our front door. Although my father was not
known as one to openly pray, my mother had
no reservations about offering some thanks
right at the dinner table to the person who
left the basket. And of course, while she was
in the thanking mode, she thanked God for

integrity with Phyllis before other
Republicans joined them, won a
stunning victory against intense
liberal opposition.
Three Midwestern states rejected ballot initiatives to legalize
recreational marijuana, despite tens
of millions spent to fool the public

whoever inspired that person to bring us that
basket. And we all said amen to that!
After experiencing that Thanksgiving Day
with my family many years ago, I’m an even
bigger fan of Thanksgiving Day than ever…
and the thanks-giving part especially.
So even though there is a little time left before Thanksgiving Day 2022 comes around,
there is one more Thanksgiving Day tale I can
share. Two years ago around this time, my
son-in-law’s best friend of years ago lost his
job, which meant no income for continuing
to pay the rent. So he was evicted from the
property. Anything that he was paying for
on time had to go back. He asked if he could
stay with us, which we of course agreed to.
We did not know at the time that he had
recently been in the hospital and had a very
traumatic experience. And on top of that,
he lost his girlfriend and was on the “outs”
with all of his family. We managed to collect
all his stuff and get it over to our house, but
he was now a man without a job, without a
permanent home, and without anyone to love
him — plus that, he was still recuperating
from his stay in the hospital.
It seemed like he needed the warmth of a
family and we tried to be his family, but he
never got over the fact that his mother didn’t
love him anymore, and outside of us, he had

about this issue. North Dakota,
Arkansas and South Dakota all
rejected legalizing cannabis, and
these states have more election
integrity than most liberal states do.
But in Michigan where voter
manipulation is rampant due to a
2018 ballot initiative, an abortion

no one. We had invited him to have Thanksgiving dinner with us, which would be the
“usual” big dinner, with other company but
we didn’t think it was so much because we
were now the ones that he had to count on
for his dinner every night.
But he kept dwelling on his bad luck
and misfortune and his feeling of being
unloved. It got to the point where he could
not even talk about it anymore and decided
suicide would be the best decision. So he
packed up some things and headed for his
mother’s house to stay overnight, even under
the circumstances of knowing how she felt
about him.
While they were at church that Sunday
before Thanksgiving, he found a shotgun in
the house and fulfilled his desire, right on
his mother’s bed.
This is a very sad tale, but things like that
happen, especially when the person in pain
doesn’t share that pain with us. The good
news is that that person is now out of pain
since I personally know that he loved God
and wished to go back to his Source, so it
was really only THIS life he felt he wanted to
leave and not his forever life. At some point
in his journey heavenward, he will realize it
was unkind to do what he did on his mother’s
bed, but if he can forgive her there’s always

bill passed. This again demonstrated why Phyllis was right to oppose
the enactment of new laws by popular vote that is so easily influenced
by the liberal media and funding.
Ballotpedia reports that more a
billion dollars were spent on ballot
initiatives in this election, including nearly $46 million to enact the
pro-abortion law in Michigan.
In Nevada, nearly $20 million
was spent to pass by a narrow 52
percent-48 percent the rankedchoice voting scheme for future
elections, which has blocked the
election of Sarah Palin in Alaska.
Donald Trump is the leader in
calling for election integrity, and
this recent election shows how
much our nation needs him. “We
will restore the vital civic tradition
of in-person voting on Election
Day,” he pledged at the Jan. 6
Capitol rally.
*****
Andy Schlafly is general counsel
to the Association of American
Physicians & Surgeons and founder of Conservapedia.com. He is
the son of Phyllis Schlafly (19242016) whose 27th book, “The
Conservative Case for Trump,” was
published posthumously on Sept. 6.

the chance that she can and will forgive him
— for whatever it was.
We can be very thankful for all the good
we have in our lives and pray for those in
the throes of sorrow, anguish, misery, or
pain. We can’t help everyone as easily as
that person brought us a basket full of food,
but we need to do whatever we can to help
those in distress to the full measure we can.
The least we can do is be available to talk
any time he is willing to share
And maybe we can then change some of
the endings of those sad tales into happier
endings.
It really is time to be grateful for what we
have and for what we don’t have, like the pain
and misery that others must bear, thanks to
COVID-19, which started the whole thing.
So put some deep thought into counting
your blessings and share them with those as
you go along your way. Thanksgiving is a
wonderful time and it needs to have its full
measure before we forget what it’s all about
and start wondering what we’re going to get
for Christmas!
Maramis Choufani is the Managing Editor of the Las Vegas Tribune. She writes a
weekly column in this newspaper. To contact
Maramis, email her at maramistribune@
gmail.com.
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Fresh snow prompts Alpine Slide
Big Bear to open for the season
Snowstorm comes at opportune time for those seeking to get away for November holidays

Fresh snow from this week’s storm combined with two weeks of snowmaking efforts
prompted Alpine Slide Big Bear to open its
snow tubing hills for the 2022-2023 season.
The snow-tubing park reported that its snow
base is three to four feet with three full-length
snow-tubing runs now open. Big Bear’s first
snowstorms of the season have come at an
opportune time, especially for folks looking
to getaway for one or both of the upcoming
November holidays. Up first is Veteran’s Day
this Friday, November 11 and then Thanksgiving follows two weeks later on Thursday,
November 24.
“This year Veteran’s Day is a little more
special because it falls on a Friday, which
gives families a great option to getaway
to Big Bear Lake for a three-day holiday
weekend.” added Eubanks. “And by the
time Thanksgiving comes around we should
accumulate even more snow with more open
runs!”
In addition to the great natural snow,
Alpine Slide Big Bear is prepared to make
even more snow with ideal snowmaking
conditions in the cards for the next seven to
10 days. Alpine Slide has ski-resort quality
snowmaking systems to ensure there is always snow for snow-tubing enthusiasts. It
also grooms its runs each night, which makes
ideal sliding conditions for the following
day. As winter continues both Mother Nature
and Alpine Slide will cover the snow-tubing
park with more of the white stuff, which will
eventually stack up to 15 to 20 feet of snow.
“The snowtubing season is off to a great
start! We’ve had excellent snowmaking opportunities so far this year, but the real star

of the show of course is Mother Nature!”
said Alpine Slide General Manager Julie
Eubanks. “The time is now to come up and
play in snow.”
Alpine Slide makes it easy to get to the
top of the hill too, with its Magic Carpet ride.
The moving conveyor belt eliminates the
stress of climbing the hill and provides more
opportunity for having fun on the slopes. For
added comfort, the Magic Carpet ride comes
equipped with a Plexiglass cover to shield

guests from winter-weather conditions.
This family-friendly recreation area gives
both kids and adults an opportunity to enjoy
the spirit of the winter season with other attractions that includes the Mineshaft Coaster,
the Alpine Slide ride and the Soaring Eagle.
The Mineshaft Coaster is the first and only
mountain coaster in California that offers an
extraordinary thrill ride that spans several
acres along the snow-covered mountains.
Guests can enjoy the thrills of this speedy

amusement-style ride while basking in Big
Bear’s glorious, white-capped winter scenery.
Another great attraction at Alpine Slide Big
Bear is the iconic Alpine Slide ride, which
resembles the Winter Olympics luge or bobsled. Riders navigate their own individually
controlled sleds down a quarter-mile-longconcrete track with high-banked turns and
long straightaways. Each sled is equipped
with Teflon runners, ball bearing wheels,
control handle and brakes. The Soaring eagle
ride gives thrill-seekers an opportunity to
soar like a bald eagle and take in the views
of Big Bear’s snow-covered terrain from
high above. Other options for fun at Alpine
Slide Big Bear include an 18-hole miniature
golf course, go-karts and video games. All
outdoor attractions are open during the winter
(weather permitting). The heated-base lodge,
with a family-priced snack bar, is a great
place to take a break and warm up with a
cup of hot cocoa.
Alpine Slide Big Bear is open daily for
snow tubing from 10 a.m. to 4 p.m. Night
tubing begins Friday, November 25, and
thereafter will be open every Friday, Saturday
and holiday nights from 5 p.m. to 9 p.m. All
other attractions at Alpine Slide at Magic
Mountain, which includes the Mineshaft
Coaster, the Alpine Slide ride, the Soaring
Eagle, mini-golf and go-karts are open
Monday to Friday from 10 a.m.- 4 p.m.,
and Saturdays and Sundays from 10 a.m. to
dusk. Alpine Slide Big Bear is located at 800
Wildrose Lane (just off Big Bear Blvd.). For
pricing, height requirements, and general
information call 909-866-4626 or visit AlpineSlideBigBear.com.

Clark County accepting applications for
Las Vegas Stadium Board of Directors

Clark County is now accepting applications from anyone interested in serving on
the Las Vegas Stadium Authority Board of
Directors.
Clark County commissioners will be
filling one seat on the nine-member stadium
board in December.
Prospective applicants are encouraged to
review the residency and experience requirements and recommendations for the position
before applying.
To serve on the board, one must reside
within 25 miles of the Clark County Government Center in downtown Las Vegas. All
applications must be received by 5 p.m. on
Wednesday, Dec. 7 to be considered.
The County Commission will consider the
applications and make an appointment during
its Dec. 20 meeting. The appointment is for
a four-year term that runs from Jan. 1, 2023,
through Dec.31, 2026.

The seat is currently occupied by Ken
Evans, whose appointment expires on Dec.
31. Stadium board members are not paid.
Applications and supporting documents
may be emailed to Stacie Sorenson at Stacie.
Sorenson@ClarkCountyNV.gov or mailed or
delivered to Stacie Sorenson in the County
Manager’s Office on the 6th floor of the
Clark County Government Center at 500
South Grand Central Parkway in downtown
Las Vegas.
The Las Vegas Stadium Authority is responsible for the ownership and oversight of
Allegiant Stadium. Its role and responsibilities include owning and overseeing the stadium and land, overseeing the distribution of
stadium-related room tax revenue as required
by law, and managing the Stadium Capital
Improvement Fund and related expenditures.
For more information about the board, please
visit www.lvstadiumauthority.com.

Lane restriction planned on I-15 to repair barrier rail

Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) crews will implement a multi-day closure of the
southbound HOV lane at Spring
Mountain Rd., along with shoulder
restrictions, next week to repair
the center barrier rail, which was
damaged in a crash.
Through Friday,
November 18 at 5 p.m.:
—Southbound HOV lane closed
at Spring Mountain Rd.
—Northbound and southbound
shoulder restricted at Spring Mountain Rd.
Crews will work between 4 a.m.

and 12 noon, but closures cannot be
removed until work is completed.
Motorists should use caution
while traveling through work
zones, and take alternate detour
routes, if possible. NDOT works
with Waze to inform the public
about planned highway restrictions.
Construction schedules are subject
to change due to weather or other
factors. For the latest state highway
conditions, visit nvroads.com or
call 511 before driving.
Stay connected with @NevadaDOT for traffic and project
updates via social media or online.

PETA calls on Feds to stop approving “humane” labels on meat
Government labels on meat
products that say “humane” or
“raised in a stress-free environment” are meaningless, according
to some animal-rights groups,
because the feds don’t verify the
companies’ practices on the ground.
The group People for the Ethical
Treatment of Animals, or PETA, has
just submitted a petition calling on
the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Food Safety and Inspection
Service to stop approving labels that
PETA calls “grossly misleading.”
Jared Goodman is the general
counsel for animal law at the PETA
Foundation.
“The government is enabling
companies to exploit consumers’

willingness to pay more for products that are made from animals
who are supposedly raised humane-

ly,” said Goodman, “but in reality,
suffer in many of the exact same
ways as those who are raised pur-

suant to regular industry standards.”
The USDA did not immediately
respond to a request for comment.
PETA says its investigations
show some companies with the
“humane” label — even some that
advertise themselves as “cage free”
still mutilate the beaks of poultry,
crush male chicks while they are
still conscious, and keep animals
in crowded sheds with little light
or room to roam.
The nonprofit Humane Farm Animal Care has created a “Certified
Humane Program” that evaluates
producers on standards of care in
raising and slaughtering animals.
But Goodman pointed out that
third-party programs are merely

voluntary. He said he thinks the
feds should not approve “humane”
labels, since companies have a
strong financial incentive to misrepresent the ways they treat animals.
”They don’t consider animal
welfare a priority,” said Goodman,
“and are not going to invest the
resources that are needed to provide
these animals with adequate care
before they’re ultimately sent to
the same slaughterhouses that kill
animals from factory farms.”
There are no federal anti-animal
cruelty laws, but states will investigate when complaints are filed.
PETA claims that adopting a
vegan diet is the only way to be sure
your meals are cruelty-free.

ARE YOU LISTENING?
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By Doug Dickerson
“There is a difference between
listening and waiting your turn to
speak” — Simon Sinek
Dana Visneskie tells the story of
a Native American and his friend in
downtown New York City, walking
near Times Square. It was during
the noon lunch hour and the streets
were filled with people. Cars were
honking their horns, taxicabs were
squealing around corners, sirens
were wailing, and the sounds of the
city were almost deafening.
Suddenly, the Native American
said, “I hear a cricket.” His friend
said, “What? You must be crazy.
You couldn’t possibly hear a cricket
in all this noise.”
“No, I’m sure of it, the Native
American said. “I heard a cricket.”
“That’s crazy,” said the friend.
The Native American listened
carefully and then walked across
the street to the big cement planter
where some shrubs were growing.
He looked into the bushes, beneath
the branches, and sure enough, he
located the cricket. His friend was
utterly amazed. “That’s incredible,”
said his friend. “You must have
super-human ears!” “No,” said the
Native American. “My ears are no
different from yours. It all depends
on what you’re listening for.”

DoUg DICkErsoN
It was not surprising to read
in a Business News Daily article
that in a study, 64 percent of 675
professional workers in the U.S.
and Canada who were polled said
that “leaders making decisions
without seeking input” was the
biggest problem. If that were not
bad enough, the article added that
38 percent of respondents said that
“leaders dismissing ideas without
exploring those ideas” is the second
biggest reason why people don’t
take initiative.
And herein lies the problem —
the disconnect if you will, between

leaders who do not listen and why
people are not more engaged in
their work. If those in leadership
simply do not listen or dismiss ideas
out of hand, where is the incentive
to be more engaged?
Consistently in any employee
engagement survey or reading on
the topic, it will almost always
identify listening as one of the
major concerns on the minds of
its respondents — and rightfully
so. Until we can get this right, it’s
going to be hard to make tangible
progress anywhere else.
So how can a leader develop this
important skill and increase their
influence regardless of where they
serve? I believe it comes down to a
few key concepts that when put into
practice can pay great dividends.
Be proactive
A good leader will always listen
to his or her people. But a proactive
leader will initiate the conversations. A proactive leader has his
finger on the pulse of the organization and will not sit back and wait
for people to come to him, but will
move toward the people.
A proactive leader is essentially
a proactive listener.
This means that the leader is
actively engaged with his or her
people and sees this engagement

BEHIND THE MIKE

“IF...”

By Michael A. Aun
Beside the word we, “if” is the
most complicated and undefined
two letter word I know. In short,
“better if than oops…” as the old
saying goes.
“If” is one of those words that
invites everyone’s dreams to come
to the fore. The greatest “if” in my
world is: What if the woman of my
dreams to whom I have been married for a half century had said ”no”
or ”let me think it over.” Thank God
for me she said “yes” on the first
go around.
“If” is one of those words that
removes risks from the future. It is
like a caveat that gives you permission to “try and fail.”
One of the things I have learned
from my grandbabies, (Adelaide
and her baby sister Amelia), is
they must keep on pushing… by
definition. It is their role and goal
in life…
Amelia is trying her best to learn
to walk now, though she is still
a bit from her goal. Adelaide has
been trucking along for a couple of
years. Amelia is right on her heels
(size wise), but she is still a bit of
a way from getting her wheels at
ten months of age. It will not deter
her effort as crawling, walking and
even running is just around the
corner.
It is so interesting to watch
new-born children as they explore
the unknown. If they knew how
terrified their parents, (Dr. Jessica
Aun and her husband Jason) were,
she might not even try.
But Amelia is like all kids
her age, fearless and ready for a
challenge. As Dolly Parton once
quipped: “The way I see it, if you
want the rainbow, you gotta put up
with the rain.”
At ten months of age, infants
cannot possibly know about rain
or rainbows. They simply know
that gravity is not necessarily their
friend or enemy. At that age, it is
not to hard fall unless you use your
head as landing gear.
Fortunately, most infants do

MICHAEL A. AUN
not know what they do not know.
They just keep plugging until they
get their confidence. What if we
adults took a clue from our infant
children and grandchildren? What
if we were just as brave?
I think infants believe, in their
heart-of-hearts, that it is their obligation to keep trying. They never
permit the ”what ifs” to get in their
way. Next step, well flying… of
course.
Infants like Amelia set their
goals ridiculously high because
they do not know any better. They
keep plugging because it is their
right, and in their infant minds, their
obligation to meet their next goal.

The nicest part of being an
infant is they think this is normal.
As they gain confidence with every
new step they take, they rebound
with every fall that comes with the
process. They do not know what is
or is not possible.
What if we adults faced our daily
challenges the same way? Even
infants know when to rest and when
to bounce back. Gravity, of course,
helps that decision along but they
never quit.
What if we learned from our
infant counterparts to never quit?
What I have surmised by observing
infant children is they learn along
the way. If they want a different
result, they need to do different
things.
Amelia is learning that every
day. Why can’t we adults recognize
the ‘gravity’ that is pulling us down
in our lives?
Sweet little Amelia is flaunting
her progress every day and will
soon show her elders how it is done.
Why can’t we learn from infants?
If… if only we could be better
witnesses to the world around us.
*****
Michael Aun is a syndicated columnist and writes a weekly column
for this newspaper. To contact Michael Aun go to www.aunline.com.

as a means to better serve the organization.
Proactive leaders are asking and
listening to questions such as: What
can we do to improve our product
or service? What can we do to improve our culture? What resources
do you need? What happens if we
don’t change? How can I help you?
By asking proactive questions
you keep your pulse on what’s
happening, what your people are
thinking, and how to best serve
them.
Be present
Your ability to listen is predicated by your ability to be present in
the moment. This is done by being
fully engaged and removing all
distractions. By doing this, your
people will know that they are important and that you are genuinely
interested in what they have to say.
Leaders who are present in the
moment and are actively listening
stand to gain a lot of insight that
would otherwise be missed. Leaders who are present are asking
questions like: Currently, what is
your greatest challenge? If you
could change one thing, what
would it be? As a team, do you
believe that we are moving in the
right direction? What do I need to
know that I don’t? What are your
growth goals and how can I help

you achieve them?
Be prepared
As a leader, you need to be asking key questions of your people
and listening. It’s not something
that you do to appease your people
and give the impression that you
care only to walk away and not act
on it. Your people do not need or
want your lip service.
Leaders who listen should be
prepared to act on what they’ve
heard.
The only thing worse than not
being engaged and listening to your
people is to have those conversations and not act on them.
As a leader, you need to be prepared to listen and then act.
Final Thoughts
Bryant H. McGill said, “One of
the most sincere forms of respect is
actually listening to what another
has to say.” And this will always
be one of your greatest challenges
as a leader. So make it a point to be
proactive, be in the moment, and
be prepared to act on what you’ve
heard. You’ll be the better leader
for it and your people will greatly
appreciate it.
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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Social Security awareneSS

Disagree with your Disability
Decision? we will take another look
By Barbara Duckett
Social Security Public Affairs
Specialist in Las Vegas
Social Security is here to help
secure today and tomorrow by
providing benefits and financial
protection for millions of people.
This assistance allows people with
severe disabilities and health conditions to take care of the necessities
of living, such as food, shelter, and
medications. It is imperative that we
continue to protect the integrity of
the disability program for everyone
by ensuring we make the correct
decision on each claim. However, if
you do not agree with our decision,
you can ask us to take another look
by filing an appeal.
Generally, there are four appeal
levels: 1) Reconsideration, 2) Hearing, 3) Appeals Council Review,
and 4) Federal Court Review. At
the Reconsideration level, someone
who did not make the first decision
on your claim will conduct a review
and accept any additional evidence.
Please note, in some states, appeals
may proceed directly to the next
step — the hearing.
If you disagree with the reconsideration decision, you can file
another appeal and your case will
go to the hearing level. You, and any
witnesses you bring, may present
your case in front of an administrative law judge during this stage.
The judge will then make a decision
based on the information. If you
disagree with the hearing decision,
you can ask for a review by the Social Security Appeals Council. The
Appeals Council can either make a
decision or return your case to the
judge for further review.
If you disagree with the Appeals

Council’s decision or they decide
not to review your case, the last
step in the appeals process is filing a
lawsuit in a federal district’s court.
You will be notified of our decision
in every step of the process and the
notice will have the information
needed should you decide to appeal
the decision.
If you receive a denial notice,
you have 60 days from that date
to file an appeal. There are several
ways to obtain the proper appeal

forms. The easiest and quickest way
is filing online by visiting www.socialsecurity.gov/benefits/disability/
appeal.html.
You will be able to submit documents electronically to associate
with your appeal request. You can
also call us at 1-800-772-1213 or
visit your local Social Security
office to obtain the forms.
Many people wonder if they
need a lawyer when filing and appealing disability benefits. Whether

you choose to appoint an attorney
or authorized representative is completely up to you. However, it is not
required that you have one in any
part of the process or in conducting business with Social Security.
If you decide to appoint a representative, be sure to complete the
necessary documents to authorize
us to speak to them on your behalf.
You can also read our publication
Your Right to Representation at
www.socialsecurity.gov/pubs/EN-

05-10075.pdf.
Social Security takes considerable pride in administering program
benefits timely and accurately. The
disability program is no exception.
This is why we encourage you to
contact us as soon as possible if you
disagree with our decision.
Give us a call, visit the local
office, or go online at www.socialsecurity.gov/benefits/disability/
appeal.html so we can take another
look at your claim.

Retire Online with Social Security, Quickly and Easily
By Barbara Duckett
Social Security Public Affairs
Specialist in Las Vegas
The idea of applying for Social Security
retirement benefits might seem daunting, but
it’s not. There’s no need to visit an office.
You don’t have to use the phone. We have
an online retirement application that you can
complete in as little as 15 minutes and from
the comfort of your home or office.
In most cases, once your application is
submitted electronically, you’re done.
There are no forms to sign and usually no
documentation is required.
Social Security will process your application and contact you if any further information is needed.
It’s as simple as that. You can start your
application now at www.socialsecurity.gov/
benefits/retirement.
You can apply online for retirement benefits or benefits as a spouse if you:
—are at least 61 years and 9 months old;
—are not currently receiving benefits on
your own Social Security record;
—have not already applied for retirement
benefits; and
—want your benefits to start no more than

4 months in the future. (We cannot process
your application if you apply for benefits
more than 4 months in advance.)
You’ll have to create or sign into your
my Social Security account as part of your
application. If you don’t have an account
yet, this is a perfect time to create one. Just
as important, this is where you will be able to
check your application for benefits. Like our
other online services, my Social Security is
available on your time and there’s no waiting
in line or on the phone. You can see your
entire work history going back to your first
job to make sure we have all of your wages
correctly tallied. Create or sign into your account at www.socialsecurity.gov/myaccount.
Are you curious about how much your
retirement benefits will be? You can get an
idea of what your benefits will be using our
Retirement Estimator at www.socialsecurity.
gov/benefits/retirement/estimator.html.
Social Security provides services for
millions of people, but we also want to make
your experience with us as simple and easy as
possible. Our many online services, including
retiring online, are part of that mission. You
can access more at www.socialsecurity.gov/
onlineservices.

Who to Contact: Social Security or Medicare?

By Barbara Duckett
Social Security Public Affairs
Specialist in Las Vegas
Sometimes it’s confusing to know who
to contact and for what. Social Security and
Medicare offer related services, so people
aren’t always certain who does what. This

“cheat sheet” can help.
Contact Social Security to:
—See if you’re eligible for Medicare;
—Create a my Social Security account to
do things like request a replacement Medicare
card and report a change of address, name,
or phone number;

—Sign up for Medicare Part A (Hospital
Insurance) and Medicare Part B (Medical
Insurance);
—Apply for Extra Help with Medicare
prescription drug coverage (Part D) costs;
—Report a death; and
—Appeal an Income-Related Monthly

Adjustment Amount (IRMAA) decision (for
people who pay a higher Part B and/or Part
D premium if their income is over a certain
amount).
Find information on how to do all of this
and more at www.socialsecurity.gov and
www.socialsecurity.gov/benefits/medicare.
Contact Medicare to:
—See what services Medicare covers;
—Get detailed information about Medicare health and prescription drug plans in
your area, including costs and services;
—Choose and enroll in a Medicare health
or prescription drug plan that meets your
needs;
—Find a Medicare Supplement Insurance
(Medigap) policy in your area;
—Find doctors, health care providers, and
suppliers who participate in Medicare;
—Get information and forms for filing a
Medicare appeal or for letting someone speak
with Medicare on your behalf;
—Compare the quality of care provided
by plans, nursing homes, hospitals, home
health agencies, and dialysis facilities; and
—View Medicare publications.
Visit www.medicare.gov for these services.
If you need to find out your claim status, find out deductibles, or get answers to
premium payment questions, you can call
1-800-MEDICARE (1-800-633-4227; TTY:
1-877-486-2048).
Determining who to contact is the first
step in getting the answers you need. Please
share these lists with family and friends who
need to know more about Social Security
and Medicare.
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What You
Need To
Know
By Dr Nina Radcliff

Reducing Type 2
Diabetes Health Risks
— Body and Mind —

By Dr. Nina Radcliff, MD
One of the best health strategies
you can adopt is prevention. In
other words, to gain understanding
and take action in making wise
choices so as to help prevent illness
or disease before it happens. One
example of that kind of prevention
is dealing with Type 2 Diabetes.
While your genetics are hardwired, there are still steps you can
take to reduce your risk for Type 2
Diabetes. Yes! The good news is
that Type 2 Diabetes is largely preventable. In fact, it is estimated that
90 percent of the cases of Type 2
Diabetes today could be avoided by
being aware of lifestyle risk factors
and taking the necessary steps to
modify them. This includes keeping
your weight under control, exercising more, eating a healthy diet,
managing stress, and not smoking.
And yet, tragically, Type 2
Diabetes is a growing epidemic in
the United States. Over one-third
of the American population have
a blood glucose level above the
normal range, and it is estimated
about 6 million don’t know they
have the disease. This disease, once
called adult-onset diabetes, is now
beginning to show up in teenagers
and children.
The problems behind the numbers are even more alarming. It’s
the seventh leading cause of death
in the U.S., directly causing thousands upon thousands of deaths
each year while contributing to
even thousands more. Diabetes
is the leading cause of blindness
and kidney failure among adults.
It causes mild to severe nerve
damage that, coupled with diabetes-related circulation problems,
can lead to the loss of a leg or foot
(amputation). And Type-2 Diabetes
significantly increases the risk of
heart disease.
You may be familiar with the
risk factors for Type 2 Diabetes,
including a lack of physical activity,
being overweight, having high cholesterol and high blood pressure, or
having a family history of diabetes,
heart disease, or stroke.
Are you also aware that psychological factors may also play a
role in the development of Type 2
Diabetes? Living with depression
may make the risk higher, and a
new study just released suggests
that work-related stress may also increase the likelihood of developing
the condition, at least for women.
And overall, the combination of
mentally tiring work and Type 2
Diabetes are increasing as a prevalent phenomenon.
What is Diabetes
or Diabetes Mellitus?
A metabolic disorder where
the body is unable to produce or
appropriately respond to insulin.
Metabolism is defined as chemical
processes that occur in living organisms to maintain life.
Insulin is a hormone, produced
by our pancreas. It functions as a
“key” that allows sugar/glucose to
enter our cells from the bloodstream
and be broken down to provide
energy. It also signals our liver,
muscle, and fat tissues to take up
sugar and convert it to glycogen
which can be broken down and
utilized as fuel when glucose levels in the bloodstream drop. Thus,
storing it for future use. As a result,
insulin’s role is to keep our blood
sugar levels normal — not too high,
not too low.
Diabetics are unable to properly
access glucose from the bloodstream and, as a result, experience
elevated blood glucose levels. Over
time, this can lead to a number of
long-term complications.
What are the different
types of diabetes mellitus?
Although they have the same
name, diabetes, there are two very
different types: Type 1 or insulin-dependent diabetes and Type 2
or non-insulin dependent diabetes,
which comprises the vast majority

(ninety percent) of all cases.
—Type 1 Diabetes — the pancreas does not produce insulin,
likely from autoimmune destruction of insulin-producing cells. It
is usually diagnosed in children and
young adults.
—Type 2 Diabetes — our cells
do not properly respond to insulin,
known as insulin resistance, or
the pancreas cannot make enough
insulin. It can result from genetics, as well as poor diet, physical
inactivity, and being overweight.
In fact, when it comes to Type 2
Diabetes — the most common form
of diabetes — lifestyle changes not
only can prevent but in some cases,
reverse it.
—Gestational diabetes — a
temporary form of diabetes that
occurs during pregnancy because
the mother cannot produce adequate amounts of insulin or her
cells become insulin-resistant. It
generally resolves after delivery
but may mean an increased risk of
developing diabetes down the road.
What is prediabetes?
There are an estimated 86 million adults with prediabetes, characterized by insulin resistance and
elevated blood sugar levels. Prediabetes is when blood sugar levels
are elevated compared to normal,
however, they are not quite high
enough to meet the criteria for a
diabetes diagnosis.
People with prediabetes generally don’t have any symptoms.
Thus, it is important to have regular
checkups with a primary care physician and discuss risk factors. And,
too, with early diagnosis, it can often be reversed. You may be able to
return to a healthy blood sugar level
and prevent the onset of Type 2
diabetes and the resultant ill-effects
of high blood sugar levels.

Symptoms of diabetes:
Insufficient fuel and elevated
blood glucose levels can result in
three major symptoms: polyphagia,
polydipsia, and polyuria. Polyphagia means increased hunger and
appetite. When glucose cannot
enter our cells and be utilized as
fuel, alarms sound off that we are
hungry and need to eat. Polydipsia
is the term for increased thirst and
fluid intake and is linked to our
body’s attempt to excrete sugar in
our blood via urine, resulting in
polyuria, or frequent urination.
Complications:
Chronically elevated blood
sugars in our blood vessels cause
inflammation and a myriad of molecular issues that result in damage
to them. This manifests in serious
complications including vision
problems and blindness, stroke,
heart disease, kidney disease and
failure, limb amputations, and impaired wound healing and immune
system function.
Unfortunately, they are more
common than we may think. Diabetic retinopathy is the leading
cause of blindness in American
adults — affecting more than 4.1
million people. And, according to
the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC), in 2014 there
were 108,000 adults that required
a lower-extremity amputation
(toes, feet) and over 52,000 whose
diabetes caused them to develop
kidney failure.
Lifestyle changes to help
prevent diabetes or stave off
complications of diabetes:
Proven and effective steps include:
—Maintain a healthy weight
— According to The Harvard

School of Public Health, increased
weight is the single most important
cause of Type 2 Diabetes—elevating risk by seven times!! Science
shows that excess fat promotes insulin resistance by our cells as well
as signals our liver to inappropriately increase glucose production.
The combination results in elevated
blood sugars. The good news is that
when pre-diabetics or diabetics
lose just 5-10 percent of their body
weight, their blood sugar levels
improve profoundly. In one study,
pre-diabetics who did lowered their
risk of developing diabetes by 58
percent!
—Physical activities — It is
a major component of prevention
as well as blood glucose level
control. When we are active and
moving, our cells become more
sensitive to insulin and, too, are
better able to remove glucose from
the bloodstream using a mechanism
totally separate from insulin. And
although recommendations vary
on how much physical activity is
ideal, aiming for at least 30 minutes of moderate-intensity aerobic
activity 5 or more days of the week
is a great start.
—Sedentary activities — sitting at work, in a classroom, browsing the internet, using social media,
or watching television—can result
in insulin resistance. Interrupt prolonged sitting time by standing up
and stretching, swinging your arms,
taking a short walk, or going up a
flight of stairs.
—Increase fiber consumption
— Research shows that diabetics
who consume 50 grams of fiber a
day are able to control their blood
sugars better than those who ate
far less. Fiber can “soak” up sugar

in the intestines preventing it from
being absorbed and raising blood
sugar levels. It is abundant in fruit,
veggies, nuts, whole grains, and
legumes.
—Quit or don’t start smoking — Nicotine, which is found in
tobacco products and e-cigarettes,
promotes insulin resistance. This
can increase your risk of developing
pre-diabetes or Type 2 Diabetes or
making your diabetes worse.
—Manage Stress — Chronic
stress, depression, and mental
tiredness have been identified as
risk factors for diabetes amongst
women. Figure out where your
stress is coming from and consider
what you can control—and work
on that. Excellent stress busters include yoga, relaxation time, talking
with trusted friends, journaling, etc.
Get the support you need.
—See your doctor for regular
check-ups. It is always a good
idea to regularly check your blood
glucose, blood pressure, and blood
cholesterol levels.
Type 2 Diabetes is a serious and
potentially deadly medical condition. The good news is that making
lifestyle changes can be an effective
foundation for diabetes prevention
and managing the disease.
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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