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Jason Chaffetz Asks If Dems’ Video Of Capitol Breach Violated House Rules On
Manipulated Videos
Hank Berrien
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On Tuesday, House Democrats played a video delineating what happened on January
6 at the breach of the U.S. Capitol as they attempted to make the case that the
impeachment of former President Donald Trump was constitutional.
In response, former Utah GOP Rep. Jason Chaffetz asked if the video had violated the
Rules of the House of Representatives for the One Hundred Seventeenth Congress that
bar videos “distorted or manipulated with the intent to mislead the public.”
Chaffetz tweeted, “Go to page 34 of House Rules. Did the manipulated video violate
the House Rules?”
Those rules state:
The Committee on Ethics is directed to report to the House, not later than December
31, 2021, any recommended amendments to the Code of Official Conduct, as well as
any accompanying regulations, intended to address the circumstances and instances,
if any, for which a Member, Delegate, Resident Commissioner, officer, or employee of
the House may be subject to discipline for the dissemination by electronic means,
including by social media, of any image, video, or audio file that has been distorted or
manipulated with the intent to mislead the public.
New York GOP Rep. Lee Zeldin pointed out that the video elided remarks by Trump in
which he stated that the protesters on January 6 should protest “peacefully and
patriotically.” Zeldin stated:
The part that they did play of the president’s remarks, of course, end up cutting out
the message the president sent to his supporters that day, that those who were
heading to the Capitol should do so peacefully and patriotically.

Of course, as they’re playing the videos and they’re telling their argument, they
aren’t going to give the full story of the FBI warning a day ahead of time that this
attack was going to take place or that pipe bombs were being found; they’re being
placed and found before the president’s remarks were even concluded, or that the
Capitol perimeter was being breached before the president was done with his speech.
There’s a full story here and one of the consequences of rushing to draft this article —
and then so many of the House Democrats, they’re for speech with the impeachment
— is that they’re basing this primarily on the argument that the president gave a
speech that day that incited a riot.
And in so many ways that’s actually been disproves by now, and to your point,
Lindsey, if they’re going to start playing the video of what the president said, how do
you cut it out at the point where the president’s telling his supporters to do so
peacefully and patriotically?
Prior to the showing of the video, one of the senior aides to the nine House
Democratic impeachment managers said, “We plan to be succinct and to the point
and non-repetitive. The attack happened in plain sight. There is compelling,
overwhelming evidence. It’s on video and elsewhere. We plan to fully utilize all the
evidence available in all the forums, including evidence that nobody has seen before.”
Hank Berrien

Senate report links Hunter Biden to ‘prostitution or human trafficking ring’
Bruce Golding
Hunter Biden allegedly sent “thousands of dollars” to people who appear to be
involved in the sex industry, according to Wednesday’s report released by Senate
Republicans.
The report claims unspecified records show that Biden “has sent funds to
non-resident alien women in the United States who are citizens of Russia and Ukraine
and who have subsequently wired funds they have received from Hunter Biden to
individuals located in Russia and Ukraine.”
“The records also note that some of these transactions are linked to what ‘appears to
be an Eastern European prostitution or human trafficking ring.’ ”
The allegations are contained in a footnote to a section of the report that details
potential “criminal concerns and extortion threats” involving Hunter Biden and other
members of the Biden family.
The report also cites “extensive public reporting concerning Hunter Biden’s alleged
involvement with prostitution services.”
“Records on file with the Committees do not directly confirm or refute these
individual reports,” the report says.

“However, they do confirm that Hunter Biden sent thousands of dollars to individuals
who have either:
1) been involved in transactions consistent with possible human trafficking;
2) an association with the adult entertainment industry; or
3) potential association with prostitution.”

Hunter Biden Democratic National Convention/CNP via ZUMA Wire
Last year, The Post exclusively revealed that a woman who was suing Biden for
paternity in Arkansas was a former stripper at a Washington, DC, club that he
frequented around the time he was dating the widow of his late brother, former
Delaware Attorney General Beau Biden.
In January, Arkansas Circuit Judge Holly Meyer ruled Biden was the “biological and
legal father” of the baby born to Lunden Alexis Roberts in August 2018. DNA test
results showed “with near scientific certainty” that Biden sired the kid, Meyer noted.
Roberts filed her suit in May 2019, the same month that Biden married his second
wife, Melissa Cohen Biden, just six days after they started dating.
Melissa gave birth to their son in March, Page Six was the first to reveal.
Biden also has three daughters, who are in their late teens and 20s, from his first
marriage.
Neither Hunter Biden’s lawyer nor his dad’s campaign responded to requests for
comment, although a campaign spokesman earlier accused Senate Homeland Security
and Governmental Affairs Committee Chairman Ron Johnson (R-Wis.), whose staffers
helped prepare the report, of “diverting” attention from President Trump’s
“catastrophically botched” handling of the COVID-19 pandemic.

Bruce Golding

Disney Faces Massive Backlash For Firing Gina Carano As ‘Cancel Disney Plus’
Trends #1, Critics Bring Up Company’s History
Ryan Saavedra
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Disney faced widespread backlash late on Wednesday after a production company
that they own announced that it had parted ways with conservative actress Gina
Carano after the actress posted some things to social media that some claimed were
offensive.
One post, which was a screenshot of someone else’s post that she uploaded to her
own account, compared the current divisive political climate in the U.S. to events that
took place in Nazi Germany, which critics claimed was her equating Republicans with
Jews in Nazi Germany.
“Gina Carano is not currently employed by Lucasfilm and there are no plans for her
to be in the future,” Lucasfilm, a production company owned by Disney, said in a
statement. “Nevertheless, her social media posts denigrating people based on their
cultural and religious identities are abhorrent and unacceptable.”
Disney’s firing of Carano sparked instant widespread backlash online with
“#CancelDisneyPlus” rocketing to the very top of Twitter’s trending news list.
Carano was one of the stars on Disney+’s “The Mandalorian.”
In response to Carano’s firing, critics noted how Disney rehired a director that had
been fired over disturbing sexually explicit tweets, Disney’s business dealings in
communist China, and other controversies that the company has faced in recent
years.
“Gina Carano’s post made the point that mass violence starts with hatred for your
neighbor,” Daily Caller editor Katrina Haydon wrote. “This is not only
uncontroversially true but also one perspective of the commandment to love your
neighbor. That idea is not a call to empty niceness. It’s how you prevent suffering.”
“The point that Gina Carano’s post made isn’t even a ‘wild take,’ and she certainly
isn’t the first person to get cancelled for viewpoints that differ from the woke mob,”

Daily Caller reporter Shelby Talcott added. “What a dangerous, sad era to live in —
where expressing a particular view could cost you your livelihood.”
Human Events Managing Editor Ian Miles Cheong weighed in on the news by
bringing up Disney rehiring James Gunn after the company fired him over sexually
explicit social media posts, including posts that mentioned children.
“Disney canceled Gina Carano apparently because of a social media post where she
highlighted the dangers of dehumanizing others, but they rehired someone who made
numerous disturbing remarks about rape and pedophilia,” Cheong wrote. “Just so
you know, this is where Disney stands on morality.”
Attorney Harmeet K. Dhillon noted: “Earlier this week @andersoncooper compared
the January 6 events in DC to the Rwandan genocide, in which nearly 1 million
people died.”
“As long as Disney caters to China’s human rights abuses and literal concentration
camps for $$$, pretty much any excuse they use to fire an actor over offensive social
media posts is beyond ridiculous.
It’s that simple,” Political commentator Stephen Miller tweeted. “And everyone
retweeting this in agreement will still subscribe to Disney+ You’re also the problem.”
Miller later tweeted out a photo of Uyghurs that were locked up in Chinese
concentration camps.
“Disney was okay with profiting off China’s human rights abuses but fired
@ginacarano, who was badass on Mando, at the behest of a woke social media mob
because our cultural and corporate elites are pieces of shit and deserve your absolute
contempt,” Daily Caller social media editor Greg Price wrote.
“You can be an genuinely cool person like Gina Carano or Chris Pratt, but the woke
mob demands you put your pronouns in your bio or they’ll come for your head and
corporate America will go along with it because they suck.”
Gun rights activist and conservative commentator Dana Loesch tweeted: “People are
louder with their faux outrage over Carano being conservative than they are Disney
filming ‘Mulan’ in China’s Xinjiang province (where CCP is murdering Uighurs) and
THANKING CCP in the credits. GTFO.”
“If Gina Carano is legitimately fired, it does nothing but confirm the obvious
landscape of culture and entertainment. Stop with this ‘both sides are the same’
bulls**t, you culturally inept jackass,” political commentator Eric July tweeted.
“These leftist crackheads have the control and demand absolute allegiance.”
“I’m watching 30 Rock which had Alec Baldwin in it. He seems like an abhorrent
person but is great in it. It would never cross my mind to yell about him. I don’t get
why it’s the angriest, most hateful people online who get to decide who is allowed on
TV,” writer Frank Fleming wrote on Twitter.

“Gina Carano is not more offensive than what happened to the Uighur Muslims,
something neither Disney nor the people going after her cared about. Why is
everything these days controlled by the pettiest people?”
“The blacklisting of Gina Carano is proof that the left views anyone who dissents as
people who must be destroyed,” political commentator Mike Cernovich tweeted.
“They hate you. Don’t live in denial or pretend otherwise. Stop trying to be friends or
debate them. They want you in gulags. Get your mind in the f***ing game!”
“The stuff she tweeted is abhorrent,” author Christian Schneider wrote. “But if what
she was tweeting was just as crazy, but on the left, she’d still be working for
Lucasfilm.”

Backlash Against Disney Grows After Liberal Actor In Show With Gina Carano
Made Similar Posts, Still Has Job
Ryan Saavedra
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The backlash against Disney continued to grow Thursday following the news that
conservative actress Gina Carano had been fired over some social media posts.
Disney is facing stems from the fact that Pedro Pascal, Carano’s co-star in Disney’s
“The Mandalorian,” who openly cheers on Democrats on social media, made similar
posts online to the ones that reportedly cost Carano her job, and yet he still remains
employed with the company.
The post that generated the most controversy was a screenshot of another person’s
post that she then posted on her own Instagram account. The post compared the
current politically divisive culture in the U.S. to Nazi Germany. The screenshot
stated:

Jews were beaten in the streets, not by Nazi soldiers but by their neighbors…even by
children.
“Because history is edited, most people today don’t realize that to get to the point
where Nazi soldiers could easily round up thousands of Jews, the government first
made their own neighbors hate them simply for being Jews. How is that any different
from hating someone for their political views?”
Following pressure from the online outrage mob, Lucasfilm, a production company
that is owned by Disney, released the following statement:
Gina Carano is not currently employed by Lucasfilm and there are no plans for her to
be in the future. Nevertheless, her social media posts denigrating people based on
their cultural and religious identities are abhorrent and unacceptable.
However, it wasn’t long before posts from Pascal surfaced online in which he made
comparisons between the current political climate in the U.S. to Nazi Germany.
One post from Pascal compared an image of Jews in a concentration camp in Nazi
Germany in 1944 and then compared it to what it claimed was an image of children in
cages in the U.S. in 2018.
“#ThisisAmerica,” Pascal wrote. It later appeared as though that the photo that was
used of the kids in cages was not actually of kids in cages in 2018, but rather a 2010
photo of kids in a soup kitchen.

Donald Trump Jr. called out Disney, writing: “Same Movie as @ginacarano , same
analogy, though the pic has the wrong date… I’m told it was 2010 under
Obama/Biden. So does @Disney discriminate against women for doing what their
male actors do or is is only discrimination against conservatives?”
YouTuber Tim Pool wrote: “Oh no now they want to fire Pedro. I used to like Pedro,
Mandalorian is a good show. Now that we know Pedro is a nazi so what do we do?”
Political commentator Steven Crowder wrote: “Hey @disneyplus, isn’t this a ‘social
media post denigrating people based on their cultural and religious identities’ and
isn’t it ‘abhorrent and unacceptable’?”
Free Beacon editor Brent Scher wrote: “Holocaust comparisons only ok if they’re
about Trump.”
Political commentator Guy Benson wrote: “I’d call this unbelievable hypocrisy, but
Disney just fired someone over bad tweets after actively thanking the CCP for letting
them film a movie in a region of China where the regime runs literal concentration
and forced labor camps for minorities, so…it’s 100% believable.”
StopAntisemitism.org responded by writing: “Disney/Lucasfilm fired Gina Carano for
comparing the current political climate in the U.S. to Nazi Germany. YET … Pedro
Pascal is still employed by them yet shared this horrific comparison of children from
the Holocaust to America’s immigration crisis. #FirePedro”
Ryan Saavedra

Psaki On Dallas Mavericks Stopping National Anthem Before Games: It’s About
Recognizing U.S. Isn’t Perfect
Daily Wire News
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White House Press Secretary Jen Psaki signaled that President Joe Biden respected
Dallas Mavericks owner Mark Cuban’s decision to stop playing the national anthem
before NBA games, a decision that he walked back following backlash.
“Cuban, the owner of the Dallas Mavericks, said Tuesday night that he had instructed
the team to stop playing the national anthem before its home games this season,” The
New York Times reported. “‘It was my decision, and I made it in November,’ Cuban
said. He declined to comment further.”
Fox News reporter Peter Doocy asked Psaki about the issue during the White House
press briefing on Wednesday.
“Two topics,” Doocy said. “First of all, what does President Biden think about the
Dallas Mavericks’ owner, Mark Cuban, deciding to indefinitely stop playing the
national anthem before his National Basketball Association games?”
“Well, I haven’t spoken with the president about the decision by Mark Cuban on the
Dallas Mavericks — or the, I should say, the national anthem — but I know he’s
incredibly proud to be an American and has great respect for the anthem and all that
it represents, especially for our men and women serving in uniform around the
world,” Psaki responded.
“He’d also say that, of course, that part of the — that pride in our country means
recognizing moments where we as a country haven’t lived up to our highest ideals,
which is often and at times what people are speaking to when they take action at
sporting events. And it means respecting the right of people, granted to them in the
Constitution, to peacefully protest. That’s why he ran for president in the first place,
and that’s what he’s focused on doing every day.”
Doocy later asked a follow-up question about the administration’s attempt to get
schools fully reopened and in-person learning going again.
“And then, on schools, when President Biden talked for the last couple of months,
particularly during the transition, about reopening schools within the first 100 days,
why didn’t he ever mentioned the small print that that was just going to be for one day
a week as the goal?” Doocy asked.
“Well, again, the president made a — set a goal of reopening the majority of schools
within 100 days, and when you asked what that meant, I answered the question,” she
said.
“So we are — that is the — that is not the ceiling, that is the — that is the bar we’re
trying to leap over and exceed. And as I said in response to Kristen’s question, the
president wants to not just open schools, he wants them to stay reopened. He wants
kids to be back in school learning five days a week. He wants everybody — parents to
feel safe, teachers to feel safe.”
“That’s why he asked his Department of Education and the CDC to work together on
guidelines,” she added. “That’s why he’s put funding — proposed funding in the
American Rescue Plan, because he knows that’s not going to happen on its own. It’s
going to need some assistance to make it — make it reality.”

Tucker Carlson Says George Floyd Died of Drug Overdose in Video Watched 3
Million Times
Anders Anglesey

Tucker Carlson said George Floyd likely died from a drug overdose. In this photo
from October 21, 2018, Tucker Carlson speaks onstage during Politicon 2018 at Los
Angeles Convention Center in Los Angeles, California RICH POLK /
STRINGER/GETTY
Fox News host Tucker Carlson claimed in a clip, now viewed more than 3 million
times, that George Floyd died from a drug overdose. He then went on to attack
the Democrats' response to Floyd's death and the Capitol riot.
The host of the eponymous Tucker Carlson Tonight show linked the Democrats'
responses to the BLM movement and insurrection of January 6, suggesting both could
be part of a larger effort to overturn the "old order" of America.
In a clip from his prime time Wednesday night show, Carlson alleged "Democratic
partisans" had manipulated the facts around the death of George Floyd last spring to
advance a left-wing agenda and were now doing so once again following the January
6 insurrection.
Carlson said: "Beginning on Memorial Day, BLM and their sponsors in corporate
America completely changed this country. They changed this country more in 5
months than it had changed in the previous 50 years. How'd they do that? They used
the sad death of a man called George Floyd to upend our society.
"Months later we learned the story they told us about George Floyd's death was an
utter lie. There was no physical evidence that George Floyd was murdered by a cop.
The autopsy showed that George Floyd almost certainly died of a drug overdose.
Fentanyl.

"But, at that point, facts didn't matter. It was too late. Cities had been destroyed,
along with the fabric of this country itself. Scores of people have been killed.”
"Democratic partisans used a carefully-concocted myth, a lie to bum-rush America
into overturning the old order and handing them much more power. It worked
flawlessly. So, why wouldn't they do it again?"
George Floyd died in Minneapolis, Minnesota, on May 25 last year, after police
officer Derek Chauvin was filmed pressing his knee into Floyd's neck for just over
eight minutes.
Ahead of Chauvin's March 8 trial, where he is accused of second-degree murder and
second-degree manslaughter, his defense team filed court documents that focus on
presenting evidence that they claim shows Floyd died from a drug overdose.
The Hennepin County Medical Examiner (HCME) determined the manner of death
was a homicide and the cause of death was due to "cardiopulmonary arrest
complicating law enforcement subdual restraint, and neck compression."
It also listed arteriosclerotic and hypertensive heart disease, fentanyl intoxication and
recent methamphetamine use as other significant conditions underlying Floyd's death.
A private autopsy ordered by Floyd's family disputed the findings of the HCME, and
concluded he died by "homicide caused by asphyxia due to neck and back
compression that led to a lack of blood flow to the brain."
Carlson also dedicated a segment of his show to hit out at Democrats' statements
about the storming Capitol building, claiming it could be seen as an attempt to push
their agenda in impeaching Trump.
He focused on a statement made by impeachment manager Rep. David Cicilline (D-RI)
in which he claimed former President Donald Trump had "incited an armed angry
mob to riot."
Carlson continued: "There are no reports of rioters at the Capitol Building that day
discharging weapons or threatening anyone with a gun."
He then referred to news coverage of the death of Capitol Police Officer Brian
Sicknick who died following the insurrection.
Cuts of segments from MSNBC and CNN were then played where anchors and hosts,
including Anderson Cooper, said Sicknick had died after "being hit in the head with a
fire extinguisher."
Sicknick's cause of death has not been made public and FBI agents are reviewing
fresh video footage to help establish the 42-year-old officer's cause of death. No one
has yet been charged with Sicknick's death and an autopsy has not been made public.
Capitol Police have, however, said that dozens of its officers were injured during the
insurrection as Trump supporters forced their way into the building. Officers also

said pipe bombs and guns were also found near the Capitol the night before the
insurrection.
Publically available video footage shows members of the crowd using shields,
flagsticks and pepper spray to damage the building and attack officers.

Tucker Carlson Warns U.S. Authorities 'Lying' About Safety of COVID-19 Vaccine
Daniel Aniel Villarreal
Fox News host Tucker Carlson said that authorities are lying about the safety of the
COVID-19 vaccine because of their efforts to stop disinformation about the vaccine
from spreading on social media. However, by "authorities" the host seems to mean
media outlets and moderators of social media networks rather than federal health
officials working for President Joe Biden's administration.
In a Tuesday segment on The Tucker Carlson Show discussing possible adverse side
effects caused by the COVID-19 vaccine, the show's titular host said:
"From the very first day, the way the authorities handled the COVID vaccine did not
inspire confidence. If the vaccine was so great, why were all these people lying about
it? Honest question. And they were lying. Clearly, they were lying. You know that for
certain because from the moment that COVID vaccine arrived, the most powerful
people in America work to make certain that no one could criticize it."
He then went on to list vaccine proponent Melinda Gates, news outlets CNN and Vox
and the social media networks of Twitter and Facebook as the "authorities" in
question.
He later said that he and his family will get the vaccine because after doing his own
research on its safety, "I was convinced that the consensus (of it being safe) was
probably right."
Why It Matters
Carlson's larger argument was that people should be allowed to ask questions about
the vaccine, its safety and any adverse reactions people have had to it. However, he
claims, that Gates, mainstream media outlets and social media managers will prevent
such discussions from taking place, thus undermining the narrative that the vaccine is
safe.
Trust in the vaccine is especially important if the U.S. ever hopes of achieving the 70
percent of immunity within the population required to end the pandemic, according to
Science Magazine. However, a late January poll by YouGov found that only 51
percent of Americans said they were willing to get the vaccine.
Not everyone who fears the vaccine is an anti-vaxxer, Carlson said, and research by
the Vaccine Confidence Project at the London School of Hygiene and Tropical
Medicine, agrees.

People adverse to receiving the vaccine often fear negative health effects, feel
suspiciously of medical authorities or haven't had their concerns addressed by the
information available on the websites of the World Health Organization (WHO) or
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC).
In order to grow public trust in the vaccine, public awareness efforts will need to meet
skepticism with science.
The Counterpoint
By his own admission, none of the "authorities" that Carlson mentioned in his show's
opening monologue are scientists or epidemiologists, and all of them were speaking
out about the need for news and social media networks to stop the flow of
disinformation about the vaccine, not censoring those who merely question its
efficacy.
As proof of "lying" authorities, Tucker cited a December 19, 2020 article on Vox
which stated that, despite efforts to stop vaccine disinformation, Facebook and
Twitter still allowed memes and posts suggesting that the vaccine comes with extreme
side effects or are part of a government social control effort.
Among these were posts claiming that the vaccine will "attack the uterus," "alter your
DNA" and links to the widely banned Pandemic video which claimed that powerful
elites planned the global release of COVID-19.
Carlson also mentioned a CNN article about a Facebook group named "COVID-19
Vaccine Injury stories" which later resulted in the group being removed. However,
while Facebook announced on Monday that it would remove false claims about
vaccines—including "claims that COVID-19 vaccines kill or seriously harm people...
cause infertility.. or side effects that are incredulous or irrational"—the social
network allows users to share their individual experiences with vaccines on their
personal pages.
Carlson even mentioned that The New York Times published a story stating that the
vaccine may trigger a fatal blood disorder in a small number of people. As of
February 9, this story could still be found on both Twitter and Facebook, despite
Tucker's worries that both networks would censor such content.

'Obamacare' sign-ups reopen as Democrats push for more aid
Ricado Alonso-Zaldivar - Associated Press
WASHINGTON (AP) — HealthCare.gov’s market for subsidized health plans reopens
Monday for a special three-month sign-up window as the Democratic-led Congress
pushes a boost in financial help that could cut premiums by double digits.

This enrollment period during the coronavirus pandemic is an early test of President
Joe Biden’s strategy to use the Affordable Care Act as a springboard toward health
coverage for all.
Advancing on a parallel track, the new COVID-19 relief bill from House
Democrats would offer a generous, though temporary, increase in subsidies for
people covered by the law known as “Obamacare.”
“It is a hugely important signaling move,” said Katherine Hempstead of the
nonpartisan Robert Wood Johnson Foundation. “The administration is doing more
than having open enrollment here, they're saying they want to make this coverage
more affordable.”
While policy experts like Hempstead are taking note, it's unclear how uninsured
Americans will respond. Former President Barack Obama's health law has been on
the books over a decade, but surveys consistently show that many people lacking
job-based insurance do not realize they may qualify. The Congressional Budget Office
estimates that about 33 million people are uninsured this year.
At Foundation Communities, an Austin, Texas, nonprofit that serves low-income
working people, program director Kori Hattemer says she's seeing an uptick in
interest. Although her agency had not started advertising, appointments for
enrollment assistance booked up quickly. Volunteer counselors are being called back.
For clients, “it's their last chance probably to enroll in health insurance for 2021,”
Hattemer said.
One is Jacklindy Barradez, a housekeeper and restaurant worker unemployed since
the start of the pandemic. Her husband hung on to his maintenance job, but the
couple and their two children are uninsured. Barradez said a friend told her about the
health law and she intends to follow through.
With no health insurance as the pandemic stretches into its second year, Barradez is
uneasy. “We are not exempt from having something happen to us,” she said in
Spanish, her first language. “Not having the means to respond is extremely
worrisome.” The Biden administration is going the extra mile to try to sign up people
such as Barradez.
HealthCare.gov will be accepting applications through May 15, a period about twice
as long as annual open enrollment. The Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services,
which runs the program, has a $50 million advertising budget, five times what the
Trump administration would spend on annual open enrollment. Under Biden, there
will be a special emphasis on reaching Black and Latino communities that have borne
a heavy burden from COVID-19.
Across the country, people in the 36 states served by the federal HealthCare.gov
marketplace will be able to apply. Additionally, most states that run their own
marketplaces are matching the federal effort, giving it the feel of a national
campaign.

The appeal for uninsured people could become much clearer if Congress increases
premium subsidies as part of its next virus relief package.
“That would be a great incentive to get people in the door,” said Tara Straw, a health
policy analyst with the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, which advocates on
behalf of low-income people. More generous help would be available not just to the
newly enrolled, but to all who are covered through the law's marketplaces.
By the budget center's calculations, a family of four making $50,000 would pay $67 a
month in premiums for a standard plan, instead of an average of $252 currently,
while also qualifying for help with deductibles and co-pays. The boost in premium
assistance would be available for this year and for 2022.
Similarly, a single person making $30,000 a year would pay $85 a month for a
standard plan instead of the current $195.
The Democratic proposal would allow more solid middle-class households to qualify
for financial help. On the opposite end of the scale, those who've experienced
unemployment would qualify for extra-generous subsidies.
Republicans who tried but failed to repeal the law under President Donald Trump are
calling the Democratic plan a waste of taxpayer dollars. But many Democrats see it
as merely a down payment on a more ambitious health care agenda.
The Obama health law now covers more than 20 million people through a
combination of subsidized private plans and, in most states, expanded Medicaid.
Experts agree that job losses during the pandemic have led to more uninsured people,
but it's unclear how many more. Some estimates range from 5 million to 10 million,
while the Congressional Budget Office suggests a lower number, more like 3 million.
Chris Sloan of the consulting firm Avalere Health says it's likely that many who
became unemployed in the pandemic had no job-based health insurance to begin with.
That means they represent the demographic for which the health law was originally
designed.
“People are coming back into the workforce as the unemployment rate comes down,
but they may not necessarily have the same job or as good a job,” said Sloan.
“This will be a an important option for people still facing job and employment
insecurity.”

When will your tax refund arrive? Here are some dates, and how to track it
Katie Conner

The IRS is now accepting 2020 tax returns. Did you know that 24 hours after filing
your taxes online, you can begin tracking your tax refund? The sooner you file your
taxes, the sooner you could get your 2020 refund, including your missing stimulus
check money through the Recovery Rebate Credit.

Provided by CNET We'll show you how to track your tax refund. Sarah Tew/CNET
Setting up direct deposit is another way to see your money more quickly. If a third
stimulus check is approved -- and here's the third payment timeline so far -- your
household's total stimulus payment would be paid as a refundable tax credit in
advance payments (PDF). In addition, if you earned less in 2020 than the year before,
you might be eligible for a larger third stimulus check if you file your taxes before the
new payment is approved (here's how).

Sarah Tew/CNET
Note that the IRS is asking taxpayers to avoid filing paper returns this year, if
possible, to keep from compounding a current processing delay caused by a backlog
from last year (remember, the 2019 tax season was extended because of

the COVID-19 pandemic). Also, if you file a paper return, it'll be at least four weeks
before you can start tracking your refund. Below we'll walk you through how to track
your 2020 refund after you file your tax return.
Track your tax refund using 2 IRS tools -- here's how
Before you start trying to track your tax refund this year, there are several things
you'll need on hand. Your Social Security number or Individual Taxpayer
Identification Number (ITIN), your filing status -- for example, single, married, head
of household -- and your exact refund amount in whole dollars, which can be found
on your tax return.
Using the IRS' tool Where's My Refund, enter your Social Security number or ITIN,
your filing status and your exact refund amount, then press Send. If you entered your
information correctly, you'll be taken to a page that shows the status of your refund. If
not, you may be asked to verify your personal tax data and try again. If all the
information looks correct, you'll need to enter the date you filed your taxes, along
with how you filed -- either electronically or on paper.
There's also a mobile app you can use to check your tax refund status called IRS2Go,
which is useful if you're constantly checking to see when your refund will arrive.
The IRS updates the data in this tool overnight each day, so if you don't see a status
change after 24 hours or more, check back the next day.
How to interpret your tax return status on the IRS site
When looking at the status of your tax refund, you could see one of two things.
 Received: This means the IRS now has your tax return and is working on
processing it.
 Approved: This means the IRS has approved your return and your refund is on
the way to your bank or mailbox.

Provided by CNET You can expect your refund to be issued within 21 days. Angela
Lang/CNET
How long will it take to get your tax refund?

The IRS says it issues most tax refunds within 21 days, but many will get theirs far
sooner. It can take the IRS longer to send your tax refund if there are any errors, or if
you filed a claim for an Earned Income Tax Credit or the Child Tax Credit. But it also
depends on how you filed your return.
For example, if the refund is getting directly deposited into your bank account, it
could take an additional five days for your bank to post it to your account. This means
if it took the IRS 21 days to issue your check and your bank five days to post it, you
could be waiting a total of 26 days to get your money. That's where tracking your
refund comes in handy.
If it's being sent by mail, the IRS says it could take six to eight weeks to arrive. Here
are some possible dates when you could receive your refund depending on when you
applied.
Should I call the IRS to check my status?
While you can call the IRS to check your status, the agency's live phone assistance
is extremely limited at this time, so you could be waiting on hold a while to speak to a
representative. Also, the IRS says you should only call if it's been 21 or more days
since you filed your taxes online or if the Where's My Refund tool tells you to contact
the IRS.
For more information about your taxes, here's when the 2021 deadline is to file your
tax return, how to claim missing stimulus money on your taxes and the real reason
you should sign up for direct deposit on your 2020 taxes.

Obama's third term — or Bill Clinton's?
Elliott Abrams - opinion contributor
Will the Biden administration be Obama's third term - a "do-over" - when it comes to
foreign policy? It's crystal clear that the personnel are largely the same, at least when
it comes to foreign policy. As Jackson Diehl in The Washington Post put it just before
the inauguration, "If personnel is policy, a full-on revival of Obamaism might seem
likely.
Secretary of state nominee Antony Blinken and deputy Wendy Sherman; national
security adviser nominee Jake Sullivan and deputy Jon Finer; director of national
intelligence nominee Avril D. Haines and CIA director-designate William J. Burns
were all senior officials under Obama, while defense secretary nominee Lloyd J.
Austin III headed the Pentagon's Middle East command. Almost every other top
official so far nominated for State and Defense Department roles is an Obama
veteran."

Getty Images Obama's third term — or Bill Clinton's?
And yet, some observers have suggested that things may be a bit different.
Ambassador Daniel Fried, a long-time State Department official, noted that "The
center of gravity of this team is a shade more pro-European and more pro-democratic
values." Fried added that "They are also sobered and even a little burned by
experience in the Middle East."
The argument that "U.S. 'engagement' with adversarial regimes could diminish their
hostility and even cause them to liberalize internally..." was tried by the Obama
administration in Iran, and in Burma and Cuba as well, Diehl noted, but "the results
were pretty dismal."
At his confirmation hearing, Blinken agreed with the tough Trump stance on
Venezuela and the use of the word "genocide" for Chinese conduct in Xinjiang, and
noted that Obama policy on China did not work: "There was a broad consensus that
economic liberalization in China would lead to political liberalization - that did not
happen," he said.
What is the lesson from these examples? Many analysts see a group of former Obama
officials who will be tougher this time around because they've learned; they were
"mugged by reality."
That's plausible (and more so in some cases than others), but so is another theory:
The explanation for Obama administration mistakes was not the team, it was the guy
leading the team. When it comes to foreign policy issues the Biden administration may
not turn out to be Obama III for one central reason: the absence of Obama.
We simply do not know if people like Blinken, Sullivan, or Haines need to learn all
that much - because the policies that failed Barack Obama were his and not theirs.
Did they really all share Obama's confidence that U.S. engagement would change
Cuba or Iran? Did they share his skepticism about human rights policy and support
for democratic actors? That is certainly not the impression Blinken sought to give in
his confirmation hearing.

We know that Blinken opposed Obama's decision not to intervene in Syria to save
civilian lives. We know that Obama rejected Austin's advice on how best to combat
ISIS when Austin was the CENTCOM commander. Are there just a handful of other
examples, or a long list?
The absence of Obama is the critical factor here. Obama was beyond doubt the
dominant figure in his administration's foreign policy. He did not have a close
counselor for most of his presidential years, like George P. Shultz was to Reagan, nor
was there a figure in the White House such as Henry Kissinger.
The idea that an American president should have a smiling visit with the Cuban
dictator Fidel Castro, or grant him all sorts of advantages (diplomatic recognition,
reduction in the U.S. economic boycott, more tourist dollars) without gaining
anything in return was not the product of staff meetings or "the interagency process" it was pure Obama, with this nation atoning for our sins.
The same can be said of the Iran deal: Would such an unbalanced agreement have
been acceptable to any other president? But far from leaping back into the JCPOA
nuclear deal, Biden, Blinken, and Sullivan appear to be insisting that Iran act first
and come into compliance before any sanctions are removed.
As Blinken put it on CNN, "If Iran returns to compliance with its obligations under
the nuclear agreement, we would do the same thing." They may well abandon this
posture but seem to view Iran as a source of danger rather than the victim of past
American misbehavior.
That makes the coming four years a fascinating experiment.
What if you took the Obama foreign policy team and set them loose without Obama?
Would the resulting foreign policy indeed be more pro-European and anti-Russian?
More concerned with promoting and defending democracy? Less inclined to view
Israel as a problem? Tougher on Iran?
Left to their own devices, will this cast of characters - led now by Joe Biden construct a foreign policy that looks like Barack Obama's or more like the one Bill
Clinton and Madeline Albright (who famously called the United States the
"indispensable nation?") put in place before the rise of Obama?
My own guess is that just as the Democratic Party changed greatly in the eight years
out of power between Lyndon Johnson's departure in 1969 and Jimmy Carter's
arrival in 1977, it has changed even more in the twenty years in and out of power
between Clinton's departure in 2001 and today.
If the Biden crew wants to go back to the pre-Obama policies, they will find little
enthusiasm and much resistance among Democrats in Congress and at the party's
activist base. And they may find that the Joe Biden who was once an (admittedly
erratic) Clintonian centrist left those moorings under Obama - or lacks the energy or
desire to swim against his Party's new tides.
That's the pessimistic view.

The optimistic view, from my perspective, holds that without Obama this Biden team
will drift back to a more centrist, Bill Clinton way of seeing the world.
The future of both political parties, and of U.S. foreign policy, depends in good part
of which of these views is right.
Elliott Abrams is Senior Fellow for Middle Eastern Studies at the Council on Foreign
Relations. He was an assistant secretary of state under Ronald Reagan and served as
deputy assistant to the president and deputy national security advisor to George W.
Bush, supervising U.S. policy in the Middle East for the White House. He served as
Special Representative for Iran and Venezuela in the administration of Donald
Trump.

U.S. Senate Acquits Trump; Seven Republicans Vote Guilty
Eric Quintanar

congress.gov via Getty Images
The U.S. Senate voted 57-43 to acquit former President Donald Trump in his second
impeachment trial, after he was charged by the House of Representatives with
incitement of insurrection in connection with the January 6 Capitol building riot.
Two-thirds of the Senate, or 67 votes, were required to convict Trump. All Democrats
voted in favor of conviction, in addition to seven Republicans, including Richard Burr
of North Carolina, Senator Bill Cassidy of Louisiana, Senator Susan Collins of Maine,
Senator Lisa Murkowski of Alaska, Senator Ben Sasse of Nebraska, Senator Mitt
Romney of Utah, and Senator Pat Toomey of Pennsylvania.
Cassidy has since been censured by the Louisiana Republican Party’s executive
committee for his “guilty” vote, and the chairman of the North Carolina Republican
Party released a statement calling Burr’s “guilty” vote “disappointing.”

Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell (R-KY), who voted to acquit Trump along
with 42 other Republican senators, argued after the trial concluded that Trump was
still “practically and morally responsible” for the events of January 6, but also
believed that the impeachment process was a specific remedy that did not apply to
presidents who had already left office.
“If president Trump were still in office, I would have carefully considered whether the
House managers proved their specific charge,” said McConnell.
“We have no power to convict and disqualify a former office holder who is now a
private citizen,” added McConnell.
The results of the trial came after the House impeachment managers and the former
president’s defense provided their closing arguments.
“We know, this case isn’t one that requires a complicated legal analysis. You all, you
lived it. The managers and I, we lived it. Our country lived it,” Congressman Joe
Neguse (D-CO), one of the nine House impeachment managers, said on the Senate
floor before the final vote. “The president, in public view, right out in the open,
incited a violent mob. A mob that temporarily at least, stopped us from certifying an
election.”
Congressman Jamie Raskin (D-MD), the lead House impeachment manager, later
added: “We proved he betrayed his country. We proved he betrayed his Constitution.
We proved he betrayed his oath of office. The startling thing to recognize now is that
he is even betraying the mob. He told them he would march with them, and he didn’t.
They believed the president was right there with them, somewhere in the crowd,
fighting the fantasy conspiracy to steal the election and steal their country away from
them. They thought they were one big team working together. He told them their great
journey together was just beginning, and now there are hundreds of criminal
prosecutions getting going all over the country, people getting set to say goodbye to
members of their family, and the president who contacted them — solicited them,
lured them, invited them, incited them — that president has suddenly gone quiet and
dark. Nowhere to be found. He cannot be troubled to come here and tell us what
happened.”
Michael van der Veen, an attorney for former President Donald Trump, told the
Senate that Trump’s language was Constitutionally protected speech. “Since he
uttered not a single word encouraging violence, this action can only be seen as an
effort to censor disfavored political speech and discriminate against a disapproved
viewpoint,” said van der Veen.
Trump’s attorney also said Democrats have repeatedly “refused to tell their violent
supporters to stand down” in riots last year, including then-Senator Kamala Harris,
who encouraged people to donate to a Minnesota-based bail group back in June of
2020.
“She later said that those folks were not going to let up, and that they should not,”
said van der Veen.

“All of this was far closer to what the actual definition of incitement [than] anything
that President Trump has ever said or done, never mind what he said on the 6th. It’s a
hypocrisy that the House managers have laid at the feet of this chamber.”
Van der Veen also said this “recent history” was “highly relevant” as precedent, and
provided “crucial context” to January 6.
“As a nation, we must ask ourselves, how did we arrive at this place where rioting
and pillaging would become commonplace? I submit to you that it was month after
month of political leaders and media personalities, blood-thirsty for ratings,
glorifying civil unrest and condemning the reasonable law enforcement measures that
are required to quell violent mobs. Hopefully we can all leave this chamber in
uniform agreement that all rioting — all rioting — is bad.”
Lawmakers were already expecting a final vote to occur Saturday, but those plans
were briefly upended after Congressman Jamie Raskin (D-MD), the lead
impeachment manager, called for a last-minute subpoena of Congresswoman Jaime
Herrera Beutler (R-WA), one of the ten Republican lawmakers who voted to impeach
Trump last month.
The House impeachment manager’s decision to seek testimony from the Republican
congresswoman came after she released a statement saying she had a conversation
with House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy (R-CA) that corroborated a recent news
report.
That report alleged Trump told McCarthy during the riot that he believed Antifa was
involved, and when McCarthy pushed back on Trump and told the president that his
supporters were actually the ones attacking, Trump suggested that the supporters at
the Capitol building must have been more upset about the election than McCarthy
was.
Herrera Beutler previously described the situation to a local Washington state-based
news outlet, but those details went largely unnoticed elsewhere until Friday
afternoon.
While all Democratic Senators and five Republicans — Susan Collins, Lindsay
Graham, Lisa Murkowski, Ben Sasse, and Mitt Romney — voted to call witnesses, the
Senate ultimately struck a deal to insert Herrera Beutler’s statement, seen below, into
the trial record without calling for her to actually testify in the impeachment trial
itself.
This article has been expanded after publication to include additional information.

Michelle Obama Blames Her ‘Low-Grade Depression’ Partly On ‘Hypocrisy’ Of
Trump Administration
Jon Brown
“It has led to a weight that I haven’t felt in my life – in, in a while.”

BET Awards 2020/via Getty Images
Former first lady Michelle Obama claimed that she has been suffering from
“low-grade depression” recently, and pinpointed the Trump administration’s
response to the nation’s racial problems as a cause.
During an interview on her new podcast with Washington Post columnist Michele
Norris, Obama said that, like many Americans, the coronavirus pandemic and the
turmoil roiling the nation since George Floyd’s death have led her to some low
points.
“There have been periods throughout this quarantine where I just have felt too low,”
Obama said. “You know, I’ve gone through those emotional highs and lows that I
think everybody feels, where you just don’t feel yourself.”
Claiming she has been experiencing sleep disturbances, Obama continued, “I know
that I am dealing with some form of low-grade depression. Not just because of the
quarantine, but because of the racial strife, and just seeing this administration,
watching the hypocrisy of it, day in and day out, is dispiriting.”
“I have to say that waking up to the news, waking up to how this administration has
or has not responded, waking up to yet another story of a black man or a black person
somehow being dehumanized or hurt or killed, or falsely accused of something, it is
exhausting,” she said. “It has led to a weight that I haven’t felt in my life — in, in a
while.”
According to the World Health Organization, “reports already indicate an increase in
symptoms of depression and anxiety in a number of countries” amid the coronavirus
pandemic. Substance abuse has also increased, WHO said, with “statistics from

Canada [reporting] that 20% of 15-49 year-olds have increased their alcohol
consumption during the pandemic.”
With her criticism, Michelle Obama joined her husband, President Barack Obama,
who has also recently been speaking out to hit at his successor. During last week’s
funeral for Rep. John Lewis (D-GA) in Atlanta, Obama’s eulogy for the late
congressman took a political turn when he began to criticize President Donald Trump
without mentioning him by name.
“There are those in power who are doing their darndest to discourage people from
voting by closing polling locations, and targeting minorities, and students with
restrictive ID laws and attacking our voting rights with surgical precision, even
undermining the postal service in the run up to an election that’s going to be
dependent on mail-in ballots so people don’t get sick,” Obama said.
In a private phone call with Democratic donors last Tuesday, the former president
bashed Trump’s base and said that the thought of voter suppression keeps him up at
night. He even seemingly alluded to Nazi Germany to warn about what he believes
could be coming if Trump is not stopped.
“The endpoint of that we saw in Europe 60 years ago, 70 years ago — what happens
when those things get unleashed,” he said. “You don’t nip that in the bud, bad things
can happen. Among the most quote unquote civilized societies.”

Dr. Alveda King Blasts Obama For Politicizing John Lewis Funeral: Leftists Will
‘Grab At Any Opportunity’
Daily Wire News

SAUL LOEB/AFP via Getty Images

Dr. Alveda King, niece of civil rights leader Martin Luther King Jr., blasted former
President Barack Obama on Friday for politicizing the funeral of John Lewis.
“There are those in power who are doing their darndest to discourage people from
voting by closing polling locations, and targeting minorities, and students with
restrictive ID laws and attacking our voting rights with surgical precision, even
undermining the postal service in the run up to an election that’s going to be
dependent on mail-in ballots so people don’t get sick,” Obama claimed.
King responded to Obama’s remarks during an interview on Fox News’ “FOX &
Friends” where she slammed for the former president.
“Well, I guess we should have expected that the Left, including President Obama,
would take that occasion for a political moment,” King said.
“They’ll grab at any opportunity, that’s to be understood. I have chosen not to
politicize the death of congressman Lewis, but to remember him as a peaceful,
nonviolent warrior, and encourage everyone to resolve our conflicts peacefully.”
“However, President Obama, with word play, took us back to the 1960’s, and that
was a time when segregation was still on the books, segregation was still legal, and
those in power, some of them were trying to enforce that and keep that,” King
continued.
“Today, when the National Guard goes in, sent by the president for example, or the
state troopers, they’re trying to protect the people of America in every community and
to save lives and protect people. There is a totally distinct difference.”
“Also implying without calling any names, he was very clever not to call any names,
saying that there was an effort to undermine the voting process,” King concluded.
“You know, actually President Trump is saying, people, please pay attention, we do
want you to vote, use your absentee ballots, go to the polls. He’s even encouraged,
you know, people to be poll watchers and poll workers and that kind of thing.
President Trump is not trying to suppress the vote. As a matter of fact, you can see in
my community, I’m telling everybody, make sure you vote, register to vote, pastors
and leaders, encourage your people to vote. We do want people to vote safely and we
need the voting process to be fair, and so to politicize the funeral of a peaceful
warrior, I mean, I guess they grabbed at an opportunity to be political.”
TRANSCRIPT:
FORMER PRESIDENT BARACK OBAMA: There are those in power who are doing
their darndest to discourage people from voting by closing polling locations, and
targeting minorities, and students with restrictive ID laws and attacking our voting
rights with surgical precision, even undermining the postal service in the run up to an
election that’s going to be dependent on mail-in ballots so people don’t get sick.
FOX NEWS HOST AINSLEY EARHARDT: Joining me now, the niece of Dr. Martin
Luther king, Jr., and Fox News contributor, Dr. Alveda king. Good morning to you,
Dr. King.

DR. ALVEDA KING: Good morning, how are you today today?
EARHARDT: I’m good, thank you. So as we were watching that, it sounded more like
a campaign event or a rally. I thought it was wonderful that the former president
came to honor his friend, Mr. Lewis, congressman Lewis, but he was talking about
politics. What did you think of it?
KING: Well, I guess we should have expected that the Left, including President
Obama, would take that occasion for a political moment. They’ll grab at any
opportunity, that’s to be understood. I have chosen not to politicize the death of
congressman Lewis, but to remember him as a peaceful, nonviolent warrior, and
encourage everyone to resolve our conflicts peacefully. However, President Obama,
with word play, took us back to the 1960’s, and that was a time when segregation was
still on the books, segregation was still legal, and those in power, some of them were
trying to enforce that and keep that.
Today, when the National Guard goes in, sent by the president for example, or the
state troopers, they’re trying to protect the people of America in every community and
to save lives and protect people. There is a totally distinct difference.
Also implying without calling any names, he was very clever not to call any names,
saying that there was an effort to undermine the voting process. You know, actually
President Trump is saying, people, please pay attention, we do want you to vote, use
your absentee ballots, go to the polls. He’s even encouraged, you know, people to be
poll watchers and poll workers and that kind of thing.
President Trump is not trying to suppress the vote. As a matter of fact, you can see in
my community, I’m telling everybody, make sure you vote, register to vote, pastors
and leaders, encourage your people to vote. We do want people to vote safely and we
need the voting process to be fair, and so to politicize the funeral of a peaceful
warrior, I mean, I guess they grabbed at an opportunity to be political.

Biden To Congress: Enact Major Restrictions On Constitutionally Protected
Second Amendment Rights
Ryan Saavedra
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Democrat President Joe Biden called on Congress to clamp down on Americans’
constitutionally protected Second Amendment rights on Sunday, demanding gun bans
and new laws that will allow people to sue gun manufacturers.
“I am calling on Congress to enact commonsense gun law reforms, including
requiring background checks on all gun sales, banning assault weapons and
high-capacity magazines, and eliminating immunity for gun manufacturers who
knowingly put weapons of war on our streets,” Biden wrote to Congress.
In the statement, Biden’s call for “banning assault weapons” likely amounts to
calling for a ban on semi-automatic firearms, and there was no language included in
the statement about allowing gun owners who currently own those weapons to be able
to keep those weapons.
If gun owners are not allowed to keep those specific semi-automatic firearms under a
Biden ban, that would effectively amount to a mandatory gun confiscation-type
program.
Something similar happened several years ago when the Trump administration
banned bump stocks following the October 1, 2017, Las Vegas shooting.
Bump stocks — the gun add-ons that can dramatically increase their rate of fire —
are now officially illegal in the U.S., after a Trump administration ban took effect
Tuesday. Anyone selling or owning bump stocks could face up to 10 years in federal
prison and a fine of $250,000 for each violation.
The ban requires any bump stocks to be destroyed or turned in to law enforcement
authorities. The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives has even
posted instructions and diagrams showing how to destroy one of the devices and
satisfy the new ban.
“In fact, no bump stocks will be ‘grandfathered in,'” as NPR’s Martin Kaste reported
last month. “The new federal rule reclassifies them all as ‘machine guns,’ no matter
when they were purchased, and owning one will become a felony.”
Biden’s call on Congress to enact legislation that would strip gun manufacturers of
immunity from lawsuits who “knowingly put weapons of war on our streets” is
essentially a backdoor way of trying to bankrupt the gun industry or force them to
drastically change the types of weapons they are willing to sell.
When gun control activists use the term “weapons of war,” they are generally using it
in such a way as to portray the weapons that they want to ban as “weapons” that are
used in “war,” as in used by militaries. However, this is inaccurate because the types
of weapons that gun control activists are referring to, usually AR-15-style rifles, are
not used in war.
The variants of those rifles that are currently sold by gun manufacturers in the U.S.
are semi-automatic firearms, not the fully automatic versions that are used by
military.

Biden’s call on Congress to restrict Americans’ constitutionally protected Second
Amendment rights comes after his call for “unity.”
Approximately one out of every three Americans own a firearm, nearly half the
country lives in a household where firearms are present, and there are more firearms
than people in the United States. Gun sales smashed all-time records last year amid
the pandemic and violent riots that broke out in major U.S. cities, which are largely
run by Democrats. Nearly five million Americans bought a firearm for the very first
time last year.
Forbes reported:
Civil unrest has served as a prime driver of gun sales during the coronavirus
pandemic, as Americans buy firearms for self-protection. Federal background checks
for gun purchases surged 40% to a record 39.7 million in 2020, according to the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, while gunmakers Smith & Wesson and Sturm, Ruger
RGR +0.1% reported double-digit increases in sales.
Statistician Leah Libresco wrote in The Washington Post following the Las Vegas
shooting that she used to think that gun control was the answer to reducing gun
violence, but that her research eventually proved otherwise.
“A reduction in gun deaths is most likely to come from finding smaller chances for
victories and expanding those solutions as much as possible,”
Libresco concluded from her statistical research. “We save lives by focusing on a
range of tactics to protect the different kinds of potential victims and reforming
potential killers, not from sweeping bans focused on the guns themselves.”
There is seemingly little limit to what Biden wants to target when it comes to the
Second Amendment, ranging from taxing gun owners, banning magazines “that can
hold multiple bullets in them,” offering “no compromise” on the issue, and making
other incoherent remarks like claiming that a “rational policy” on guns is making
sure “you cannot have 20, 30, 40, 50 clips in a weapon.”
While on the campaign trail, Biden said that far-left gun control activist Beto
O’Rourke was “going to be the one who leads this effort” for the Biden
administration. O’Rourke has called for confiscating firearms from Americans.

‘You Are Bloodthirsty For Ratings’: Trump Attorney Tears Into Media, Rips Off
His Mic
Hank Berrien
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Speaking with CBS News’ Lana Zak Saturday following the acquittal of former
President Trump in the impeachment trial in the U.S. Senate, Trump’s attorney
Michael van der Veen blasted the media, saying, “You are bloodthirsty for ratings.”
At the end of the interview, van der Veen simply tore off his microphone and dropped
it.
Zak began the exchange accusing, “Throughout the trial, you denied that Mr. Trump
had a role in inciting the January 6 insurrection at the Capitol. First of all, you
argued that there was no insurrection, but during your closing arguments you
seemingly admitted that there was, in fact, an insurrection, using that word, saying
that that was not up for debate. What role did the former president play —”
Van der Veen interrupted, “No. You didn’t understand the case. I used the word
insurrection—”
Zak: I’ll give you the opportunity to clarify, sir.
Van der Veen:
Sure, I used the word insurrection in my closing argument when
closing the charging documents. What happened at the Capitol on
January 6 is absolutely horrific. But what happened at the Capitol
during this trial was not too far away from that. The prosecutors in
this case doctored evidence. They did not investigate this case and
when they had to come to the court of the Senate to put their case on,
they hadn’t done any investigation. They doctored evidence. It was
absolutely shocking I think when we discovered it and we were able to
expose it and put it out; I think it turned a lot of senators. The
American people should not be putting up with this, they need to look
at who these House managers were and look to see whether these were
the folks they want representing them. It was shocking to me, wouldn’t
have believed it.
Zak: Let’s follow up with a point that you’re making about the House managers, as
you say, doctoring evidence. And the argument —

Van der Veen: They didn’t deny it. They didn’t deny it. I put in front of them three
times —
Zak: To be clear for our viewers, what you’re talking about is a checkmark that’s a
verification on Twitter that did not exist on that particular tweet, a 2020 that should
have actually read 2021, and the selective editing, you say, of the tapes. Is that the
doctored evidence of what you’re speaking?
Van der Veen: Wait, wait, wait, wait , wait, wait, wait. That’s not enough for you?
That’s not enough for you?
Zak, smirking: Sir, I’m not a juror in this trial, I just want to be clear for our viewers,
is what you’re referring to, because not everybody has been following —
Van der Veen: Wait, wait, wait, wait. No, listen. It’s not okay to doctor a little bit of
evidence.
Zak: Respectfully–
Van der Veen: Respectfully–
Zak: I have not said it is. I want to be clear for our viewers. I want to be clear for our
viewers about what exactly you’re saying when you say doctored evidence.
Van der Veen :
Ma’am, your question is turned. What has to happen, the media has to
start telling the right story in this country. The media is trying to divide
the country. You are bloodthirsty for ratings, and as such, you’re
asking questions now that are already set up with a fact pattern.
I can’t believe you would ask me a question indicating that it’s all
right just to doctor a little bit of evidence. There’s more stuff that we
uncovered that they doctored, to be frank with you, and perhaps that
will come out one day. …
What should happen is someone should look at the conduct of these
House managers. It’s unconscionable, aside from all of the due
process violations that my client had. And the media should be looking
at that in a square, straight way. A straight way.
When I watch the news, I watch one station and it’s raining. I watch
another station at the same time and it’s sunny. Your coverage is so
slanted, it’s gotta stop. You guys have to stop and start reporting more
like PBS does rather than a TV news show that doesn’t have any
journalistic integrity at all.
What I’m telling you is that they doctored evidence, and I believe your
question says, “Well, it’s only a Twitter check and changing a year of
date here.” They switched the date of a Twitter a year to try to connect
it to this case.
That’s not a small thing. ma’am. The other thing they did is they put a
check mark on something to make it look like it was a validated
account when it wasn’t. And when they were caught, they didn’t say
anything about it. They didn’t even try to come up with an excuse

about it. And that’s not the way our prosecutors or our government
officials should be conducting themselves.
And the media shouldn’t be letting them get away with it, either. I’m
tired of the biased media on both sides, Left and Right. What this
country wants, what this country needs, is this country to come
together; to take the Left and the Right and find a middle ground and
start responsibly being our public officials, our elected officials.
And one of the reasons why they do it is because of the media. Because
the media want to tell their narrative, rather than just telling it is. And
frankly, I’m tired of it. I’m not in front of your cameras all the time, but
what I’ve been subjected to this last week —
Zak: I will remind you that what I said was that for our viewers who have not been
following all of the hours of this trial, to be clear about what you are speaking about.
Van der Veen: I’m speaking about the House managers’ failure to prove their case.
That’s what I’m telling you; they weren’t able to prove their case.
Zak stated, “You have won the acquittal of your client.”
Van der Veen: Yes. I did.
Zak: And if you want to continue to talk about this conversation we can have that
discussion.
Van der Veen: I don’t need to.
Zak: But for me to ask a question, for me to ask a question, to clarify for our viewers
—
Van der Veen: A slanted question. A slanted question that was set up to say “It’s
okay for them to cheat.” That was your question. “Isn’t it okay for them to cheat? It’s
just a little bit.”
Zak: I didn’t say that.
Van Der Veen: You said, “To be fair,” it was only a check on the Twitter. That’s
what you said. You gotta live by your words.” That’s the problem. The media has got
to start living by the truth and not try to create a narrative.”
Zak: Michael van der Veen.
Van der Veen: Citizen.
Then van der Veen dropped the mic on the ground.
“The suburban Philadelphia home of one of the attorneys defending former President
Donald Trump in his impeachment trial has been vandalized with graffiti. Detective
Scott Pezick of the West Whiteland Township Police Department in Chester County
said the graffiti were reported around 8 p.m. Friday at the home of attorney Michael
van der Veen. The Philadelphia Inquirer posted a photo showing the word ‘Traitor’

in red paint at the entrance of the driveway and an arrow pointing to the home,” NBC
Philadelphia reported.

‘End This Uncivil War’: Biden Issues Statement In Response To Trump Acquittal,
Says ‘Substance Of The Charge’ Undisputed
Jon Brown
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President Joe Biden issued a statement in response to former President Donald
Trump’s acquittal Saturday by claiming that the “substance” of the charge against
him is “not in dispute.”
Describing the recent turmoil as a “sad chapter in our history” that has “reminded
us that democracy is fragile,” Biden admonished Americans to be “ever vigilant”
against violent extremism that would threaten their institutions.
The Senate acquitted Trump 57-43 on Saturday after he was impeached by the House
of Representatives for allegedly inciting an insurrection on Jan. 6, when a mob of his
supporters broke into the Capitol.
After blasting his predecessor, Biden called for an end to what he described as “the
uncivil war” afflicting the United States. “That is the task ahead,” he wrote.
“And it’s a task we must undertake together. As the United States of America.”
Read Biden’s full statement below:
It was nearly two weeks ago that Jill and I paid our respects to Capitol Police officer
Brian Sicknick, who laid in honor in the Rotunda after losing his life protecting the
Capitol from a riotous, violent mob on January 6, 2021.
Today, 57 Senators – including a record 7 Republicans – voted to find former
President Trump guilty for inciting that deadly insurrection on our very democracy.

The Senate vote followed the bipartisan vote to impeach him by the House of
Representatives. While the final vote did not lead to a conviction, the substance of the
charge is not in dispute. Even those opposed to the conviction, like Senate Minority
Leader McConnell, believe Donald Trump was guilty of a “disgraceful dereliction of
duty” and “practically and morally responsible for provoking” the violence
unleashed on the Capitol.
Tonight, I am thinking about those who bravely stood guard that January day. I’m
thinking about all those who lost their lives, all those whose lives were threatened,
and all those who are still today living with terror they lived through that day. And
I’m thinking of those who demonstrated the courage to protect the integrity of our
democracy – Democrats and Republicans, election officials and judges, elected
representatives and poll workers – before and after the election.
This sad chapter in our history has reminded us that democracy is fragile. That it
must always be defended. That we must be ever vigilant. That violence and extremism
has no place in America. And that each of us has a duty and responsibility as
Americans, and especially as leaders, to defend the truth and to defeat the lies.
That is how we end this uncivil war and heal the very soul of our nation. That is the
task ahead. And it’s a task we must undertake together. As the United States of
America.
Trump struck a different tone in his response to his acquittal, accusing the
Democratic Party of corrupting the rule of law to destroy their political opponents
and enable criminals.
‘A New Kind Of Child Abuse’: Rob Schneider Re-tweets Video On Extreme COVID
Measures In School
Paul Bois
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Former “Saturday Night Live” actor Rob Schneider seemingly denounced extreme
COVID-19 safety protocols in schools as a taxpayer-funded “form of child abuse.”

In a tweet on Saturday, the “Grown Ups” actor shared a video from an elementary
school classroom showing rows of desks surrounded by plexiglass.
“This is bad: Forest brook Elementary teacher Teresa Holmes recorded a video of
her classroom which has 28 desks now armed with plexiglass shields,” said the
Twitter account.
“We are witnessing a new kind of child abuse: bought and paid for with YOUR tax
dollars,” responded Schneider.
“The collapse of public schools who follow this example will surely follow. History
will not look back at this Kindly.”
In the video, the teacher lamented how the school board spent up to $5 million on
plexiglass and safety measures without seeming to consider the practicality of
teaching in such an environment.
“This is my classroom. I have a rather large classroom compared to the other
classrooms in our building. But I have 28 desks in here right now, if we go back [to]
five days a week, I’ll have 30 or 32 with the kids coming back from virtual,” said the
teacher.
“This is the middle seat of the back row of my classroom, this is their view of the
board,” she said.
“So I’m just wondering, when we ordered this $5 million worth of plexiglass, did we
have a classroom of 28 desks set up to where school board members could sit in them
and see what this was really going to be like? Because I’m still trying to figure out
how, in between my classes, am I supposed to disinfect, how I’m supposed to hear my
students when they’re in the back of the room wearing a mask behind all this
plexiglass?”
As The Daily Wire reported, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)
announced that students can return to school without mass teacher vaccination so
long as masks are mandatory.
“I’m a strong advocate of teachers receiving their vaccinations, but we don’t believe
it’s a prerequisite for schools to reopen,” CDC director Dr. Rochelle Walensky told
CNN on Sunday.
“We have in the guidance clear language that specifies that teachers that are at
higher risk, teachers and students that are higher risk, and their families, should have
options for virtual activities, virtual learning, virtual teaching,” she continued.
Walensky also told Fox News Sunday that in-person learning would require universal
masking for students.
“We are advocating, with the strict mitigation measures … including universal and
mandatory masking as well as six-foot of distancing, that at least our K-5 children
should be able to get back to school at least in a hybrid mode,” she said.

Critics of the new CDC guidelines have pointed out that they have set impossible
standards for reopening without mass vaccination, leading to speculation that the
teacher’s unions had a heavy hand in influencing them.
“I have to say, I feel a little dispirited after this conversation because I had high
hopes that schools would be able to resume in-person learning because so many
scientists and health officials, including you and Dr. Fauci and others, have been
talking about the science supports opening the schools as much as possible,” CNN’s
Jake Tapper told Walensky during the interview on Sunday.
“I know that a lot of teachers are very concerned, and I know that teacher’s unions
have been pushing back on this, but it sounds to me like you’re asking for one
hundred percent mask compliance and a number of measures that we’re never going
to be able to achieve, and that makes me feel like, boy, I don’t know if the schools are
ever going to open until everybody’s vaccinated,” he continued.

