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The problem with following the science
Jonah Goldberg - Tribune Content Agency
In our increasingly secular age, being on the side of science is similar to being on the
side of God — a way to settle an argument by not actually making an argument. Just
enlist an unassailable authority and move on.

TNS Anthony Fauci, director of the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious
Diseases, participates in a round-table on donating plasma at the American Red
Cross National Headquarters in Washington, D.C., on July 30, 2020.
That’s how Joe Biden campaigned for president, vowing to “follow the science” on
the COVID-19 pandemic wherever it led him. Only now it seems like he’s leading the
science as much as the science is leading him. And that was inevitable.
First, as with God, it’s sometimes difficult to know what science says. This isn’t meant
as an anti-science talking point. Science is good. Science is real. But science doesn’t
speak on every issue with a booming voice that clears all doubts like a thunderclap
scattering pigeons. Sometimes scientists — the high priests charged with telling us
what science says — disagree with each other. (Priests also have their disagreements.
You can look it up.)
And sometimes science gets things wrong. Phrenology — basically palm-reading
applied to your skull — was briefly considered cutting-edge science. It’s now widely
recognized as pseudoscientific quackery. Today’s “settled science” is often
tomorrow’s “I can’t believe we said that.”
Then there are politicians. They rely on the experts. But they tend to rely on the
experts who tell them what they want to hear or advise them how best to do what they
already want to do. Liberal presidents rarely hire right-wing economists, and vice

versa. This doesn’t mean anyone is necessarily acting in bad faith. It’s just how things
tend to work.
There’s also the problem of scientists trying to think like politicians. In any given year,
public health officials — at the CDC, NIH, etc. — issue all manner of advisories and
guidelines. It’s important work. Doctors and local government officials heed this stuff.
But you know who doesn’t? Most Americans.
In 2009, there was a major swine flu pandemic. Do you remember sitting on the edge
of your seat for the latest CDC guidelines or advisories? You might if you had special
health considerations or a job that required it. But for most people, such statements
were the equivalent of the white noise Charlie Brown’s teachers would make in the
old Peanuts cartoons.
The COVID-19 pandemic is different. The lives of Americans have been disrupted on
a mass scale not seen since World War II. So everyone is paying attention. This must
be a heady experience for many public health officials.
If your normal experience involves desperately trying to get the attention of the public
and the media, and suddenly you have the opposite problem — people hanging on
your every utterance — you approach things differently.
This isn’t a point about inflated egos or power going to anyone’s heads, though I
think that would be a natural point to make (with some merit). Rather, it’s a point
about a very real policy challenge.
For instance, last summer, Dr. Anthony Fauci, the director of the National Institute of
Allergy and Infectious Diseases, was asked by TheStreet.com why health officials had
publicly downplayed the importance of masks given that the science is clear about
their efficacy.
He explained that masks were in “short supply,” and officials wanted to make sure
there were enough for the health care workers who needed them most. It was a
perfectly legitimate concern. It was also an admission of a lie.
One could argue it was noble lie, but you can’t say the same about the Biden
administration’s various equivocations, denials and misdirection on the issue of
schools reopening.
Last month, CDC Director Rochelle Walensky said science was on the side of kids
going back to school as quickly as possible. The next day, the White House — no
doubt chastened by teachers unions — walked that back. White House press secretary
Jen Psaki said Walensky was speaking in her “personal capacity.”
This week, the governors of Texas and Mississippi announced they were lifting
lockdowns and mask mandates. I think that was a mistake, but not an outrageous or
obvious one. Florida lifted such rules long ago, and it has performed better than
California and New York. Biden called the decisions “Neanderthal thinking,” the
insinuation being that he has a monopoly on the science.

He doesn’t. And even if the science is mostly on his side, politics is about more than
following what scientists say. It’s about balancing competing notions of the public
good. Science must have a voice in that conversation, but it’s just one of many.
(Jonah Goldberg is editor-in-chief of The Dispatch and the host of The Remnant
podcast. His Twitter handle is @JonahDispatch.)

Buckingham Palace Just Released a Statement About the Meghan Markle Bullying
Allegations
Starr Bowenbank

Pool - Getty Images
Another drama is shaking up the Buckingham Palace...again. On Tuesday, The
Times published a report with palace aides alleging that one of Meghan Markle's
former advisors filed a bullying complaint against her while she was living at
Kensington Palace. Earlier today, Meghan released a statement to royal reported
Omid Scobie about the claims, saying:
“The Duchess is saddened by this latest attack on her character,
particularly as someone who has been the target of bullying herself
and is deeply committed to supporting those who have experienced
pain and trauma. She is determined to continue her work building
compassion around the world and will keep striving to set an example
for doing what is right and doing what is good.”
Following Meghan's statement, Buckingham Palace released their own statement
about the matter, and said that they're looking into the claims, as they take bullying
accusations very seriously.
"We are clearly very concerned about allegations in 'The Times'
following claims made by former staff of The Duke and Duchess of
Sussex.
Accordingly our HR team will look into the circumstances outlined in
the article. Members of staff involved at the time, including those who

have left the Household, will be invited to participate to see if lessons
can be learned.
The Royal Household has had a Dignity at Work police in place for a
number of years and does not and will not tolerate bullying or
harassment in the workplace."
Meghan and Harry gave their side of the story to The Times as well, saying that the
allegations are "a calculated smear campaign based on misleading and harmful
misinformation. We are disappointed to see this defamatory portrayal of The Duchess
of Sussex given credibility by a media outlet."
It's also worth mentioning that Meghan and Harry think that the timing of the
allegations are...suspicious because their Oprah tell-all interview that's coming up.
"It’s no coincidence that distorted several-year-old accusations aimed at undermining
The Duchess are being briefed to the British media shortly before she and The Duke
are due to speak openly and honestly about their experience of recent years," the
couple said.
Something tells me this isn't the last we'll be hearing of this drama! In the meantime,
catch you on everything you need to know about the tell-all inty here.

Second SUV Carrying 19 Suspected Illegal Immigrants Erupts In Flames Near
Border; CBP Gives Details Of Mass Casualty Crash
Ryan Saavedra
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U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) officials revealed that a second accident
involving 19 suspected illegal aliens occurred this week at approximately the same
time and place as a mass casualty crash happened that resulted in the deaths of at
least 13 people, all believed to have illegally entered the U.S.

The two separate critical incidents happened during the early morning hours on
Tuesday when two SUVs entered a 10-foot hole that had been cut in an old section of
border fence, which was not part of former President Donald Trump’s wall.
The first accident temporarily garnered national headlines as one of the SUVs, a Ford
Expedition carrying 25 people, collided with large tractor-trailer, killing 12 people
instantly. Another individual later died at the hospital. The other 12 individuals were
all transported to local hospital with injuries ranging from serious to critical, based
on initial reporting. CBP said in a statement that “all are suspected to have entered
the U.S. illegally.”
The second vehicle, a Chevy Suburban, was found in a nearby area “engulfed in
flames on the U.S. side of the border,” the Los Angeles Times reported. Nineteen
people were found hiding in the bushes near the crash and federal law enforcement
officials determined “they had entered the country illegally through the breach in the
border fence.” USA Today reported that the Suburban “carried” the 19 people before
catching fire approximately 30 miles after crossing the border.
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) announced shortly after the mass
casualty accident that they had opened up a human smuggling investigation.
“Special Agents from Homeland Security Investigations San Diego responded to the
scene of today’s fatal crash in El Centro, California, and have initiated a human
smuggling investigation,” ICE said in a statement.
“The investigation is ongoing and no further details are available at this time.”
“This is a tragedy that has once again exposed the weakness of those portions of the
border not protected by the new wall system,” former senior DHS immigration
adviser Ken Cuccinelli told The Daily Wire.
“These folks came easily through an old and worn out part of the old wall protecting
our border.”
Two Democrat U.S. lawmakers warned this week that President Joe Biden’s
immigration agenda will be a disaster for the U.S. and both specifically mentioned
that human smugglers know how to work the system.
Rep. Henry Cuellar (D-TX) “hopes the administration continues using a Trump-era
public health order to quickly expel migrant adults and families, at least during the
pandemic,” Axios reported.
“He said smugglers will likely use the shift in immigration tactics from the Trump to
the Biden administration to convince migrants to come to the U.S.”
“The bad guys know how to market this,” Cuellar said.
Rep. Vicente Gonzalez (D-TX) told CNN that the policies the Biden administration is
pushing for could devastate the Democrat Party and the country.

“Well, my concern at this in the recent weeks in my district, migrants who made it
across the border, who even pass the line of MPPs [Migrant Protection Protocols],
who were 5,000 folks that have been waiting for two years across the border, made it
across the Rio Grande Valley were processed and released,” Gonzalez said.
“If that is the message that we send to Central America and around the world, I can
assure you, it won’t be long before we have tens of thousands of people showing up to
our border.”
“And it’ll be catastrophic for our party, for our country, for my region, for my district,
in the middle of a pandemic, in an area where we’ve lost over 3,000 people in my
small congressional district,” Gonzalez continued.
“So, I think we need to have a better plan in place. I think asylum seekers should be
able to ask for asylum and be processed in their home country or a neighboring
country. And we shouldn’t have a policy in place that impulses people to make this
2,000 mile trek where cartels and human traffickers are enriching themselves.”

5 Broken Promises And Flip-Flops From Joe Biden’s First Month In Office
‘Kids in cages’ is just the start...
Jacob Falach
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As President Biden enters his second month in office, Americans now have the
opportunity to compare his rhetoric on the campaign trail with his actions in the Oval
Office.
With his administration’s policy priorities coming into focus, much of the president’s
past rhetoric already appears out of line with his governance.

Here are five pre-inauguration promises or positions that President Biden has
seemingly abandoned since taking office.
Incarcerating Children at the Southern Border
Although more understated than the first, the second presidential debate between
then-President Trump and Joe Biden was quickly filled with tension as each candidate
traded blows, particularly on the topic of immigration, and the migrant crisis at the
southern border.
“They got separated from their parents. That makes us a laughing-stock and violates
every notion of who we are as a nation,” Biden scolded while referring to Trump’s
handling of migrant children at the southern border.
Throughout the evening, and the campaign as a whole, Biden made his opposition to
migrant children being temporarily detained crystal clear. That all changed when he
took office.
On February 22nd, just over a month after his inauguration, the Biden administration
reopened a camp for migrant children in Carrizo Springs, Texas, which was used
most recently in 2019 by the Trump administration.
Members of the President’s own party condemned the decision, with Rep. Alexandria
Ocasio-Cortez saying, “This is not okay, never has been okay, never will be okay —
no matter the administration or party,” in a tweet on February 23rd.
The 66-acre facility is being reopened to temporarily hold as many as 700 migrant
children, aged 13 to 17.
Deportations
Throughout the 2020 election, Biden made his fair share of immigration policy
promises — most notably regarding the deportation of illegal immigrants.
“I will send to the desk immediately a bill that requires access to citizenship for 11
million undocumented folks, number one. Number two, the first hundred days of my
administration, no one, no one will be deported at all. From that point on, the only
deportations that will take place are commissions of felonies in the United States of
America,” Biden said during a Democratic Debate in March of 2020.
However, since taking office, the Biden administration has continued deporting
thousands of individuals attempting to cross the border illegally. According to United
We Dream, the largest youth-led immigrant community in the county, as of February
16, 2021, the Biden administration had conducted a total of 26,248 deportations.
$2000 Checks
Throughout the 2020 election, President Biden campaigned on the promise that he
would pass a Covid relief bill which sent $2,000 stimulus checks to American
families.
“$600 is simply not enough when you have to choose between paying rent or putting
food on the table. We need $2,000 stimulus checks.” Biden said on January 10th in
a Tweet.

A week earlier, while campaigning for Jon Osoff and Raphael Warnock in Georgia,
Biden promised that if the duo won their respective Senate races, it would “put an end
to the block in Washington of that $2,000 stimulus check. That money will go out the
door immediately.”
However, since taking office, Biden has quickly moved on from the idea, now saying
families will receive — at most — $1400, depending on their income.
Press Secretary Jen Psaki attempted to defend the flip-flop, saying; “There was $600
payments, as you know, in the $900 billion package that passed in December. This is
$1,400. Together, that’s $2,000. So it would be delivering on the promise he made.
And it’s something that he is firmly sticking by.”
While on the campaign trail, Biden made it clear that $2000 stimulus checks were a
top priority. Nowhere in that promise did he mention it would be combined with last
year’s check.
$15 Minimum Wage
One of Biden’s most oft-repeated promises throughout the 2020 election was that
under his administration, the federal minimum wage would be raised to $15 an hour.
If passed, this would be the first time the federal government has changed the
minimum wage since 2009.
“When we build back better, we will do so with higher wages — including a $15
minimum wage — better benefits and stronger collective bargaining rights that you
can raise a family on. That’s how we will build back the middle class better than
ever.” Biden said in a Tweet on November 16th, of 2020.
However, just six weeks into his first term, the Biden administration has already
seemingly walked away from the idea.
On February 25th the Senate voted against allowing a mandatory $15 federal
minimum wage requirement in their $1.9 trillion Covid-19 relief bill.
Since the senate conducted its vote, President Biden has shown little interest in using
executive action to push the wage mandate through.
Middle Eastern Airstrikes
Under former-president Trump, the United states conducted a small number of
airstrikes in the Middle East, including the 2020 assassination of the infamous
Iranian General Quasem Solemani in Iraq, and the 2017 Airstrikes on bases in Syria
following chemical attacks against rebel forces.
At the time, prominent figures from the recently elected Biden administration were
quick to condemn the former-President and his actions.
“The last thing we need is another war in the middle east.” Biden said on January 5th,
2020 regarding Solemani’s assassination.

The 2017 airstrikes in Syria were met with backlash from Press secretary Jen Psaki
and Vice-president Kamala Harris.
“I strongly support our men and women in uniform and believe we must hold Assad
accountable for his unconscionable use of chemical weapons. But I am deeply
concerned about the legal rationale for last night’s strikes,” Vice-president Kamala
Harris said in a tweet.
Jen Psaki also questioned Donald Trump’s legal authority to launch the 2017 strikes
in Syria: “What is the legal authority for strikes? Assad is a brutal dictator. But Syria
is a sovereign country,” she said in a 2017 Tweet.
Despite Biden, Harris and Psaki’s previous rhetoric against such strikes, on February
25th, roughly a month after taking office, President Biden authorized an airstrike in
Syria targeting Iranian backed militia groups.
Biden did not consult with congress before launching the strikes, resulting in a
barrage of legal questions and heavy backlash from multiple democratic lawmakers.
The views expressed in this opinion piece are the author’s own and do not necessarily
represent those of The Daily Wire.

Beverly Hills, Palm Beach, Key West— How Congress’ $350 Billion Covid
“Bailout” To States And Cities Gets Spread Around
Adam Andrzejewski - Senior Contributor

WASHINGTON, DC - FEBRUARY 01: U.S. President Joe Biden (Center R) and Vice
President Kamala Harris ... [+] GETTY IMAGES
This week, the U.S. House passed, along party lines, the $1.9 trillion American
Rescue Plan Act of 2021. A vote in the U.S. Senate is expected soon.

Buried within the 591-page bill is a $350 billion bailout for 50 states, tribal
governments, U.S. territories, and more than 30,000 cities and counties.
Our auditors at OpenTheBooks.com finally located the $350 billion allocation,
line-by-line, in a supplemental database hidden on the back end of the House
Oversight Committee’s website.
We mapped the data to each of the 50 states. Click here to see how much taxpayer
money Congress earmarked your hometown to receive from the COVID “relief” bill.
Congress tried to hide these line-by-line appropriations, but thanks to technology and
the internet, you can search it for yourself.
Here’s a summary of our oversight findings — our top-down state analysis uses
figures found in the Congressional Research Service (CRS) report issued 3/3/2021.
States
Speaker Nancy Pelosi’s House Democrats changed the allocation formula from being
based on population to the unemployment rate. This change caused 23 states to gain
$31.9 billion and 27 states to lose that funding.
The four biggest winners were Democratic strongholds: California—which reaped an
extra $6.7 billion; New York—which added another $6 billion; Illinois — increased
by $2.1 billion; and New Jersey — a $2 billion increase.
Overall, California was allocated the most money ($42.3 billion), followed by Texas
($27.3 billion), New York ($23.5 billion), and tribal governments ($20 billion).
They’re followed by states like Florida ($17.3 billion), Illinois ($13.5 billion),
Pennsylvania ($13.5 billion), Ohio ($11 billion), Michigan ($10.1 billion), and New
Jersey ($10 billion).
The biggest losers were Florida (-$2.3 billion), Vermont (-$2.1); and Wyoming (-$2
billion). The funding change rewarded Gov. Andrew Cuomo (D) in New York ($23.5
billion) over Gov. Ron DeSantis (R) in Florida ($17.3 billion), even though Florida
has a larger population and a lower COVID-19 death rate.
Since the Senate is split evenly between the two parties, Democrats can’t afford any
defections if the bill is to pass.
Will the two new Georgia senators, Jon Ossoff (D) and Raphael Warnock (D), still
vote for this bill even though it shifts $1.5 billion of their Covid relief aid to
California and New York? What about Sen. Joe Manchin (D-WV), whose state is
losing $991 million due to the allocation change?
Furthermore, we found that Puerto Rico received more funding at $4 billion than 22
states. Including an extra “plus up” from the previous CARES Act Covid aid bill, the
District of Columbia received more funding at $2.3 billion than 13 states.

Top governments receiving aid from the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021.
Cites and Localities – $65 billion
The largest cities received huge allocations of aid. For example, New York City
received $4.3 billion, which is more money than 25 state governments. Chicago, with
their bonds at junk status, was allocated $1.98 billion, an amount more than 12 state
governments.
Democrats apparently don’t believe anyone will object to giving big bailouts to
prosperous towns. Beverly Hills, CA, will receive $6.3 million while the Hamptons,
NY, will get $8.6 million. They’re followed by Key West, FL ($10.1 million);
Greenwich, CT ($21 million); Oyster Bay, NY ($32.7 million); and Cambridge, MA
($65 million).
In fact, the 50 richest places (Bloomberg) would receive $100 million in COVID-19
bailout funds. For example, Atherton, CA, the wealthiest city in America with an
average household income of $525,000, received $1.3 million from the legislation.
Hillsborough, CA, reaps $2.1 million from the bill even though it boasts a median
home price of $5.8 million. Scarsdale, NY—the richest place on the East
Coast—would get $2 million in “relief.”
Democrats earmarked $2 million for the richest town in Texas, Highland Park. The
median home price is $1.5 million and notable residents include the owner of the
Dallas Cowboys, Jerry Jones, and the Bush family.
California’s sunny playgrounds get big bailouts including Manhattan Beach ($6.6
million); Newport Beach ($9 million); Palm Springs ($11 million); Palo Alto ($12
million); Brentwood ($12.1 million); Napa ($15 million); San Jose ($22 million);

Santa Barbara ($22 million); Santa Monica ($29 million); Huntington Beach ($31
million); and even Berkeley ($68 million).
Other high-end vacation destinations like Palm Beach, FL ($3.7 million); Nantucket,
MA ($1.1 million) and Martha’s Vineyard at Edgartown, MA ($428,000) received
funding from the bill.
Counties & U.S. Territories – $65 billion
Congress earmarked $1 billion for the top ten richest counties across the U.S. Four of
the top six are located in Virginia and Maryland, near the Washington, D.C. beltway.
They include Loudon County, VA ($80.2 million); Howard County, MD ($63.2
million); Arlington County, VA ($45 million); and Fairfax County, VA ($4.5 million).
With a median income of $136,000, Loudoun County has the highest income of any
U.S. county with more than 65,000 residents.
The wealthy county of Santa Clara, CA, is set to receive a whopping $385 million
from the legislation. Located in the heart of Silicon Valley, the county has the highest
median income of any county in California. The county seat is the city of San Jose,
where the average home price tops $1 million.
Here are the top five counties receiving the most money in COVID “relief”: Los
Angeles County, CA ($2 billion); Cook County, IL ($1 billion); Harris County, TX
($914.1 million); Maricopa County, AZ ($870 million); and San Diego County, CA
($647.5 million).
During the past three years, Republicans and Democrats have helped drain the U.S.
Treasury from the left and the right. Our national debt increased from $10 trillion
(2008) to $19.6 trillion (2016) to $23.6 trillion (2020) and stands at $28 trillion
today.
Continuing non-targeted coronavirus responses and bloated legislation will drive the
national debt much higher.

Arizona State Dean: Grading Writing Based On Quality Is ‘Racist,’ Promotes
‘White Language Supremacy’
Chrissy Clark
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An Arizona State University Associate Dean penned a 358-page book detailing how
grading student’s writing is a form of racism and white supremacy.
In a book titled “Labor-Based Grading Contracts: Building Equity and Inclusion in
the Compassionate Writing Classroom,” professor Asao Inoue encourages teachers
to ditch grading for a “labor-based” grading system wherein students earn grades
based on their effort. The quality of a student’s writing would not help or hinder their
course grade.
“This book focuses on one kind of grading contract, one that calculates final course
grades purely by the labor students complete, not by any judgments of the quality of
their writing,” Inoue writes.
“While the qualities of student writing is still at the center of the classroom and
feedback, it has no bearing on the course grade.”
Near the beginning of the document, the author admits that the theory of
“labor-based” grading is rooted in critical race theory. Critical race theory is the
idea that America is rooted in racism as are the systems of modern American society.
Critical race theory contributed to Inoue’s idea that ranking things is a system rooted
in racism. Because grading is a form of ranking, grading must also be a racist idea.
In his book, Inoue dubbed grading and the education system writ large “racist” for
their connections to ranking.
“Ranking is a part of a much longer racist, and White supremacist, tradition in
Western intellectual history,” Inoue writes.
“Ranking has been deeply embedded in racist thinking, discourses, and logics, mainly
because it has been deployed as a way to justify a number of racist, empirical, and
colonial projects over the last four hundred years.”

The author claims that “education at all levels has been and still is a part of these
racist projects” as well.
The crux of the author’s argument is that grading calls for student uniformity and
high-quality completed assignments, both of which are allegedly racist ideas.
“Grading literacy performances by a single standard for so-called quality is racist
and promotes white language supremacy,” the author writes.
“Because all grading and assessment exist within systems that uphold singular,
dominant standards that are racist, and White supremacist when used uniformly. This
problem is present in any grading system that incorporates a standard, no matter who
is judging, no matter the particulars of the standard.”
According to the book, grading allegedly perpetuates “white language supremacy” in
schools. Nearly every U.S. school requires children to speak and write in proper
English during English and literacy classes. According to the author, holding students
to that standard is racist.
“The traditional purposes and methods used for grading writing turn out to be de
facto racist and White supremacist,” Inoue writes. “Grading by a standard, thus, is
how White language supremacy is perpetuated in schools.”
Teachers who use regular grading systems and ask all of their students to use proper
English in English class are also deemed racist to the author. The author does not
dub them “bad people,” just people who directly contribute to society’s alleged
“racist status quo.”
“In our current society and educational systems, regardless of who you are, where
you came from, or what your intentions or motives are as a teacher, if you use a
single standard to grade students’ language performances, you are directly
contributing to the racist status quo in schools and society,” Inoue writes.
The book also touches on the “white racial habitus” which are societal norms that
the author considers implicit in white people. Speaking proper English is considered
a “white racial habitus.” According to the book, all things that are derived from the
“white racial habitus” are inherently “white supremacist.”
“All standards for good writing are deeply informed by a White racial habitus, which
makes grading by such standards White supremacist,” Inoue writes.
The “white racial habitus” is also how teachers allegedly perpetuate “White
language supremacy.” The author says that English is derived from white people,
which means it’s inherently white and racist.
“Because we live in a White-dominant society, and our dominant Englishes have
historical White racial roots in White racial formations in the US, coming from White
Racial habitus,” the book reads.

At one point, Inoue goes as far as to call upholding grading systems a “slave-making
mechanism.”
“All the ways we judge language, even by well-intentioned teachers, are almost
always racist and slave-making, almost always White supremacist,” Inoue said.
The author justifies this claim with the example that white students get ahead in
English class because they allegedly have an “unearned privilege” of speaking
proper English.
According to his blog, Inoue identifies as a Japanese man because his father is
of Japanese descent, though he was born in Hawaii. His mother is white with links to
Eastern Europe. He received both his bachelor’s and his master’s degrees from
Oregon State University and his Ph.D. from Washington State University.
In an anecdote, Inoue claims that he lived in an “explicitly racist world” because he
got a B in an English class while getting A’s in other, more advanced, classes. He
claims that his racial composition attributed to his average grade in a high school
English class.
“I lived in an explicitly racist world. The racism was very present to me,” Inoue
wrote. “During my Freshman year of high school, I got an A in honors French and
every other class I took, yet received a B (not a B+) in English, not honors English,
regular English. How was this possible? What was I doing wrong? Apparently,
nothing. It was me, my habitus. I knew this but didn’t want to admit, admit that my
language and body were being judged together.”
The word “solution” is used just three times in the 358-paged book. The only solution
appears to be getting rid of grading systems that judge students for their work and
accepting the work of “raciolinguistically diverse students.”
In the book, Inoue specifically addresses that “labor-based grading” is how
professors and teachers can enact their “social justice agenda” into the classroom.

‘I Always Knew Where My Boss Stood’: McEnany Comments On Psaki ‘Circling
Back’ To Reporters
Hank Berrien
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On Thursday, former White House press secretary and current Fox News contributor
Kayleigh McEnany compared current White House Press Secretary Jen Psaki’s
penchant for saying she needs to “circle back” to reporters with answers to their
questions to her own time in the role, saying, “I always knew where my boss stood.”
Fox & Friends host Brian Kilmeade prompted McEnany’s reply by saying, “Let’s talk
about the job you used to have for a second. You had those big binders in front of you;
I understand it. You had answers almost every single time. You knew roughly where
they were gonna go. But listen to Jen Psaki’s new go-to line.”
Kilmeade showed a video of Psaki repeatedly saying she had to “circle back,” then
asked, “You can’t anticipate every question, but is that acceptable? You’re like a
crossing guard.”
“I’ve said before and I mean it: I wish Jen Psaki all the best,” McEnany answered.
“It is a very hard job. But that being said, we took great pains in our administration
to do hours and hours and hours of research beforehand, days sometimes, calling
(former Secretary of Health and Human Services) Secretary (Alex) Azar sometimes,
calling (former Department of Justice spokesperson) Kerri Kupec over at the Justice
Department to get answers.”
“And the great thing about being in the Trump White House was I always knew where
my boss stood,” McEnany continued.
“Unlike other press secretaries that maybe didn’t have walk-in privileges to the Oval,
I could walk in at any time. I always knew where he stood. Before every press
conference, I would go in with a list of items that I thought the press would ask and go
through one by one. I always knew where his head was at, so I didn’t have to do a ton
of circling back because President Trump gave a lot of access to me.”
On Tuesday, after the announcement that McEnany had been hired as a contributor to
Fox News, Psaki stated at a press briefing that she would be willing to go on Fox

News with her. A reporter asked, “Your predecessor, Kayleigh McEnany, has just
signed on as a Fox News contributor. I’m wondering if you have any good wishes for
her, advice, and if she does have a show, if you’d be willing to go on it.”
Psaki answered, “Sure. I’ve done Fox News Sunday twice now. I’m happy to go on a
range of shows. I will say that I knew Kayleigh a little bit, not well. I met her when we
were both CNN contributors and we did a few shows — I’m not sure how many —
together. Like many Americans, we disagree on political issues, but we talked about
our families, our spouses, sports, all sorts of things in the green room, and I certainly
wish her the best in her future endeavors.”

Abbott Moves To End Big Tech Viewpoint Censorship: ‘Un-American’ And ‘Soon
To Be Illegal’ In Texas
Amanda Prestigiacomo
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Republican Texas Gov. Greg Abbott announced Thursday that he’s seeking to outlaw
viewpoint discrimination on social media.
“I am joining [state Sen. Bryan Hughes] to announce a bill prohibiting social media
companies from censoring viewpoints,” Abbott announced late Thursday night via
Twitter.
“Too many social media sites silence conservative speech and ideas and trample free
speech,” he asserted. “It’s un-American, Un-Texan, & soon to be illegal.”
Abbott has scheduled a press conference for Friday afternoon to detail the legislation
and his efforts to stop Texans from being censored online.
Republican Florida Gov. Ron DeSantis has also been working to end viewpoint
discrimination from Big Tech in his state.

Speaking to Fox News host Tucker Carlson last month, DeSantis said he’s looking to
protect Floridians’ data privacy, add daily fines to tech companies that deplatform
political candidates, and open up a channel for lawsuits against Big Tech from
Floridians who’ve been censored over their viewpoint.
“I think they’re we’re going to do three different things,” DeSantis told Fox News last
month. “One is protect Floridian’s data privacy from big tech, which is a huge issue,
as you said, protect big tech from interfering in an election. And that may mean you
display you deplatform, a candidate you don’t like–two guesses as to which type of
candidate big tech wouldn’t like–but it also means doing the algorithms in a way that
will suppress stories, or accelerate them to benefit a candidate, that’s effectively an in
kind contribution.”
“And then the general protections for deplatforming users and what we’re allowing
people to do is bring civil suits under the Florida deceptive and unfair trade practices
statute and anti-fraud statute and also allowing the state attorney general to do that
as well, if big tech is not applying their terms of service in a in a coherent and
principled way, which they almost never do,” the governor added.
“So we think that this is something that Floridians want protection from, and I think
it’ll end up being a really good first step. I mean, there’s always been the question,
what do you do about this, I think a lot of us have thought there was something wrong
for a long time. But to just sit back and hope it gets better, that clearly wasn’t going to
work. So we’re leading, and I think it’ll be good.”
Abbott made headlines earlier this week when he issued Executive Order (GA-34),
lifting the statewide mask mandate and fully lifting lockdown measures on businesses
and facilities within the state.
“With the medical advancements of vaccines and antibody therapeutic drugs, Texas
now has the tools to protect Texans from the virus,” Abbott said.
“We must now do more to restore livelihoods and normalcy for Texans by opening
Texas 100 percent.”
“Make no mistake, COVID-19 has not disappeared, but it is clear from the recoveries,
vaccinations, reduced hospitalizations, and safe practices that Texans are using that
state mandates are no longer needed,” he added.
“Today’s announcement does not abandon safe practices that Texans have mastered
over the past year. Instead, it is a reminder that each person has a role to play in their
own personal safety and the safety of others. With this executive order, we are
ensuring that all businesses and families in Texas have the freedom to determine their
own destiny.”

The Latest Microsoft Hack Looks Like It Could Be Huge
Lucas Ropek

Microsoft announced this week that another one of its email products, Exchange, had
been compromised by a hacking campaign. This recent hack is actually totally
unrelated to the “SolarWinds” one, in which Microsoft has also played an outsized
role.
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A state-sponsored threat actor from China dubbed “HAFNIUM” is said to be
exploiting a number of zero-day flaws in on-premises Microsoft Exchange servers all
over the globe in an apparent effort to steal data. Exchange essentially works
with mail clients like Microsoft Office, ensuring that updates to devices are
synchronized.
It’s a very widely used product, to say the least. While Microsoft has sought to play
down the potential scope of this hack (calling it “limited and targeted” in nature), it
is beginning to look like that assessment is actually really, really wrong.
Among the numerous parties to disagree with the “limited and targeted” assessment
is the White House, which said Friday that they were “concerned” about the extent of
the attack. During a press conference, Biden administration spokesperson Jen Psaki
said:
Everyone running these servers — government, private sector,
academia — needs to act now to patch them. We are concerned that
there are a large number of victims and are working with our partners
to understand the scope of this...Network owners also need to consider
whether they have already been compromised and should immediately
take appropriate steps. The Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security
Agency issued an emergency directive to agencies, and we’re now
looking closely at the next steps we need to take. It’s still developing.
We urge network operators to take it very seriously…
Microsoft: Chinese Hackers Have Been Exploiting Our Email Product to Steal Data
Indeed, CISA took the unusual step Wednesday of mandating that all federal agencies
patch the Exchange servers if they were in use: “CISA has determined that this
exploitation of Microsoft Exchange on-premises products poses an unacceptable risk

to Federal Civilian Executive Branch agencies and requires emergency action,” the
agency reported, giving agencies until noon Friday to patch related vulnerabilities.
All this concern might be due to certain claims floating around that the parties
affected by the hack could number in the tens of thousands. Indeed,
KrebsOnSecurity made the bold claim Friday that “at least 30,000" U.S.
organizations were hacked via the newly discovered flaws in Exchange servers, and
that potentially hundreds of thousands of servers worldwide were hacked as a result
of the campaign.
Reuters similarly reports that more than “20,000 American organizations” have been
compromised by the vulnerabilities, according to an anonymous source familiar with
the government’s response efforts.
Jake Sullivan, who serves as National Security Advisor to President Biden, made it
clear via Twitter that the administration was alarmed:

Chris Krebs, the former director of CISA, similarly said Friday that organizations
that had their server exposed to the internet during a specific time frame should just
“assume” they had been compromised by the hacking campaign:
This is the real deal. If your organization runs an OWA server exposed
to the internet, assume compromise between 02/26-03/03. Check for 8
character aspx files in
C:\\inetpub\wwwroot\aspnet_client\system_web\. If you get a hit on
that search, you’re now in incident response
mode. https://t.co/865Q8cc1Rm
— Chris Krebs (@C_C_Krebs) March 5, 2021
A more on-the-ground perspective of the hack was provided by security firm Huntress,
which released a report Wednesday in which they detailed the extent to which they
had seen webshells deployed against unpatched Microsoft servers:
Currently, we’ve identified 176 of our partners servers that have been
received the webshell payload from Update 1 (below). These
companies do not perfectly align with Microsoft’s guidance as some

personas are small hotels, an ice cream company, a kitchen appliance
manufacture, multiple senior citizen communities and other “less than
sexy” mid-market businesses. With that said, we have also witnessed
many city and county government victims, healthcare providers,
banks/financial institutions, and several residential electricity
providers.
When questioned about the Huntress report Wednesday, Microsoft sent a brief
statement our way, simply stating:
As we said in our blogs, we recommend customers update as soon as
possible as we anticipate that many nation-state actors and criminal
groups will move quickly to take advantage of any unpatched systems.

Biden's stimulus check changes: Do you still qualify for $1,400?
Sigrid Forberg
Congress is moving toward another big vote on the third round of stimulus checks, for
up to $1,400. But a new compromise could leave you out this time.

Shutterstock Do you still qualify for a $1,400 stimulus check?
President Joe Biden has OK'd a plan from Senate Democrats to change the eligibility
rules, to "target" the stimulus checks away from Americans with higher incomes. That
means millions of previous recipients won't get cash in the new go-round.
Senate Majority Leader Chuck Schumer says lawmakers remain on track to meet a
mid-March deadline for completing the legislation. Which means it could be just a
couple of weeks before you have an additional $1,400 to pay down debt, save or use
for expenses — but only if you're still eligible.
What's happening with the stimulus checks?
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The stimulus checks are part of a $1.9 trillion COVID rescue package that cleared the
House last weekend and is now before the Senate. The Democrats who control
Congress are pushing the bill through using a maneuver that allows passage with
only simple majorities — meaning potentially no support from Republicans.
But to win over the Senate's more conservative Democrats, Biden agreed this week to
narrow the eligibility for stimulus checks, according to multiple media outlets. Here's
how it would work:



Individuals earning less than $75,000 and couples making under $160,000
would still receive a full $1,400. Then, payments would start phasing out.
There would be no money for single taxpayers earning more than $80,000 or
joint filers with incomes above $160,000.

Previously, the cutoff points were incomes of $100,000 for individuals and $200,000
for couples. With the change, close to 17 million fewer Americans would get payments
this time, according to an analysis from the Institute on Taxation and Economic
Policy.
Conservatives want the stimulus checks targeted toward needy Americans struggling
with basic expenses. The first, $1,200 checks last spring were primarily spent on
essentials like food and rent, a U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics survey found.
Some of that cash also was used for saving and investing, or for other things that may
have included buying affordable life insurance. Demand for policies has surged amid
COVID.
How soon will you get your money?
The pandemic relief legislation includes $400 a week in emergency federal
unemployment benefits. Democrats are racing to get a bill to Biden before the current
federal jobless benefits run out on March 14.
"No matter how long it takes, the Senate is going to stay in session to finish the bill,
this week," Sen. Schumer said on Thursday.
"The American people deserve nothing less," Schumer said on Thursday.

Then, the bill will be kicked back to the House for final approval before delivery to
the White House. House Majority Leader Steny Hoyer expects that last vote to take
place on Monday; he says he doesn't think the Senate will make any "egregious"
changes that would prevent final passage by the House.
What that means is the bill could become law as soon as next week — and you could
get your $1,400 check during the second half of March.
What if you need money right away?
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If you can't wait and need more money today, here are some ways you might find a
little extra cash.
Cut the cost of your debt. If you’ve been relying on your credit cards through
the pandemic, the expensive interest may be catching up with you by now.
Make your debt easier to carry — and unload sooner — by folding your
balances into a single debt consolidation loan at lower interest.
Shrink your insurance bills. Has your car insurance company offered you a
discount because you’ve been driving way less through the pandemic? No?
Then maybe it’s time to shop around to find a better deal. And while you’re
looking, you could save hundreds by comparing rates to find a lower price on
homeowners insurance.
Reduce your mortgage payments by refinancing your mortgage. If you
haven’t looked around for a lower interest rate on your home loan in the last
year, there’s no better time than now. Rates remain historically low,
and refinancing your current mortgage could reap big savings.
What if you won’t get a stimulus check this time?
If the new income limits could keep you from receiving the full $1,400 check — or any
payment at all — there are a couple of things you can do:


File your 2020 taxes ASAP. You might still qualify for a stimulus check if
your income dropped in 2020 because of the pandemic. The IRS will base your
eligibility on your most recent tax return, so you’ll want to get your 2020

income information in front of the tax agency ASAP. Log into a good tax
software product and get your return in immediately.


Trim your budget and "make your own" stimulus check. By finding a few
creative ways to cut back, you could rearrange your budget to squeeze out
another $1,400. Put off running your dishwasher or washing machine until
you have full loads, and use the appliances during cheaper, off-peak energy
hours. Turn your hobby or special talent into a side hustle to bring in extra
income. And, download a free browser add-on that will automatically scour
for better prices and coupons whenever you shop online.

Disgraced former media darling Andrew Cuomo must resign, but more for this
reason
Joe Concha - Opinion Contributor
Every day, another shoe drops in New York Gov. Andrew Cuomo's increasingly dire
world.

Getty Images Disgraced former media darling Andrew Cuomo must resign, but more
for this reason
In 2020, you couldn't find a more popular governor in the country. The press
certainly adored him if these headlines - and there are dozens more like them - are
any indication.
New York Times: "Andrew Cuomo Is the Control Freak We Need Right Now"
Vogue: "Why We Are Crushing on Andrew Cuomo Right Now"
Vanity Fair: "Dear Andrew Cuomo, I want to be your First Lady''
Washington Post: "No one does it like Andrew Cuomo"

Yep - Cuomo certainly brought the sizzle to his power point presentations during his
nationally-televised press conferences throughout the early months of the pandemic.
He was the anti-Trump: Fatherly. Meticulous. Sympathetic. He was even presidential
to the point that some argued he should sit at the top of the Democratic ticket despite
not being a declared candidate.
And of course, there was "Keeping up with the Cuomos" on CNN's highest-rated news
program, where multiple "interviews" were conducted that really served as
propaganda and PR for the governor courtesy of network anchor and younger
brother Chris. And over the course of 10 interviews starting in March, the nursing
home situation wasn't broached once despite reports of a possible scandal emerging
last summer.
When the going was good, the Cuomo Comedy Hour was difficult to avoid. But now,
thanks to an all-too-convenient edict by the network, anchor Chris isn't allowed to
cover - or even discuss - the huge national stories that are his brother's scandals.
Imagine that: A news organization whose slogan literally is "facts first" blacking out
a major news item with serious legs to avoid a conflict of interest it had completely
embraced last year.

Over the course of the past few months, the Emmy-winning governor went from
having an 87 percent approval rating on his handling of COVID-19 to a majority of
New Yorkers saying they don't want him re-elected.
The media focus on Cuomo now is largely fueled by multiple former aides - nearly
half his age - accusing him of sexual harassment and misconduct. The allegations
range from unwanted kissing to asking an aide if she liked older men and wanted to
play strip poker.
At best, the 63-year-old is a creepy narcissist who abused his power among his young
female staff. At worst, he's an out-of-control sexual predator. The investigation being
headed by New York Attorney General Letitia James will bear it out in the name of
the due process Cuomo never afforded then-Supreme Court nominee Brett Kavanaugh
in declaring him guilty until proven innocent while demanding he take a lie detector
test.
But while the claims of sexual harassment against a sitting governor is a big story
that deserves ample attention, the alleged nursing home cover up, which caused
thousands of deaths, should be a bigger focus.
Note: It was Cuomo who ordered COVID-19-positive patients back into nursing
homes, which is like taking a blowtorch to dry grass. Thousands died as a result. But
the biggest bomb to drop came last month, when his senior aide, Melissa
DeRosa, said in leaked comments that the Cuomo administration was intentionally
hiding the death toll in nursing homes out of fear of a Department of Justice
investigation.
"We were in a position where we weren't sure if what we were going to give to the
Department of Justice, or what we give to you guys (the press) was going to be used
against us while we weren't sure if there was going to be an investigation," she said.
For those keeping score at home, that's admitting to a cover up. A state attorney
general investigation is also underway as a result, as well as a federal investigation.
Then there's this New York Times story regarding how deep the cover up was.
"The [nursing home] number - more than 9,000 by that point in June - was not public,
and the governor's most senior aides wanted to keep it that way. They rewrote the
report to take it out," the Times story reads, citing interviews and documents obtained
by the paper.
"The extraordinary intervention, which came just as Mr. Cuomo was starting to write
a book on his pandemic achievements, was the earliest act yet known in what critics
have called a months long effort by the governor and his aides to obscure the full
scope of nursing home deaths," it adds.
Some New York Democrats are now calling for Cuomo's resignation. Others want
him impeached. President Biden is backing away from him, through his press
secretary, anyway, since Biden rarely speaks to the press or takes questions from
them. In fact, Biden is the first president in 100 years not to hold a formal press
conference in his first 33 days. But that's a story for another time.

Cuomo served his purpose last year - before the presidential election - in being a
leader the Biden campaign referred to as "the gold standard" for addressing
COVID-19 and in creating a contrast with then-President Trump.
Trump, of course, provided the U.S.S. Comfort and federal resources in transforming
the Javits Center in Manhattan into huge field hospitals that could have taken in
positive patients while isolating them from those most vulnerable. Instead, Cuomo
sent them back into nursing home facilities. More than 15,000 died in those facilities
alone, a death toll higher than in 37 U.S. states combined.
Cuomo vowed not to resign during a press conference this week, because if you're an
unapologetic narcissist, that's just not in your DNA.
At that same press conference on Wednesday, all questions concerned the sexual
harassment allegations.
Somehow, not one question was raised about the nursing homes scandal.
That needs to change. Both are big stories.
And the one involving thousands of deaths and the alleged cover-up around it something the governor still hasn't apologized for - may well be the one that results in
Andrew Cuomo's fall from a very high perch provided by the press.
Joe Concha is a media and politics columnist for The Hill.

The Left’s Welfare Extremism
Oren Cass
In the New York Times on Tuesday, I made the case for paying a generous new family
benefit to households that have earned income of their own. A single mother with two
young children, who had worked part-time at the minimum wage the prior year, could
receive $800 in cash each month — nearly $10,000 annually. Little did I know, this
“monstrous” idea is akin to vicious child abuse and marks me as “a profoundly evil
man” for distinguishing between working families and the non-working poor. With
alarming speed, an insistence that all families receive no-strings-attached cash has
become table stakes in the Left’s bizarro discourse. As with social issues, where
positions held by Barack Obama now constitute unconscionable bigotry, long-running
and bipartisan views about fighting poverty lie suddenly beyond the pale.

Bryan Woolston/Reuters People line up outside Kentucky Career Center prior to its
opening to find assistance with their unemployment claims in Frankfort, Ky., June 18,
2020.
At Jacobin, Matt Bruenig titled his response, “Oren Cass Is Insisting That Starving
Some Kids Is Important for Society” and warned that I think families “need some
tough love (hunger and homelessness).”
Substack blogger Will Wilkinson titled his response to the proposal “Against Child
Hostages” and featured a photo of a child cowering in a corner from a
chain-wielding hand.
The caption: “Don’t hit me Mr. Cass! Mommy is picking up a shift at Chili’s, I
promise!”
How recent is this attitude? When I spoke alongside Wilkinson at a Kennedy School
panel on “big economic ideas [to] solve economic inequality” in 2018, his “big idea”
was . . . zoning reform.
The problem, you see, is that my proposal for a Family Income Supplemental Credit
(Fisc) does not go as far as Senator Mitt Romney’s Family Security Act, which
would offer nearly universal payments — thus including families disconnected from
work entirely. The Fisc caps a family’s annual benefit at its prior year’s earnings, so
no earned income would mean no benefit, though the existing safety net would remain
intact.
Still, the Fisc is more generous for lower-income households than what Senators
Marco Rubio and Mike Lee have proposed, which is in turn more generous than
anything else seriously considered in recent memory on the right-of-center. It is also
more generous than anything Hillary Clinton ever proposed, or Barack Obama, or . . .
one gets the picture.
This question — whether cash benefits should go to households regardless of work —
promises to be a central debate in the coming years. To be clear, the question is
not whether to help those who cannot support themselves; it is how to do so. If this
week’s efforts are any indication, the debate is one the Left has positioned itself to

lose catastrophically. They are staking themselves to commitments that are
empirically wrong and politically foolish.
One is that we should make no distinction between households that are attempting to
support themselves through work and those that are not — apparently even the
category of “non-working poor” is an offensive one. The
subtext evinces an attitude that connection to the labor force isn’t all that important
anyway. This thinking may earn nods of approval in some affluent circles, but it is
understandably unpopular with the vast majority of Americans who are working to
support themselves and take pride in that effort. It is also toxic to struggling families,
for whom having a job remains quite important to prospects of future success.
Another unwise commitment is the premise that children are adorable free agents who
should receive payments because they cannot work themselves — little disabled
people whose support is fundamentally an obligation of the state rather than of their
parents.
The problem with this thinking becomes immediately obvious when trying to craft a
“child allowance,” which cannot be paid to the children . . . because they are not
little disabled people; they are children.
While this facet of life makes many progressives uncomfortable, the unavoidable
reality remains that people are not atomized individuals whose every need the state
can meet; the institution of the family is indispensable, and the bonds and obligations
between its members should be protected and reinforced, not lamented or ignored.
This is a major fault line between Left and Right, and has been for centuries. As Yuval
Levin characterizes the conservative view in The Great Debate, “the facts of human
birth and death and the social institutions built around them link individuals, families,
and communities inexorably, and to pretend otherwise (let alone to sever their links)
would be disastrous for political life.”
For liberals, by contrast, “The independence of individuals from their neighbors is a
function of the independence of generations from their predecessors; this
independence in the first generation is the essence of the theory of Enlightenment
liberalism, which applies its timeless principles to all subsequent generations as
well.”
Obviously, the dispute will not be resolved here, or perhaps ever. The immediate point
is that the present-day Left’s refusal to acknowledge the unique status of the family is
a mistake and leaves it making arguments that not only fail to persuade anyone, but
also run counter to the beliefs and values of many whom they claim to be speaking
for.
One more conceptual commitment of note: The Left took particular issue with my
observation that: “Money itself does little to address many of poverty’s root causes,
like addiction and abuse; unmanaged chronic- and mental-health conditions; family
instability; poor financial planning; inability to find, hold or succeed in a job; and so

forth. Effective anti-poverty policy provides resources in ways that also help resolve
such problems and push the recipient toward resolving them himself.”
Annie Lowrey, author of Give People Money, says: “This is getting it exactly
backwards. Poverty causes these things, or makes them worse. Money gives you the
resources and stability to tackle what life throws at you.” But as her book makes clear,
this is not necessarily true. In my review of the book, I note:
She introduces readers to Carolyn Silvius, homeless because living
with her kids was “too burdensome for them and [they] thought she
might get better social support if she were in a shelter;” and to Sandy
Bishop, who suffered from arthritis, fibromyalgia, asthma, diabetes,
and attention-deficit disorder but never received disability benefits,
repeatedly lost her food stamps, and wound up homeless as well,
despite sending a daughter to college and receiving two modest
inheritances along the way. Perhaps poverty is not just a matter of
consumption.
What I’ve found most striking about the self-righteous anger directed at this
observation is the depth of the misunderstanding surrounding it. For instance,
“financial planning” is indeed a vital and often lacking skill for households mired in
poverty.
But the concept was downright funny to people such as New America’s Kevin Carey,
who thinks the term refers to “get[ting] the 401k auto-debit right,” and day-care
advocate Elliot Haspel, who calls it “the Avocado Toast theory of poverty.”
An especially stunning example is public-health writer Zach Siegel, who argued that
“we know contingency management, which gives people [money], actually does treat
addiction.” He links to this New Republic article on an interesting program that
treats substance abuse by giving participants financial rewards for passing drug tests.
In other words, the entire premise of the program is that people should not be given
money unconditionally but rather its conditionality can help people to address their
underlying problems. This isn’t a subtle or confusing element of the story — the
article is headlined, “What If We Pay People to Stop Using Drugs?”
More generally, the Left’s position here that an affliction such as serious mental
illness (responsible for an enormous share of homelessness) is somehow caused by
financial conditions or can be treated with cash is so bizarre that it suggests these
aren’t really arguments at all; they’re just frustrated shouts.
Which perhaps helps to explain why so much of the debate seems predicated on
willfully misrepresenting actual arguments. Matt Bruenig, two weeks after I explained
to him that I would preserve and even strengthen the existing safety net, nonetheless
reprinted in Jacobin the lie that I wanted to starve kids.
Nathan Robinson, editor of Current Affairs, wrote that I think “the ‘non-working
poor’ do not deserve a safety net.” The Niskanen Center’s Matt Yglesias says, “The
real position appears to actually be that poverty per se isn’t bad.”

Jonathan Chait, writing at New York magazine, says I believe not only that “the
threat of starvation and homelessness is necessary to force low-income parents into
the workforce,” but also that “all parents, including single parents, should be
encouraged to maximize their work hours.”
That’s not even sensible policy analysis, which would more reasonably note that the
Fisc proposal would allow single parents to work less. The proposal says this
explicitly:
The proposed structure does have the potential to reduce work effort
for families that might choose to spend fewer hours in the labor force
— whether the middle-income household that decides it can now make
do without a second earner, or the single mother who finds it possible
to go part-time and spend more afternoons with her kids. We see this
as a benefit — the importance of work is in the role it assigns people
as productive contributors, the habits and social interaction it
promotes, and the opportunity for upward mobility it provides. This
does not mean that more work is always better or that the two full-time
earners or the single mother working double shifts are the desirable
outcomes for public policy to promote.
While the “starvation” rhetoric must largely be for effect, people do seem genuinely
unfamiliar with the contours of the American safety net, on which we spend more than
$1 trillion each year.
Wilkinson says this “‘existing safety net’ barely exists at all,” echoing the Gravel
Institute’s claim that “there is no “existing safety net.’” Of course, this safety net has
many problems that both Left and Right correctly highlight, in both design and
administration.
We should seek constructive dialogue on how to improve it. That will be difficult,
though, with one side pretending that the safety net doesn’t really exist and
(somewhat paradoxically) that the other side wants to take it away.
There’s some irony in elements of the Left leading the libertarian charge against
government involvement in the lives of the poor, preferring to write a check and walk
away, while elements of the Right focus on the affirmative role government can play
through programs not for people whose challenges go beyond their bank balance.
But it’s to be expected, as progressivism seals itself into a very educated, Very Online
bubble, and a more multi-ethnic, working-class conservatism reconsiders the role of
public policy in advancing the common good.

La Niña could supercharge this year's tornado season, just like it did to deadly
effect in 2011
By Brandon Miller & Haley Brink - CNN Meteorologists

A massive cold air outbreak over the central US in early February set hundreds of
cold temperature records, stretching the power grid in Texas and leaving millions
without power.

Dusty Compton/The Tuscaloosa News/AP A tornado moves through Tuscaloosa, Ala.
Wednesday, April 27, 2011. A wave of severe storms laced with tornadoes strafed the
South on Wednesday, killing at least 16 people around the region and splintering
buildings across swaths of an Alabama university town. (AP Photo/The Tuscaloosa
News, Dusty Compton)
Sound familiar?
The year was 2011, when a moderate La Niña weather pattern and an active jet
stream generated the scenario that's almost identical to what we've experienced so far
in 2021.
The weather events that followed 2011's extreme cold snap now have meteorologists
concerned that the US could be in for above-normal tornado activity this spring.
The past few months have seen the strongest La Niña signal since the winter of
2010-2011.
So, the question is whether this spring continues to mirror that year, which ended up
the costliest on record for tornadoes and the deadliest in nearly 100 years.
"Severe weather season is really a collection of several short weather events, and
anticipating individual events at long lead times is usually tricky," Sam Lillo,
atmospheric researcher at the University of Colorado Boulder, told CNN.
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"What we can say instead is whether the probability of the ingredients coming
together for these events is higher or lower than normal: This year, it is higher than
normal."
The deadliest tornado season in modern history
The remarkable tornado season of 2011 was the deadliest in modern times, with over
550 fatalities -- second only to 1925's total of 794 tornado deaths.

Tom Pennington/Getty Images Volunteers search through destroyed homes on April
30, 2011, in Tuscaloosa, Alabama.
Almost all the deaths in 2011 occurred during the extremely active months of April
and May. That April alone saw 875 confirmed tornadoes, more than any month on
record. The Super Outbreak on April 27 recorded 226 tornadoes, the most tornadoes
ever observed on a single day, including destructive twisters in Birmingham and
Tuscaloosa, Alabama.

Just a few weeks later, Joplin, Missouri was hit with a top-scale EF5 tornado that
killed more than 160 people. It was the deadliest tornado in over 60 years, as well as
the costliest tornado on record, with nearly $3 billion in direct damages.
"Looking back on 2011, it was the sheer magnitude of the number of events, the fact
that so many hit populated areas and, of course, the incredibly high toll in terms of
deaths, injuries and dollar damage," said Bill Bunting, chief of forecast operations
for the National Weather Service's Storm Prediction Center (SPC).

Storm Prediction Center
While localized and small-scale weather features played roles in setting up both of
these tragic days, the overall large-scale weather patterns that fed into the historic
2011 tornado season are worth looking at to determine the risk for similar days this
year.
"Every year has some potential (of tornado outbreaks); it's just a matter of trying to
accurately predict, with as much lead time as possible, where that area is likely to be
and then making sure that people are prepared and have a plan," Bunting said.
Active forecast for this spring
To paint a picture of what the coming weeks' to months' weather may look like,
forecasters look to La Niña and other global climate and weather patterns, such as
the Arctic Oscillation (which is different than the polar vortex), to craft what are
called sub-seasonal forecasts.

Aaron Fuhrman/flickr Editorial via Getty images A person surveys damage one day
after a tornado tore through Joplin, Missouri, killing dozens on May 23, 2011.
Lillo runs one of these models that "focuses on the slow, predictable parts of the
atmosphere" to create forecasts several weeks in advance. Prediction models like it
are important for things like seasonal forecasts of temperatures, which are used in
energy trading markets, and hurricane season forecasts released each year by the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA).
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Lillo's model recently predicted -- with a month of lead time -- the Arctic outbreak
that gripped the central US this February. Now, the focus shifts to what these
long-term patterns could reveal as we head into the spring severe storm season.
"In general, the forecasts are showing ridging with above-normal temperatures in the
South, cooler to the north, and that temperature gradient enhancing the jet stream
across the center of the US," Lillo said.
(The jet stream is the main storm track across the middle latitudes of the Northern
Hemisphere and divides colder air to the north and warmer air to the south.)

During La Niña, stronger temperature differences tend to develop between hot and
humid air in the southern US and cooler, drier air to the north. This sets up a faster
jet stream that can drive severe weather outbreaks.
"The faster jet stream holds all the potential for stronger storm systems and severe
weather," Lillo said.
In March, the southern US is historically the area where severe storms, including
tornadoes, are more likely. Then, as the Northern Hemisphere begins to warm, the
bull's-eye for tornadoes will shift west into the central US and eventually north into
the northern Plains, come summer.
"The jet stream pattern is not unfavorable for severe weather as we get a little bit
later into March and certainly beyond," Bunting said. "If that pattern holds, very
strong wind fields down across the Gulf Coast in proximity to warm, moist air suggest
that the Gulf Coast in the near-term may be an area to watch closely."
How La Niña relates to tornadoes
Similar to this year, a moderate La Niña was the main feature in 2011. La Niña, and
its counterpart, El Niño, can play a significant role in the position of the jet stream,
temperature and precipitation patterns over the US, which all play a role in the
formation of severe weather.
The El Niño or La Niña conditions in winter months can be used to help pinpoint the
tornado frequency during the peak of severe storm season in the spring, recent
studies have found.
"The flow of warm, humid air from the Gulf of Mexico increases in strength during
springs that follow La Niña, which produces the fuel needed to form storms," Jason
Furtado, assistant professor of meteorology at the University of Oklahoma, said.
"The stronger flow increases the low-level wind shear that also favors the formation
of tornadoes and hailstorms."
The past several months have featured the strongest La Niña since 2011, and this
pattern is expected to continue to impact weather over the next several months,
through the heart of severe weather season, according to NOAA's Climate Prediction
Center.
The time to prepare is now
While severe storms occur year-round in the US, the peak time for severe storm
outbreaks is during meteorological spring, which includes March, April and May.
So far this year, there have only been 27 tornado reports, which is well below normal.
Over the last 15 years, the US has averaged around 130 tornado reports through the
first few days of March. But it's not just tornado reports that are down. Hail and
damaging wind reports are also below average so far this year.
"There have been many seasons that have started out quiet and did just the opposite,"
Bunting said.

2011 also started below average for both tornado and hail reports through much of
March, according to data compiled by the SPC, before rapidly accelerating through
the remainder of the spring.
The upcoming forecast relies on where the jet stream will end up in the coming weeks.
Now is the time to review your severe weather plans. Know where to find your daily
local forecast. Have multiple ways of getting severe storm and tornado watches and
warnings: via Wireless Emergency Alerts, NOAA Weather Radio, local news stations
and more. And know where to shelter at home, work or school if a tornado strikes.
Advised Bunting: "This is the time of year where we need to start thinking a bit more
about the potential for severe storms and developing that pre-event planning."

People On ‘Right’ Would Trade Tax Cuts For Ability To Openly Say ‘N’ Word, Joy
Reid Claims
Hank Berrien
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This week, MSNBC host Joy Reid stated that “people on the right would trade all the
tax cuts for the ability to openly say the N-word like in ‘the good old days,’” adding
that those same people’s inability “to be openly racist and discriminatory without
consequence is oppression. Trump is the avatar for this ‘freedom.’”
Reid’s comment came after former New York Times writer Bari Weiss published
a column on Tuesday titled, “The self-silencing majority: In red America and blue
America, an epidemic of self-censorship is threatening democracy.
” In the column, she states, “I know a lot of people who live in fear of saying what
they really think. In red America and in blue America — and, perhaps more so, on the
red internet and the blue internet — we are in the grip of an epidemic of
self-silencing.”

Weiss added on Twitter, “’Self-censorship is the norm, not the exception,’ a student at
one of the country’s top law schools wrote. ‘I self-censor even when talking to some of
my best friends for fear of word getting around.’”
That prompted a Morgan State professor and MSNBC contributor to respond to
Weiss, charging, “Yes, because code-switching, mask wearing and all of the other
hoops that black people have to go through to appease enough of the majority to even
GET into law school isn’t the issue. But censoring yourself from saying the N word
amongst friends is.”
Johnson’s remark triggered Reid’s reply.
In Weiss’ column, she noted:
There are two illiberal cultures swallowing up the country. I know because I live in
blue America, in a world awash in NPR tote bags and front lawn signs proclaiming
the social justice bonafides of the family inside. In my America, the people who keep
quiet don’t fear the wrath of Trump supporters. They fear the illiberal left.
They are feminists who believe there are biological differences between men and
women. Journalists who believe their job is to tell the truth about the world, even
when it’s inconvenient. Doctors whose only creed is science. Lawyers who will not
compromise on the principle of equal treatment under the law.
Professors who seek the freedom to write and research without fear of being smeared.
In short, they are centrists, libertarians, liberals and progressives who do not ascribe
to every single aspect of the new far-left orthodoxy.
After I resigned from The New York Times over the summer for their hostility to free
speech and open inquiry, I began to hear almost daily from such people. Their notes
to me sound like missives smuggled out of a totalitarian society.
She continued:
I was born in 1984, which puts me among the last generation born into America
before the phrase “cancel culture” existed. … The consensus view relied on a few
foundational truths that seemed as obvious as the blue of the sky: the belief that
everyone is created in the image of God; the belief that everyone is equal because of it;
the presumption of innocence; a revulsion to mob justice; a commitment to pluralism
and free speech, and to liberty of thought and of faith. … Most importantly, this
worldview insisted that what bound us together was not blood or soil, but a
commitment to a shared set of ideas. … This old consensus — every single aspect of it
— has been run over by the new illiberal orthodoxy.
In this ideology, if you do not tweet the right tweet or share the right slogan or post
the right motto and visual on Instagram, your whole life can be ruined. …
Victimhood, in this ideology, confers morality. “I think therefore I am” is replaced
with: “I am therefore I know,” and “I know therefore I am right.” In this ideology,
you are guilty for the sins of your father.
In other words: you are not you. You are only a mere avatar of your race or your
religion. And racism is no longer about discrimination based on the color of

someone’s skin. Racism is any system that allows for disparate outcomes between
racial groups.
It is our duty to resist the crowd in this age of mob thinking. It is our duty to speak
truth in an age of lies. It is our duty to think freely in an age of conformity. … Keeping
the spirit of liberty alive in an age of creeping illiberalism is nothing less than our
moral obligation. Everything depends on it.

Arizona Border Sheriff On Border Crisis: Biden ‘Owns This,’ ‘We Had It Under
Control’ Under Trump
Daily Wire News
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Cochise County Sheriff Mark Dannels slammed President Joe Biden during a Fox
News interview this week for the ongoing crisis on the U.S.-Mexico border, saying
that Biden’s reversal of the last administration’s policies have caused a serious
problem on the border.
“When President Biden rescinded the emergency order on the southwest border, it
stopped resources, and it stopped construction on our border,” Dannels said.
“As a result of that, one area where the fence is not complete, we get five or six
groups a day coming across there. It’s [opened up] the border. It opened up the
message that it’s okay to come in this country. This administration owns this decision.
And what it’s doing is it’s forcing us back to 2019, where we had the largest what I
call crime scene in the country to include the largest humanitarian situation going
on.”
Dannels said that the border is essentially “wide open” right now, which has left
local officials frustrated because “we had it under control.” Dannels also said he
“would love to hear Dr. Fauci” talk about the public health issue on the southern
border.

“A year ago today, we were running, just on our camera system, 300 to 400 a
month,” Dannels said in regards to the number of illegal border crossing that were
happening in his county.
“In August, when the politics kicked up, we jumped up to 1,200 a month. In December,
it was over 2,500 illegal entries to include over 500 pounds of illicit drugs. I just got
the charts [the other day], it’s skyrocketing back to numbers we saw in 2019. The
reason we have MPP and these other programs President Trump put in place was
because the 2019 caravan and surges. It worked. It’s not working now.”
TRANSCRIPT:
BRIAN KILMEADE, FOX NEWS HOST: While the new administration’s decision to
stop border wall construction has forced crews to put down tools, this kills me, and
walk away in the middle of work. By the way, this is a wall we already paid for, a
decision that one Arizona sheriff says left behind a roadway for smugglers. Sheriff
Mark Dannels is in charge of Cochise County, which covers 83 miles of the
U.S.-Mexican border. He joins us now. Sheriff, we paid for the wall to be built along
with the technology and along with the roads. Now we’re paying to move the wall,
store the wall, or destroy the wall. And guess what? The illegals, according to what
you’re telling us, are actually using it to get into the country? In what way?
MARK DANNELS, SHERIFF COCHISE COUNTY: Well, good morning, Brian. It’s,
it’s a product of politics within policing. And I’ve always said this, they have no
business in our business, in the business of policing what we do on this border in our
communities. When President Biden rescinded the emergency order on the southwest
border, it stopped resources, and it stopped construction on our border. As a result of
that, one area where the fence is not complete, we get five or six groups a day coming
across there. It’s opened up the border. It opened up the message that it’s okay to
come in this country. This administration owns this decision. And what it’s doing is
it’s forcing us back to 2019, where we had the largest what I call crime scene in the
country to include the largest humanitarian situation going on.
KILMEADE: So what we’re seeing is stills that you guys sent us. How did you get
these pictures? What should everyone at home know about these pictures?
DANNELS: These pictures come off our, we have our own camera system that works
[collected] with the CBP. These pictures I’m showing you came off our camera
system, where you see the smuggling coming through our deserts. It’s wide open right
now. It’s wide open, and with the chaos going on the border based on these
administrative decisions, and it just, we saw this in 2019, Brian, where 141 countries
breached our southwest border in the first nine months, over 1,000 gang members,
822 assaults on agents, 271 deaths on our border. This is a crime scene. And this is
what we just put together, we had it, we had it under control, this [is] frustrating. And
now it’s going back to 2019. It’s frustrating.
KILMEADE: I mean, I don’t want to get you into politics. But we just fired 15,000
people working on a pipeline that had zero impact on the environment. And then he
went over to the border, which was working, and blew it up from pure political
purposes and made your life miserable and made our country, put our country in
greater danger. Keep in mind some of these numbers, and these numbers don’t lie —

border encounters in the fiscal year 2021, 71,922 in October, 72,091 in November,
73,000 in December, 78,000 in January, that’s almost 300,000. Now look, in 2014,
Vice President Joe Biden said when they were 68,000 border crossings,
unaccompanied minors crossing, they said it was a crisis. He called it a tragedy. That
was 188 per day. Today, we’re projected to have 117,000 this year. What’s he going
to call it then? What changed?
DANNELS: Well, politics changed. Politics changed, ideologies changed. It’s
hypocritical, to be honest with you, Brian, what we’ve seen in the past and where
we’re at today, it’s very hypocritical by this administration. It goes against the grain
of the CDC. I would love to hear Dr. Fauci, who nobody is talking about what’s going
on the southwest border, when it comes to the health pandemic in this country. They
are not testing them. They’re being released without being tested into communities.
And then you look at the public safety aspect of this. It’s upsetting. It’s almost like
we’re not part of this country, which is very upsetting.
KILMEADE: Yeah, it’s what’s in the best interest of the country. When’s the last time
someone asked you if you were a Democrat or a Republican? It’s nothing to do with it.
It is just one’s right and one’s wrong. And you say this Remain in Mexico policy,
which has now been blown up. You say that the new proposal by the Mexican leader
could bring 600,000 to 800,000 Mexican and Central American illegal immigrants a
year coming here.
DANNELS: Yes, [and to] give you an example, Brian, off just our camera system,
which is up to 1,000 cameras, we deploy 700 at a time. A year ago today, we were
running just on our camera system, 300 to 400 a month. In August, when the politics
kicked up, we jumped up to 1,200 a month. In December, it was over 2,500 illegal
entries to include over 500 pounds of illicit drugs. I just got the charts [the other day],
it’s skyrocketing back to numbers we saw in 2019. The reason we have MPP and
these other programs President Trump put in place was because the 2019 caravan
and surges. It worked. It’s not working now.

