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Raffensperger: Trump could face investigation over election call
Quint Forgey
Georgia Secretary of State Brad Raffensperger said Monday that it was unlikely his
office would open an investigation into his weekend phone call with President Donald
Trump, but suggested a criminal probe could still be launched by an Atlanta-area
district attorney.
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Because Trump personally spoke with Raffensperger on Saturday and recently had a
conversation with the chief investigator in the secretary of state’s office,
Raffensperger told ABC’s “Good Morning America” in an interview Monday
morning that “there may be a conflict of interest" that would inhibit any potential
investigation.
But Raffensperger went on to say: “I understand that the Fulton County District
Attorney wants to look at it. Maybe that’s the appropriate venue for it to go.”
A spokesperson for the office of Fulton County, Ga., District Attorney Fani Willis did
not immediately return an email seeking comment on Raffensperger’s remarks.
Legal experts and lawmakers have expressed alarm at Trump’s Saturday phone call
with Raffensperger, during which the president pressured the secretary to “find”
enough votes to overturn President-elect Joe Biden’s victory in the state.
In particular, Trump asked that officials determine that ballots were shredded in
Fulton County and that Dominion election machinery was removed or tampered with.

He also suggested Raffensperger could be guilty of a “criminal offense” by knowing
about alleged election interference and not reporting it. In fact, it is the president who
may have opened himself up to legal liability in the phone call, potentially violating
federal and state statutes intended to guard against the solicitation of election fraud.
The Washington Post and The Atlanta Journal-Constitution first obtained audio of the
call on Sunday, and it was subsequently confirmed by POLITICO. On Monday,
Raffensperger declined to say whether he personally found Trump’s requests in their
conversation to be lawful.
“I’m not a lawyer. All I know is that we’re going to follow the law, follow the
process,” he said. “Truth matters. And we’ve been fighting these rumors for the last
two months.”
Raffensperger also did not explicitly confirm reporting by The New York Times that it
was staffers within his office who recorded audio of the call, and that he had
instructed advisers not to release its contents unless Trump attacked state officials or
misrepresented the call’s contents.
The audio was eventually leaked after the president criticized the secretary in a tweet
on Sunday morning.
And despite the Times’ reporting that the White House switchboard had made 18
other calls to the secretary’s office over the past two months, Raffensperger
maintained that he had never spoken to Trump prior to Saturday.
“No, I never believed it was appropriate to speak to the president. But he pushed out
— I guess he had his staff push us. They wanted to call,” Raffensperger said.
Raffensperger described his office as “in a litigation mode with the president’s team
against the state of Georgia. And whenever you say anything, then you do have to
have your advisers there. They have to have their advisers there, with lawyers.”
Although “I just preferred not to talk to someone when we’re in litigation,”
Raffensperger continued, “we took the call, and we had a conversation.”
The president “did most of the talking. We did most of the listening,” he said.
“But I did want to make my points, that the data that he has is just plain wrong. He
had hundreds and hundreds of people he said that were dead that voted. We found
two. That’s an example of just — he has bad data.”
Georgia Lt. Gov. Geoff Duncan, another Republican official the president has
attacked for refusing to parrot his baseless claims of widespread voter fraud, also
fiercely condemned Trump’s call with Raffensperger — complaining that the new
controversy would distract from the state’s crucial pair of Senate runoffs on the day
before the election.
“I was disappointed. You know, I was disappointed at the tone, at the intent, at the
questioning. I’ve continued to encourage everybody, including the president, to stay
focused on tomorrow,” Duncan told CNN on Monday.

“That phone call did absolutely nothing to help, you know, drive turnout for
Republicans here in Georgia for Kelly Loeffler and David Perdue,” Duncan added.
Both senators are locked in tight races that will determine which party controls the
chamber in the opening years of Biden’s presidency.
Asked whether the phone call should be referred for investigation by Georgia
Attorney General Chris Carr, Duncan said that while he was not a lawyer, he was
“100 percent certified to tell you that it was inappropriate. And it certainly did not
help the situation.”
Even Sen. Marsha Blackburn (R-Tenn.), a staunch Trump ally who plans to join a
group of at least 12 Republican senators in challenging Biden’s Electoral College win,
offered a negative assessment of the president’s call on Monday.
“One of the things, I think, that everyone has said is that this call was not a helpful
call,” she told Fox News. But Perdue, one of the two Republican senators on the
ballot in Georgia on Tuesday, stuck by the president and promoted his criticism of
Raffensperger.
“To have a statewide elected official, regardless of party, tape without disclosing a
conversation — [a] private conversation — with the president of the United States,
and then leaking it to the press is disgusting,” he told Fox News on Monday.
On Capitol Hill, two House Democrats wrote to FBI Director Christopher Wray on
Monday morning, urging him to authorize a criminal investigation of Trump’s call
with Raffensperger for potential violations of federal election fraud statutes.
“As Members of Congress and former prosecutors, we believe Donald Trump
engaged in solicitation of, or conspiracy to commit, a number of election crimes,”
Reps. Ted Lieu (D-Calif.) and Kathleen Rice (D-N.Y.) wrote. “We ask you to open an
immediate criminal investigation into the President.”
The lawmakers also suggested that Trump violated Georgia laws against soliciting
election fraud, and they said that if Wray agreed, he should formally refer the matter
to the Georgia attorney general or a local district attorney.
“The evidence of election fraud by Mr. Trump is now in broad daylight. The prima
facie elements of the above crimes have been met,” they wrote. “Given the more than
ample factual predicate, we are making a criminal referral to you to open an
investigation into Mr. Trump.”
Kyle Cheney contributed to this report.

OPINION
Democrats and Liberals Must Get Back To Economic Basics
Batya Ungar-Sargon - Opinion
Something rather telling happened in early December, after the bipartisan "Problem
Solvers Caucus" initially unveiled its new COVID-19 relief stimulus package. This
new package, unlike its March predecessor, did not include any direct stimulus checks,
nor did it include the crucial federal unemployment benefits that millions of
out-of-work Americans have been relying on to feed their families through the COVID
recession.
In protest, two senators took to the Senate floor to introduce their own legislation that
would dispense direct payments of $1,200 to working-class American families. And
just as the coalition that had omitted the checks had been bipartisan, so, too, was the
pushback; the two senators were Democrat Bernie Sanders of Vermont and
Republican Josh Hawley of Missouri.
The Talmud tells us that God always preempts a blow with what heals it, in this case
seeding a new, bipartisan populism into the fertile grounds of the Senate's bipartisan
abandonment of the working class.
As such, it was a snapshot of American politics today: Many on both sides of the aisle
have abandoned labor, while a precious few, also on both sides, seem to have
recognized this fact and wish to remedy it. In other words, as is more often than not
the case in America, more unites us than divides us.
You would not know this from the rhetoric of our politicians and our media, where the
other side is constantly vilified in Manichean terms. But the truth is, for decades now,
the Democrats have replaced their erstwhile commitment to working-class
Americans—to protecting their jobs, their families, their children's futures,
their dignity—and have instead become the bastion of the educated.
We are facing an impending national divide between an urban, college-educated
liberal America and a rural, working-class conservative one. Evidence for this
cropped up most recently in the results of the presidential election. In 1980, the
Democrats won just nine out of the 100 highest-income counties across the nation.
In 2020, Biden won over half of them, along with a staggering 84 of the 100 counties
where people are most likely to have a college degree (Trump won just 16). Compare
this to 1980, when Democrats won just 24 of these counties—and the Republicans
took a whopping 76 of them.
It was the affluent and college-educated who delivered for Biden in Georgia, while
the Democrats lost big with minorities—Muslims, Latinos and even Black men, who
doubled their support for Trump to 18 percent according to exit polls. Trump won a
higher share of the Bronx, which is only 9 percent white, than he did of Manhattan.

As Chris Arnade put it, "while the racial gap is decreasing, the education gap is
solidifying and becoming multiracial." And yet, faced with the challenge of an
increasingly diverse and alienated working class, the Democrats replied with rhetoric
tailor-made for their new base—affluent, urban college grads.
Faced with working-class Americans whose jobs had been outsourced to Mexico and
China, they chanted "Abolish ICE!" and voted to decriminalize illegal border
crossing.
Faced with working-class Americans watching footage of cities being torn up by
looting and rioting all summer, they vowed to "Defund the Police!"
Faced with Americans who went to the polls in search of someone who would
guarantee them a job and a paycheck in exchange for honest work, the Democrats
chanted "Free College!" and vowed to abolish student loans.
These slogans were revealing. College-educated Americans are much less likely to
live in a part of the city where they might need to call the police, and much less likely
to work in an industry that might be threatened by someone who doesn't speak
English and can't work legally.
They certainly can't envision a dignified life while employed in the service
sector—and, of course, it is they who are saddled with student loans. Faced with the
college divide, the Democrats preached to their choir; Trump was a white
supremacist, they said over and over, while minorities in working-class
neighborhoods were planning to vote for him.
Worse, Democrats called anyone who disagreed racist ("If 'defund the police' offends
you, then I'm sure 'abolish slavery' would've offended you too," read a popular and
widely circulated tweet, though 81 percent of Black Americans told Gallup they
wanted police to spend the same amount of time or more in their neighborhoods).
For years now, but especially in the wake of George Floyd's murder and the "racial
reckoning" that followed it, we've been living through a moral panic around race. It
stems from the mainstreaming of "critical race theory," an academic framework
recently popularized in bestselling books that casts race as the most important and
immutable fact of American life, and racism our most stubbornly enduring scourge.
So deeply entrenched is this line of thinking that people who dissent from it are
mobbed online, cruelly shamed, chased out of their jobs and, in some cases, public
life altogether. Persuasion—or the idea that one gains power by convincing other
people that one is right—has been replaced by the fear of humiliation and joblessness.
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These two aspects of liberal culture today—the narrowing of the focus to
college-educated Americans and a moral panic perpetuated through woke
sloganeering—are two sides of the same coin. It's Angela Davis gracing the cover
of T Magazine—and a Cartier watch being advertised on the back.
It's the Squad doing makeup tutorials and calling for total student debt
cancellation—the benefits of which would go to the top 40 percent and would be
shouldered by people standing in food lines or stealing baby formula because COVID
took their jobs.
It's the Big Tech environmentalists taking their private jets to their climate change
conferences—where they bray about banning fracking. Policies like student loan
forgiveness and open borders flatter the vanity of affluent liberals, masquerading as
social justice while further burdening the working class.
If this is the future of American liberalism, liberals deserve to lose. Big.
Instead, what I believe the future of American liberalism should be is a movement that
wields a power whose source is persuasion, and whose focus is on building a strong
working class and restoring the dignity of every American.
In the writings of the German-Jewish philosopher Hannah Arendt, power is not
something that one person or group wields to oppress another, as it is in critical race
theory. It is what is produced between people when one is persuaded by the other.
This is how a political community is established, and where it gets its
legitimacy, Arendt argued: "Power springs up whenever people get together and act
in concert, but it derives its legitimacy from the initial getting together rather than
from any action that then may follow."

The way to pursue a politics that prioritizes the dignity of every American is not with
clap-backs on Twitter, but by asking of each and every political and cultural issue:
How does this look to working-class Americans? This is how you create power at the
bottom to rival that of the billionaires and tech moguls at the top.
A politics that truly prioritizes the working class would abandon symbolic fights
waged with maxima-list slogans that seem designed to alienate even those who agree.
Perhaps counter-intuitively, a liberalism that was truly liberal—truly focused on
debate, civil discourse, the consent of the governed and equality before the
law—would be one that was much less overtly political.
We have allowed politics to seep into every aspect of our lives at the expense of
knowing how to govern. Policies that most Americans agree upon—background
checks for gun purchases, a public health care option, a $15 minimum wage, the
legalization of marijuana—seem impossibly out of reach.
It's because along with abandoning the working class, liberals abandoned the desire
to persuade; why bother, when you can just call your political opponents racist?
But a political community that derives its power from persuasion—for example, from
persuading the working class that part of this country's abundant cornucopia of
blessings is still theirs for the having—would mean doing the opposite: recognizing
what the actual problems are and finding those on the other side of the aisle willing to
help solve them.
It would mean recognizing the huge efforts Republicans have been making to end the
carceral state, for example, or even their newfound desire to address police brutality.
It would mean finding pro-union Republicans and joining hands with them to fight for
the little guy against the mighty.
What this perspective will reveal is that while many Americans are liberal socially
and economically, and many are conservative on both fronts, there are a lot of
Americans—a lot of working-class Americans—who are socially conservative and
economically liberal.
Instead of discarding them for their values, instead of mocking their religious
commitments or calling them racist, true liberals would seek to engage and better
understand.
With overwhelming consensus across the nation about issues like LGBTQ rights, the
evils of racism and the importance of diversity, having respect for the worldview of
the working class doesn't require abandoning civil rights. A bipartisan American
populism can be used to realize Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.'s "Beloved Community,"
through a politics that elevates above all else working Americans and the dignity of
all Americans.
This what I hope is the future of liberalism and the Democratic Party. Whether that
future will be realized is something I leave to others.

Batya Ungar-Sargon - Opinion editor of The Forward.
Twitter: @bungarsargon.

WikiLeaks Founder Julian Assange’s Mental Unraveling Drives U.K. Judge
to Block Extradition to United States
Adam Klasfeld
Blocking Julian Assange’s extradition to the United States, a U.K. judge found on the
Monday that the WikiLeaks founder’s psyche may not be able to handle the possibility
of imprisonment for the rest of his life.

Provided by Law & Crime LONDON, ENGLAND Wikileaks Founder Julian Assange
leaves Southwark Crown Court in a security van after being sentenced on May 1,
2019 in London, England.
Wikileaks Founder Julian Assange, 47, was sentenced to 50 weeks in prison for
breaching his bail conditions when he took refuge in the Ecuadorian Embassy in 2012
to avoid extradition to Sweden over sexual assault allegations, charges he denies.
The UK will now decide whether to extradite him to US to face conspiracy charges
after his whistle-blowing website Wikileaks published classified US documents.
“By the time of his August 2020 report he found that Mr. Assange’s depression had
subsided to ‘moderate’ severity,” District Judge Vanessa Baraitser wrote, quoting
psychiatrist Michael Kopelman in finding Assange a risk of suicide.
The judge rejected Assange’s arguments grounded in freedom of expression and the
U.S. judiciary’s ability to protect it.
“The auditory hallucinations were much less prominent and less troubling and the
somatic hallucinations had been abolished,” the judgment continues.

“His symptoms in December 2019 included loss of sleep, loss of weight, impaired
concentration, a feeling of often being on the verge of tears, and a state of acute
agitation in which he was pacing his cell until exhausted, punching his head or
banging it against a cell wall.”
If extradited, the 49-year-old Assange could have spent the rest of his natural life in a
United States prison. He faces 17 charges related largely to a massive cache of
military and diplomatic files disclosed to him by former Army intelligence
analyst Chelsea Manning.
The Department of Justice said that it will continue to seek Assange’s extradition on
appeal.
“While we are extremely disappointed in the court’s ultimate decision, we are
gratified that the United States prevailed on every point of law raised,” the
department said in a statement.
“In particular, the court rejected all of Mr. Assange’s arguments regarding political
motivation, political offense, fair trial, and freedom of speech.”
Press-freedom advocates have warned that prosecuting Assange under the Espionage
Act for disclosing what was the biggest leak of classified information in U.S. history
would criminalize what has long been a standard journalistic practice.
“We welcome the fact that Julian Assange will not be sent to the USA, but this does
not absolve the UK from having engaged in this politically-motivated process at the
behest of the USA and putting media freedom and freedom of expression on trial,”
Amnesty International wrote in a statement.
But U.S. prosecutors claim that Assange’s actions went beyond journalism, such as
conspiring with Manning and other sources to hack into private databases.
“This court trusts that upon extradition, a US court will properly consider Mr.
Assange’s right to free speech and determine any constitutional challenges to their
equivalent legislation,” the judge wrote.
When prosecutors first unsealed charges against Assange in 2019, the first public
indictment’s computer intrusion charge focused on revelations from Manning’s trial
that the two allegedly discussed cracking the password of a national-defense
database.
This past June, U.S. prosecutors went farther, saying that Assange also asked a
teenager to steal audio recordings of phone conversations between high-ranking
officials of a NATO country, including a member of its parliament.
The superseding indictment also charges him in connection with hacks by collectives
Anonymous, Gnosis, AntiSec, and LulzSec.
This is a developing story…

Antifa Loots Businesses, Sets Fires In New Year’s Day Riot; Portland
Mayor, Police Condemn
Ashe Schow
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Members of Antifa trashed Portland, Oregon, again on Friday as part of a New
Year’s Day riot that resulted in looted businesses and fires.
CBS-affiliate KOIN reported that a riot was declared in downtown Portland Thursday
night as Antifa gathered and threw fireworks and Molotov cocktails. They also broke
windows, set fires, and looted businesses in what amounts to at least tens of
thousands of dollars of damage.
“At least two Molotov cocktail-style firebombs were thrown,” the Portland Police
Bureau said in a statement the following day.
“Large, commercial grade aerial fireworks were launched at the Federal Courthouse
and the Justice Center. Some individuals tried to use tools to break into the Justice
Center but were not successful.”
On Friday, Portland Mayor Ted Wheeler, who has allowed Antifa to run rampant in
his city for years with little push-back, condemned the violent left-wing group for its
actions on New Year’s Eve and Day.
“The who: violent antifa and anarchists,” the mayor said in a press
conference, according to KOIN.
“Why? This is the hardest question of all to answer,” Wheeler added.
“Why would a group of largely white, young and some middle age men destroy the
livelihood of others who are struggling to get by?”

“It is hard for me to accept that there are some people who are just bent on
destruction,” he added.
Wheeler eventually admitted that his lax approach to the extremist group hasn’t
worked and that he would now start to take real action against the rioters.
“My good faith efforts at de-escalation have been met with ongoing violence and even
scorn from radical antifa and anarchists,” Wheeler said at the press conference.
“In response it will be necessary to use additional tools and to push the limits of the
tools we already have to bring the criminal destruction and violence to an end.”
As KOIN reported, Wheeler committed the three things following the riots:
“Federal, state, county and local law enforcement to convene to deal with anarchist
violence. as soon as possible,” even next week.
Calling on state legislature to increase penalties for repeat offenders
“I believe people convicted of criminal destruction be required to meet with those
whose businesses they damaged,” Wheeler said, “and be required to do public
service.”
At the same press conference, Multnomah County Sheriff Mike Reese also condemned
the violence.
“It was reprehensible violence that occurred last night, and we’re going to do
everything we can to hold the people responsible,” Reese said.
Police Chief Chuck Lovell added that police were attacked during the riot.
“Last night was extremely challenging for our officers. A group of officers came
under attack. It was a very violent, very large confrontation and the group met them
with Molotov cocktails, rocks, bricks, frozen water bottles,” he said.
Federal and local officers were eventually able to stop the rioters, but not before
massive property destruction.
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