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Kevin Clinesmith Altered An Email In The Trump-Russia Probe To Keep It Going.
He Just Received Probation.
Ashe Schow
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A government official who altered an email in order to continue the FBI’s spying on a
member of the 2016 Trump campaign received only probation and community service
for his crime, a stark reminder that people in government are rarely, if ever, held
accountable for the destruction they cause to others.
Former FBI attorney Kevin Clinesmith was sentenced to 12 months probation and
400 hours of community service for altering an email from an FBI agent that stated
former Trump campaign adviser Carter Page had been a source for the CIA,
Politico reported. Clinesmith altered the email to say Page was “not a source” for
the CIA, which helped the FBI continue its surveillance of Page.
Clinesmith’s attorney’s argued that he genuinely believed that what he was altering
the email to say was true, and he simply wanted to save himself the additional work of
reaching out to the CIA for an email. U.S. District Court Judge James Boasberg – an
Obama nominee – sided with Clinesmith’s defense.
“My view of the evidence is that Mr. Clinesmith likely believed that what he said
about Mr. Page was true,” Boasberg said, according to Politico. “By altering the
email, he was saving himself some work and taking an inappropriate shortcut.”
Had Clinesmith followed through, however, Page would have been confirmed as a
former CIA asset and nearly all of the FBI’s reasoning for spying on him would have
been negated.

When the Department of Justice’s Inspector General investigated the four FISA
warrants against Page, it found 17 “inaccuracies and omissions,” including
Clinesmith’s:
Omitted Page’s prior relationship with another U.S. government agency, despite
being reminded by the other agency in June 2017, prior to the filing of the final
renewal application, about Page’s past status with that other agency; instead of
including this information in the final renewal application, the FBI OGC [Office of
the General Counsel] Attorney altered an email from the other agency so that the
email stated that Page was “not a source” for the other agency, which the FBI affiant
relied upon in signing the final renewal application.
U. S. Attorney John Durham, who was appointed by former Attorney General William
Barr to investigate the origins of the FBI’s Russia probe, has so far only charged
Clinesmith with a crime. Clinesmith pleaded guilty to felony false statement as part of
a plea deal last summer with Durham.
V.
“Prosecutors argued that Clinesmith’s misconduct was so serious that he deserved
between about three and six months in prison. Clinesmith’s lawyers asked that he not
receive any prison time. The maximum sentence on the false statement charge is five
years in prison, although judges usually sentence in accord with federal guidelines
that called for Clinesmith to serve between zero and six months in prison,” Politico
reported.
Assistant U.S. Attorney Anthony Scarpelli said Clinesmith’s “criminal conduct
tarnished and undermined the integrity of the [Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act]
program,” Politico added.
“It has lasting effects on DOJ, the FBI, the FISC, the FISA process and trust and
confidence United States citizens have in their government…The resulting harm is
immeasurable,” Scarpelli continued.
Clinesmith’s attorney argued that his actions played a minor role in the surveillance
process against Page, who has received death threats and years of negative media
attention for the FBI’s ultimately fruitless surveillance.
It should also be noted that Judge Boasberg sat on the U.S. Foreign Intelligence
Surveillance Court, the secret court that granted the numerous warrants against Page.
He is now the presiding judge of that court.
In response to the ruling, Page provided a statement to The Daily Wire:
Although this was only the first FISA abuse case, I was very encouraged that the court
nevertheless recognized the fundamental importance of integrity in the U.S. foreign
intelligence surveillance system more generally. Despite the very narrow focus of this
one charged offense and guilty plea, there is still a great deal of work that’s left to do
in restoring confidence in the FISA system.

DOJ Investigating SpaceX’s Hiring Practices After Non-U.S. Citizen
Alleges Discrimination
Jeffrey Cawood
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The federal government has launched a probe into SpaceX after a man who is not a
lawful permanent resident of the United States complained when he was passed over
for a job with the California rocket maker.
CNBC reports, “The U.S. Department of Justice is investigating SpaceX over whether
the company discriminates against non-U.S. citizens in its hiring practices and said
Elon Musk’s company is stonewalling a subpoena for information, court documents
revealed Thursday.”
According to CNBC, “The DOJ’s Immigrant and Employee Rights Section received a
complaint of employment discrimination from a non-U.S. citizen claiming that the
company discriminated against him based on his citizenship status.”
SpaceX has been awarded several contracts by the federal government, mostly from
NASA and the Department of Defense, including national security missions.
An attorney with the Justice Department said SpaceX has refused to provide
documents about its employees, such as copies of Social Security cards, passports,
and driver licenses, even after the information had been subpoenaed.
In a court document filed in the United States District Court for the central district of
California, the feds requested a judge order SpaceX to comply with the administrative
subpoena within two weeks. The filing indicated the DOJ began looking into the
aerospace company last year after receiving the complaint in May.
“The charge alleges that on or about March 10, 2020, during the Charging Party’s
interview for the position of Technology Strategy Associate, SpaceX made inquiries
about his citizenship status and ultimately failed to hire him for the position because

he is not a U.S. citizen or lawful permanent resident,” wrote DOJ attorney Lisa
Sandoval in the court document.
The DOJ’s Immigrant and Employee Rights Section (IER) reportedly said it notified
SpaceX about the probe in June via email and had requested the company turn over
the employment data then.
The letter indicated that the investigation “may also explore whether [SpaceX]
engages in any pattern or practice of discrimination” prohibited by law.
The company responded in August, according to the court filing, sending a Form I-9
spreadsheet but without the requested supporting documentation. IER obtained a
subpoena in October.
More details from CNBC:
SpaceX filed a petition with a DOJ administrative tribunal to dismiss the subpoena on
grounds that it exceeded the scope of IER’s authority, but that petition was denied,
and SpaceX was ordered to comply. IER said SpaceX on Dec. 11 acknowledged the
order but told IER “that it ‘does not intend to produce any additional information in
response to the administrative subpoena.’”
In the court filing, Sandoval said the subpoenaed documents are “highly relevant
because they demonstrate, among other things, the extent to which SpaceX hires
non-U.S. citizens and may reveal whether or not it is engaging in a pattern of not
hiring them due to their citizenship status.”
She continued: “The documents also enable IER to identify potential victims of
citizenship status discrimination and reveal trends in document collection during the
employment eligibility verification process that may support an unfair documentary
practices claim, which may not be apparent on the Forms I-9 themselves.”
Both the DOJ and SpaceX have declined media requests for further comment.

FBI: Pipe Bombs at RNC, DNC Were Planted Night Before Riot
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Two pipe bombs left at the offices of the Republican and Democratic national
committees, discovered just before thousands of rioters stormed the U.S. Capitol,
were placed the night before, federal officials said Friday.
The FBI said the investigation had revealed new information, including that the
explosive devices were placed outside the two buildings between 7:30 p.m. and 8:30
p.m. on Jan. 5, the night before the riot. The devices were not located by law
enforcement until the next day.
It is not clear whether that means the pipe bombs were unrelated to the next day’s riot
or were part of the riot planning. Both buildings are within a few blocks of the
Capitol.
The incident has been particularly concerning for law enforcement as officials step up
security preparations ahead of the Senate’s impeachment trial of former President
Donald Trump. For weeks, investigators have been worried about the potential for
attacks on soft targets in the nation’s capital.

U.S. Capitol Police and agents from the FBI and Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco,
Firearms and Explosives were called to the Republican National Committee’s office
around 12:45 p.m. on Jan. 6. About 30 minutes later, as the agents and bomb
technicians were still investigating at the RNC, another call came in for a second,
similar explosive device found at the Democratic National Committee headquarters
nearby.
The two explosive devices were very similar, and both were about a foot long with end
caps and wiring that appeared to be attached to a timer, two law enforcement
officials familiar with the matter have told The Associated Press. Investigators are
still examining the devices and their components to determine the specific compounds
inside the pipe bombs, but they both appeared to contain an unknown powder and
some metal, the officials said.
The officials could not discuss an ongoing investigation publicly and spoke to the AP
on condition of anonymity.
The FBI released additional photos of the explosive devices on Friday, including a
photograph that showed one of the devices placed underneath a bush. Officials have
also increased the reward in the case to $100,000.
Steven D’Antuono, the assistant director in charge of the FBI’s office in Washington,
said earlier this week that locating the person who planted the pipe bombs was a top
priority for federal agents, though officials have only released grainy surveillance
camera images of a potential suspect.

On Friday, the FBI said the person wore a gray hooded sweatshirt, a face mask and
Nike Air Max Speed Turf sneakers in yellow, black and gray, and had been carrying a
backpack.

‘It’s A Mess’: Team Biden Loses Track Of 20 Million COVID-19 Doses: Report
Joseph Curl
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For much of the last week, the White House wouldn’t answer questions about the
stockpile of COVID-19 vaccine doses.

Maybe this is why. It turns out that members of President Joe Biden’s administration
have yet to locate 20 million vaccine doses that were distributed to the states last
month, according to a new report.
A Politico report on Saturday said “Biden’s team is still trying to locate upwards of
20 million vaccine doses that have been sent to states — a mystery that has hampered
plans to speed up the national vaccination effort.”
“’It’s the Mike Tyson quote: ‘Everybody’s got a plan until they get punched in the
mouth,’ said one person with knowledge of the vaccine effort who’s not authorized to
discuss the work. ‘They are planning. They are competent. It’s just the weight of
everything when you sit down in that chair. It’s heavy,'” the political website
reported.
Millions of doses of two vaccines have been distributed, but Politico said once the
vaccine shipments are delivered to the states, “responsibility for tracking them has
been left up to states’ individual public health systems. The administration then only
gets an update once the doses are actually administered and an official record is
submitted.”
“‘I think they were really caught off guard by that,’ said one adviser. ‘It’s a mess.'”
On Dec. 8, then-President-elect Biden vowed to deliver 100 million vaccines in his
first 100 days in office. “I’m absolutely convinced that in 100 days, we can change
the course of the disease and change life in America for the better,” Biden said in
remarks from Wilmington, Delaware.
But before Biden even took office, the Trump administration had already hit that
number. In one of his first acts in office, Biden signed a slew of executive orders. After
one signing ceremony, an Associated Press reporter, Zeke Miller, asked Biden if his
target should be set higher than 1 million a day, noting “that’s basically where the
U.S. is right now.”
“When I announced it, you all said it’s not possible,” Biden said gruffly, blasting the
media. “C’mon, give me a break, man.”
On Monday, Biden bristled again when faced with a question about the
1-million-a-day goal.
“One more on vaccines. Mr. President, one more on vaccines,” Fox News reporter
Peter Doocey said as Biden sought to leave at the end of a brief press conference
following another executive order signing ceremony.
“Now, wait, wait, wait,” Biden said. “I know he always asks me tough questions, and
he always has an edge to them, but I like him anyway. So go ahead and answer — ask
the question.”
“Thank you, Mr. President. So you just said that you think within three weeks or so
we’ll be at the point where there are a million vaccines per day, but it seems like —”
Doocey said before the president cut him off.

“No, I think we’ll get there before that. I said, ‘I hope…’ — I misspoke. I hope we’ll
be able to increase as we go on until we get to the million-five a day. That’s my ex- —
my hope,” Biden said.
Biden eventually upped the goal to 1.5 million doses per day — on the very day that
the U.S. topped that, inoculating 1.6 million Americans.

#BidenLied Trends On Twitter As Critics Demand The $2,000 Stimulus Checks He
Promised During Campaign
Joseph Curl
"Don't say your given us $2,000 checks when your really given us $1,400 checks.
That's just cold, bruh."
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President Joe Biden has been busy in his first 10 days in office, signing 42 executive
orders and memoranda covering everything from climate change to transgender
rights to COVID-19.
Apparently, the president has been too busy to begin making efforts to make good on
one of his key campaign promises: Getting $2,000 to Americans hurting from the
pandemic.
In a campaign trip to Georgia to buck up two Democratic candidates there in early
January, Biden made new stimulus checks a central promise, telling Georgia voters
that they would be getting $2,000 payments if the Democrats won Senate runoff
elections in the state that week.

During a speech in Atlanta, Biden promised “that money will go out the door
immediately to help people who are in real trouble.”
So far, nada.
Americans, not the most patient of people, are not happy, and over the weekend, some
took to Twitter and complained — using the hashtag #BidenLied. It didn’t take long
for that to start trending.
The complaints came after the Democratic Party posted a tweet outlining Biden’s new
plan to distribute $1,400 stimulus checks to American families. That would come on
top of the $600 checks that were approved earlier this month. That equals $2,000.
“@POTUS will build on the $600 down payment provided by Congress last year,
sending an additional $1,400 to households across America, totaling direct payments
to $2,000 per person,” the party wrote.
But that wasn’t Biden’s promise. He said $2,000.
Again, for the record, here’s what he said on Jan. 21: “$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.”
Podcast host Ryan Knight led the criticism, writing: “$2000 is not $1400. So
@JoeBiden is either a liar or really bad at math. I am going with LIAR.”
“#BidenLied and the whole government lied,” wrote another on Twitter. “Don’t say
your given us $2000 checks when your really given us $1400 checks. That’s just cold,
bruh.”
Others got brutal.
“#BidenLied By the time the stimulus package arrives it’ll be more like 600 bucks
instead of the 2000 we were promised but don’t worry, Jill Biden is going to hand out
cookies later,” wrote one.
“Liberals are more enraged that #BidenLied is trending than they are that half a
million Americans are dead, millions more are threatened w/ eviction, tens of millions
have no access to vaccine now,” wrote another.
“Nobody should be surprised that @JoeBiden lied about $2000 checks. He lied the
entire primary, but liberals were too busy chanting ‘Trump bad’ to even care that
they were nominating a pathological liar. #BidenLied,” Knight wrote in another
tweet.
In the end, Biden supporters began using the #BidenLied hashtag when posting
pictures of their pets. Ah, social media.
House Speaker Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-CA) has said the House could pass Biden’s
proposal as early as Monday, which could mean the $1,400 checks would start
arriving by the end of the week, according to CNET.

Biden’s Climate Agenda Won’t Replace Jobs It Seeks To Kill, Separate AP, WaPo
Fact-Checks Suggest
Tim Pearce
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The Associated Press and The Washington Post fact-checked a pair of claims last
week that the Biden administration has used, misleadingly, to sell its climate change
agenda to the American public.
On Wednesday, President Joe Biden claimed that an overhaul of transportation
infrastructure to support a new fleet of electric vehicles would create “1 million new
jobs in the American automobile industry.” Biden said his administration could
accomplish the feat by committing to replace the federal government’s fleet of
650,000 cars with electric models and creating incentives and regulations to
transition U.S. transportation infrastructure to support electric vehicles.
The Associated Press fact-checked the president’s claim on Thursday, describing the
odds of Biden’s plan resulting in 1 million new jobs as “far from certain, if not
unlikely.” Many experts as well as the United Auto Workers have said Biden’s plan
will result in a net loss of jobs in the transportation sector.
The AP reports:
There’s plenty of skepticism about this claim. At least some of those new auto-related
jobs would come at the expense of current ones. Auto industry analysts don’t see how
a net gain of 1 million jobs in that sector can come from Biden’s plan.
One million new jobs in the auto industry is a highly ambitious goal that would mean
more than doubling the number of workers now employed in motor vehicle and parts
manufacturing.
Many analysts and the United Auto Workers union, in fact, have warned that electric
vehicle manufacturing probably will mean fewer net auto-making jobs.

Since taking office, Biden has taken a number of executive actions cracking down on
fossil fuel development and production. On Wednesday, John Kerry, the president’s
special envoy for climate, said that jobs lost in the fossil fuel industry would be
replaced by other jobs in the green energy sector, such as solar power technicians.
“You know, you look at the consequences of black lung for a miner, for instance, and
measure that against the fastest growing job in the United States before COVID was
solar power technician,” Kerry said.
“The same people can do those jobs, but the choice of doing the solar power one now
is a better choice. Similarly, you have the second fastest growing job pre-COVID was
wind turbine technician.”
The Washington Post issued two Pinocchios to Kerry for his claim. He botched the
claim that solar panel and wind turbine technicians were the first- and second-fastest
growing jobs during the pandemic, respectively.
Citing Bureau of Labor Statistics data, the Post found that “[w]ind is before solar,
not vice versa, and those professions are projected to be the first- and
third-fastest-growing jobs, not first and second.”
Disregarding that error, however, the Post said Kerry earned his two-Pinocchio
rating for the claim that jobs in solar and wind could replace the losses to the coal
industry. The Post did not attempt to account for job losses in the oil and gas sector
from Biden’s executive actions.
The Post reported:
For the purposes of this fact check, we’re more interested in how many jobs are
represented by those percentages. After all, at the White House, Kerry mentioned
these statistics in the context of coal mining jobs — “The same people can do those
jobs” — which before the pandemic amounted to about 50,000 jobs (and about
30,000 below surface). Could these solar and wind jobs match that number?
In sum, no.
Wind turbine jobs are projected to go up by 4,300, from 7,000 to 11,300 in 10 years.
The solar installer jobs are projected to go up 6,100, from 12,000 to 18,100. That’s a
total increase of just 10,400 jobs — leaving 20,000 coal workers still toiling in the
mines.

Newt Gingrich: Biden says 'unity' but he really means 'conformity' – here's what
the real deal would look like
Newt Gingrich
In his first week, Biden continued to talk about unity but delivered purely partisan
actions

Signing 17 executive orders opposed by 75 million voters is not unity: Newt
Gingrich
Fox News contributor Newt Gingrich reacts to President Biden following up his
inaugural call for unity with 'left-wing decisive actions.'
There seems to be a continued, deep split between the message of unity the President
Joe Biden administration would like us to hear – and what its actions are
communicating.
Again, President Biden’s inaugural address was great. It hit the right themes of
bringing people together as Americans. But he promptly walked up to the White
House and created dissonance with his first volley of clearly partisan left-wing
executive orders.
Much of his first week has been filled with the consequences of these divisive orders.
More and more people are realizing that President Biden’s order to disallow
discrimination based on gender or gender identity in Title IX essentially eliminates
women’s sports.
Keep in mind: One of the main features of Title IX, when it was passed in 1972,
ensured that colleges and universities that receive federal funding offered sporting
programs in which women could compete. Without Title IX, women – most of whom
cannot physically compete with male athletes due to differences in musculature and
hormones – didn’t have the same athletic opportunities their male cohorts had.
Biden’s order on Title IX undoes this. If biological males can compete in women’s
collegiate sports – and receive scholarships and grants for women’s sports – because

they identify as female, their biologically female competitors are immediately at a
disadvantage.
One of my Inner Circle members on Tuesday raised the question: What’s next? How
long before biological males who identify as women are entitled to women-owned
business grants or other programs for uplifting women?
To be clear: I don’t support discriminating against Americans who are simply living
their lives, exercising their liberties, and pursuing their happiness – but I also don’t
support measures that grant unfair advantages over other Americans trying to do the
same.
Divisions are also beginning to show over President Biden’s decision to kill the
Keystone XL oil pipeline, which was meant to carry oil from Canada to the U.S.
If President Biden really wanted unity, he could call on the U.S. Senate to drop
impeachment proceedings against President Trump. But he knows he can’t do that. It
would break his flimsy coalition.
These divisions aren’t strictly partisan. President Biden is quickly learning it will be
tough to balance the wants of the radical left and those of more traditional
working-class Democrats.
Of course, Biden campaigned on killing Keystone XL (when he was talking to his
environmentalist constituents) and was less aggressive in attacking fossil fuels (when
he was talking to people in oil and natural gas states).
Now, ironically, some of the biggest unions which supported Biden in the election are
going to lose the biggest number of jobs from him killing Keystone XL. The North
American Building Trades Unions, the Laborers' International Union of North
America, and the United Association of Union Plumbers and Pipefitters have all come
out criticizing President Biden’s move because it will render thousands of Americans
unemployed – during a pandemic to boot.
As one last example, I must again point out the knee-jerk reaction to abolish the 1776
Commission. This was purely an effort of partisan cultural warfare. That’s because
President Biden is beholden to a radical, elite culture that consistently wants to erase
American history and rewrite it to better serve a left-wing agenda.
The 1776 Commission was an answer to The New York Times’ 1619 Project, which
initially proclaimed American’s "true founding" occurred when the first British slave
ship docked in New England.
The project has been so thoroughly debunked by serious historians that The New York
Times has been quietly editing out its most egregious statements. I have written at
length about this historic propaganda effort – and produced a podcast
episode offering a historic response.
The 1776 Commission, on the other hand, was an effort to study and teach real
history (CNN promptly called it "racist" without any cause).

One of the lead advisers was my friend, College of the Ozarks President Jerry Davis.
If you aren’t familiar with College of the Ozarks, it is one of the most remarkable
institutions of higher learning I have ever seen. Students attend for free, and they
work on campus in exchange for their education.
In addition to top-tier traditional curricula, the college offers students an
unabashedly patriotic education. It is a model for the whole country.
More from Opinion
On the very first day, the left realized what a danger the 1776 Commission was and
pushed President Biden to kill it.
So, in his first week, President Biden continued to talk about unity but delivered
purely partisan actions. This is because when he says "unity" he really means
"conformity."
The left-wing is not interested in listening to or compromising with the more than 74
million people who voted for President Donald Trump. The left just wants them to
step in line or be ignored.
If President Biden really wanted unity, he could call on the U.S. Senate to drop
impeachment proceedings against President Trump. But he knows he can’t do that. It
would break his flimsy coalition.
The single unifying element of the current Democratic Party is hatred of Trump. The
Democrats know they must keep Trump as a central issue if they are going to keep
their grip on the government.
Two or three years focused on Trump instead of solving problems is exactly what
America doesn’t need. But the Democrats know as long as they can keep Trump as a
piñata, they can keep their members happy.
Once the piñata goes away, they will all be staring at each other – still holding sticks.

Why Minimum Wage Policies Do More Harm Than Good
Paul Mosimann
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The Biden Administration is currently pushing the idea of raising the Federal
minimum wage from $7.25 to $15 an hour. While presented under the guise of helping
lower income Americans, this aggressive policy proposal is actually an impetuous
and injudicious solution that would harm the very people it is intended to aid.
As a first step, as of January 22, 2021, the administration will soon be requiring that
all Federal contractors pay a $15 minimum wage.
Since the establishment of the Fair Labor Act of 1938, businesses with an amended
minimum annual revenue of $500,000 — as well as employers producing goods for
commerce — must provide a minimum wage. This broad price floor has been an
ongoing issue for many small businesses, but within the past few years, some cities
and states have taken measures to augment this wage enforcement.
In June 2014, Seattle was the first city to pass a progressive wage policy championed
by the slogan “Fight for 15.” The goal of the ordinance was to help low-income
workers by gradually raising the minimum wage every year until finally reaching the
$15 mark in January 2021.
At the time the policy was passed, Seattle was experiencing an economic boom. With
the growth of Amazon and real estate in the surrounding counties, Seattle became one
of the fastest growing economic cities in America. Housing prices jumped up 25.4%
in just two years, and along with waves of newcomers came a slew of new restaurant
and entertainment businesses.
However, the implementation of a $15 minimum wage did not bolster Seattle’s
upward economic trend.
According to a recent study of Seattle’s minimum wage policies by the National
Bureau of Economic Research, “low-wage workers lost more than $2 in forgone
employment opportunities for every $1 gained from higher hourly wages.”
Furthermore, the lost income associated with the hour deductions of low-wage

employees was greater than the wage increases, which resulted in a net loss of $74 a
month for each employee. In total, low-skilled workers had an estimated reduction of
3 million working hours, with 5,000 job losses.
While results of this study found marginal effects on employment losses, this outcome
can be attributed to Seattle’s incremental increases as well as their minimum wage
before their 2014 policy, since the city had the highest minimum wage in the nation.
As shown by the data, low-skilled workers are the ones who face the consequences of
any reductions. If employers cut back hours or release employees, the higher-skilled
workers will retain their positions while the lower-skilled are pushed out.
This economic phenomenon is well described by economist Thomas Sowell, who
states, “making it illegal to pay less than a given amount does not make a worker’s
productivity worth that amount — and if it is not, that worker is unlikely to be
employed.”
Following in Seattle’s footsteps, then California Governor Jerry Brown signed
similar legislation in April of 2016 to raise the minimum wage to $15 an hour by
January of 2022.
California’s restaurant industry, at the time, was experiencing astounding growth.
From 2010 to 2017, employment grew by 27% in full-service restaurant sectors and
35% in limited-service restaurant sectors.
Unfortunately, this growth was stunted by Governor Brown’s order.
According to a study by UC Riverside School of Business, an estimated 38,000 jobs
were lost due to California’s minimum wage increase. Had wages stayed the same,
six of California’s highest income areas would have 7% more employees than the
current number.
Moreover, there is concern that during the next recession, California’s restaurant
industry will face serious repercussions as the higher minimum wage is likely to
create higher unemployment.
Similar to the discoveries of the study on Seattle, the data showed that low-skilled,
disabled, and part-time workers were affected most by the policy, with both of these
studies indicating that raising the minimum wage has a serious negative effect on
low-skilled workers.
If Biden’s initiative is passed, the Congressional Budget Office projects the country
may lose up to 3.7 million jobs and real income would fall by $16 billion for families
above the poverty line.
But the heart of the minimum wage issue is summarized in the conclusion of the UC
Riverside study. The researchers state, “The logic here is inescapable. Rather than
using a one-size-fits-all approach, the level of the minimum wage should, at the very
least, be tied to the level of income in the communities.”

A major issue with the Federal minimum wage is not the assurance of fair wages in
cities where the real value of the dollar is lower. The problem is the enforcement of
wages that are adjusted for city populaces upon rural areas.
The real value of a dollar is significantly less in New York City than it is in rural
Arkansas, for example. The Tax Foundation estimates the real value of $100 in
Arkansas to be $117.23, while in New York, the real value of $100 is $85.91.
So why should the government enforce both rural states and remote small businesses
to pay the same dollar amount as cosmopolitan states and cities when there are
serious discrepancies between the geographical locations?
One may instinctively agree with Biden’s statement that “No one working 40 hours a
week should be below the poverty line.” But the reality is that arbitrarily and
artificially inflating wages will not help the impoverished. It will only hurt them.
In the wise words of Henry Hazlitt, the great 20th century journalist, “The question is
not whether we wish to see everybody as well off as possible. Among men of good will
such an aim can be taken for granted. The real question concerns the proper means of
achieving it.”
It is very important to provide propitious opportunities for the destitute so they may
prosper. However, raising the minimum wage is not only an inequitable and
inefficacious solution to those living in rural areas, but it is also a regressive
repression that harms the very people it is intended to help.
Paul Mosimann is a writer with a concentration in economics and political
philosophy. His work has appeared in the Daily Signal and Free the People. Follow
him on Twitter @MosimannPaul.
The views expressed in this piece are the author’s own and do not necessarily
represent those of The Daily Wire.

A Border Threat So Taboo That Few Dare Speak Of It
Todd Bensman
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In the final days of his presidency and his last visit to the U.S. southern border,
Donald Trump stood next to his contentious wall in Alamo, Texas on January 12,
2021 and uttered a striking claim that went entirely unreported by any traditional
news media outlet.
“We have terrorists from the Middle East coming through our country through the
southern border. That was before what you see right here [gesturing toward the
border wall],” the president said.
“Because it was easier to come into our country through the southern border than it
was through airports or any other means. These are people from some very seriously
dangerous places in the Middle East. And the numbers are far greater than anybody
would understand, really far greater.”
Trump’s tortured credibility after four years notwithstanding, the silence about this
national security claim long predates his presidency. Somewhere along the way after
9/11, the idea that Islamic extremist migrants might steal over the porous southern
land border was lost among the nation’s hyper-partisan debate over all things
immigration.
Now, this notion of border infiltration notion is immediately toe-tagged as fraudulent,
xenophobic, and discreditably Trumpian, rendering it a taboo subject unworthy of
serious contemplation.
But that circumstance — denialism that prevents sober consideration — occurs at a
dangerous moment with the seating of President Joe Biden and an administration that
has messaged its welcome of mass irregular migration over the southern border as an
essential humanitarian value.
The Biden administration’s ideology about mass illegal migration closely mirrors that
of politically liberal Europe Union leaders of 2015, right on the eve of a foreseen
catastrophe.

That was when Germany’s Angela Merkel threw security concerns to the wind and
opened the gates to a vast migration that had built up at EU borders from countries
beset by violent Islamic groups and institutionalized extremist ideologies.
As millions poured through and Europeans basked in praise that humanitarian
impulses had prevailed over xenophobic warnings of terrorist border
infiltration, many scores of extremists did just that.
More than 150 terrorists (by the best available tallies) exploited the human sea as
camouflage to get in on bogus asylum claims, with backlogs provided ample time to
kill and wound many hundreds in a dozen naïvely generous European countries.
Starting with the horrific November 2015 suicide bombing attacks in Paris and then
more in Brussels a few months later, migrant-terrorist border infiltrators went on
bloody killing sprees that have yet to end even five years later.
My book, America’s Covert Border War: The Untold Story of the Nation’s Battle to
Prevent Jihadist Infiltration, goes well beyond establishing that President Trump was
much closer to truth that day in Alamo, Texas than were his critics who, when he
claimed earlier in his presidency that the threat was real, shouted him down as a
fear-mongering liar.
Proponents of unrestricted illegal immigration often insist that migration from those
areas of the world to the southern border never happens, let alone with terrorist
travelers among them.
But it is they who are wrong. Perhaps the most convincing evidence can be found in
the existence of sprawling mostly-covert American homeland security programs that
were deployed many years ago at the physical border and throughout Latin America
— which operate to this day — with a singular purpose: detect and intercept terrorist
travelers.
If there were no threat of border infiltration as rejectionists constantly insist, why
then would American presidents, both Democrats and Republican alike, maintain
these projects?
The short answer here is that American leaderships on both sides of the partisan
divide have read the same intelligence as did President Trump about this jihadist
travel and their steady aspirations to enter by land border as homeland security
improvements after 9/11 made airport-to-airport travel on visas more difficult.
The objectives of America’s Covert Border War, as I call these programs, are
fundamentally apolitical and nonpartisan.
On a smaller scale and with differences in cost and tactics to bridge the Atlantic
Ocean, the same circumstances that preceded Europe’s catastrophe indisputably
confront the United States. Specialized human smugglers run networks that transport
thousands of migrants each year from the same concerning nations to the U.S.
southern border, often with no identification, where they typically claim asylum and
are let in just as in Europe.

As my book details, America’s covert border warriors have caught confirmed and
suspected jihadists among them, at the border and en route through Latin America,
preventing attacks for years.
But while it may be true that America’s covert border war has prevented attack so far,
Europe’s experience shows that mass migration severely weakens all normal defenses
and security filters.
What happened over there matters right now because the Biden administration’s
messages of welcome increasingly sound like 2015 European leaderships, when
words and actions sparked that mass migration crisis.
In addition, working against Americans is the time-honored truism that terrorist
groups and criminal actors throughout the world always note past successes and try
to replicate them. Ongoing European border infiltrations certainly qualify as
noteworthy successes.
Have they also noticed that powerful institutional forces in the United States insist
they would never try it and could not succeed?
Whether Biden can be blamed for any coming mass migration border crises involving
illegal immigrants is almost irrelevant. The U.S. Department of Homeland Security’s
October 2020 national threat assessment still predicted sharp migration surges for
this year for a variety of other reasons once pandemic-related border closures in
Latin America lift.
The report foretells collapsing U.S. border management and asylum processing
systems in just the way that Europe’s enabled its infiltrators.
Now is exactly the wrong time to let false taboos and partisan denialism kill
thoughtful contemplation about preserving and resourcing America’s covert border
war so that it may reduce the risks from this chronically maligned national security
threat.
It deserves a seat at the table along with the other border issues, and soon.
Todd Bensman is a Senior National Security Fellow for the Center for Immigration
Studies. He is the author of the forthcoming book “America’s Covert Border War:
The Untold Story of the Nation’s Battle to Prevent Jihadist Infiltration.”

House Democrats Make Case for Convicting Trump
Rebecca Ballhaus, Siobhan Hughes
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WASHINGTON—House impeachment managers said that they were on solid
constitutional ground in seeking to convict Donald Trump of incitement of
insurrection ahead of the Jan. 6 Capitol riot, as the former president prepared to
argue that it was unconstitutional for the Senate to use the impeachment process to
convict an official who has left office.
In a trial brief submitted to the Senate Tuesday morning, the managers wrote that “it
is unthinkable that those same Framers left us virtually defenseless against a
president’s treachery in his final days, allowing him to misuse power, violate his Oath,
and incite insurrection against Congress and our electoral institutions simply because
he is a lame duck. There is no ‘January Exception’ to impeachment or any other
provision of the Constitution.”
Mr. Trump had until noon to respond to a summons, while the House Democrats
prosecuting the case had until 10 a.m. to submit a trial brief. Under the rough rules
sketched out for the trial, the parties are charged with answering two main questions:
whether Mr. Trump can be tried in the Senate for acts committed when he was
president, and how they respond to the charge of “incitement of insurrection.”
Forty-five of the Senate’s 50 Republicans last week sided on a procedural vote with
the argument that the impeachment trial is unconstitutional because Mr. Trump is
now a private citizen, and Mr. Trump’s legal team plans to emphasize that point. The
key premise of Tuesday’s filing will be the argument that convicting Mr. Trump would
be unconstitutional, adviser Jason Miller said.
The defense team also plans to argue that the impeachment proceedings were
conducted inappropriately, pointing to the fact that Democrats introduced no
witnesses or evidence and didn’t allow Mr. Trump to have a lawyer present.

“He’s basically being impeached based on speeches made by politicians in
Congress,” Rudy Giuliani, Mr. Trump’s personal attorney, said in an interview. Mr.
Giuliani isn’t serving on the former president’s defense team.
Much of the Democratic case centers on an appearance by Mr. Trump on the Ellipse
near the White House on Jan. 6, when Mr. Trump said that “you don’t concede when
there’s theft” and that his followers had to “fight like hell.”
The Democrats argue that the remarks were like lighting a match after scattering the
ground with tinder. They said his actions stemmed from the Electoral College vote on
Dec. 14, after which he “fixated” on a joint session of Congress on Jan. 6
“as presenting his last, best hope to reverse the election results and remain in
power.”
“It was obvious and entirely foreseeable that the furious crowd assembled before
President Trump at the ‘Save America Rally’ on January 6 was primed (and prepared)
for violence if he lit a spark,” the managers wrote.
To bolster their case for conviction, House Democrats plan to use video footage of
rioters storming the Capitol, according to a person familiar with the plans.
One of the options that the former president’s team is considering, an adviser said, is
asking the Supreme Court to rule on whether it is constitutional for the Senate to hold
an impeachment trial for a former president.
The president is eager to avoid several days of Democrats attacking him with video
footage, the adviser said. Legal experts say it is unlikely federal courts would
intervene either to block a trial or to reverse a potential conviction.
A report released in mid-January from the Congressional Research Service, the
public-policy research arm of Congress, concluded that while the matter is open to
debate, the weight of scholarly authority agrees that former officials may be
impeached and tried.
Under the Constitution, the chief justice presides over impeachment trials of sitting
presidents, but Chief Justice John Roberts declined to preside over the trial of the
former president, according to Senate Majority Leader Chuck Schumer (D., N.Y.).
Senate Democrats were watching to see whether the impeachment managers planned
to focus solely on Mr. Trump’s speech on the Ellipse just south of the White House the
day of the attack or whether they argue that the remarks were part of a larger effort
to stir up an angry mob.
“The words that he used to that crowd at his rally were the last chapter of a story that
began with earlier chapters of the terms and conditions under which that rally was
called together,” said Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D., R.I.).

“It’s not like there was a crowd and he went in front of it and stirred it all up. He did
a lot of preparatory work relevant to what he ended up saying at the rally itself.”
People familiar with the president’s defense strategy said they don’t expect the team
to focus on claims of election fraud in the Senate trial, saying there has been a shift in
recent days away from those claims and toward the constitutionality arguments.
The president’s advisers believe that raising the fraud claims would put off too many
Republican senators, one of the people said. But another adviser said Mr. Trump has
been going back and forth on whether he wants his team to bring the claims up.
Some Senate Republicans recoiled at the idea that Mr. Trump’s legal team might
spend time on false allegations that the election was stolen.
“Well, it’s really not material,” said Sen. John Cornyn (R., Texas). “The articles of
impeachment are like an indictment in a criminal case, so that would be the issue
before the Senate. As much as there might be a temptation to bring in other matters, I
think it would be a disservice to the president’s own defense to get bogged down in
things that really aren’t before the Senate.”
As the trial nears, Mr. Trump has consulted Mr. Giuliani, former senior adviser
Kellyanne Conway, former chief of staff Mark Meadows, Sen. Lindsey Graham (R.,
S.C.) and others on his approach, an adviser said.
David Schoen and Bruce Castor will lead Mr. Trump’s defense, Mr. Trump said
Sunday, after his previous attorneys left the team a little over a week before the trial
is to begin.
In an interview with Fox News’s “Hannity” Monday, Mr. Schoen said that if
Democrats move to call witnesses during the trial, the defense team should be able to
call senators as witnesses, too, to show that the so-called jury wouldn’t be impartial.
“Can you imagine any American citizen considering to be a trial in which a judge
and jury has already announced publicity that the defendant must be convicted?” he
asked.
The shake-up in Mr. Trump’s legal team over the weekend stemmed from a
disagreement on the defense strategy, according to a person familiar with the
discussions. Mr. Trump wanted his lawyers to raise his baseless claims of election
fraud, while attorney Butch Bowers wanted to focus on the constitutionality of
impeaching a former president, the person said. Mr. Miller disputed that and said,
“The only defense the president has ever advocated has been that this witch hunt is
unconstitutional.”
Mr. Bowers’s departure also followed a tense exchange with Mr. Trump over his
payment. Mr. Bowers initially said he would represent the former president for
$250,000, but later raised his price to $3 million after factoring in the cost for the
other team members, Mr. Miller said. That put the attorney on a “slippery slope”
with the former president that “he could never recover from,” Mr. Miller said. Mr.

Bowers received a partial payment last week, he said. Mr. Bowers didn’t respond to a
request for comment.
John Eastman, a lawyer who is representing Mr. Trump in a different case, said he
expected the former president’s legal team to focus on the constitutional issues and to
argue that nothing Mr. Trump said in his Jan. 6 speech preceding the rally qualified
as incitement. He pointed to indictments against some of the rioters that indicated
they had been planning the riot for months.
Mr. Eastman, citing attorney-client privilege, declined to say whether he had been
consulted by the former president’s team and said it would be “fair game” for the
lawyers to raise the claims of election fraud.
Rebecca Ballhaus at Rebecca.Ballhaus@wsj.com and Siobhan Hughes at
siobhan.hughes@wsj.com

FED VÀ ĐÁM TÀI PHIỆT PHỐ WALL!
LIỆU CHÍNH PHỦ BẤT TÀI JOE BIDEN CÓ DÁM CAN THIỆP THÔ BẠO VÀO
TRẬN CHIẾN NÀY!?
Việc đám tài phiệt Phố Wall trong tuần này đã "thất thủ" trước các nhà đầu tư chứng
khoán nhỏ lẻ và chịu lỗ hơn 19 tỷ USD. Và trước dấu hiệu của các nhà đầu tư nhỏ lẻ
đang vẫn "kiên cường chiến đấu," thì đám tài phiệt Phố Wall sẽ tiếp tục bị thiệt hại
nhiều hơn nữa, con số ước tính lên đến 100 tỷ USD, theo nhiều chuyên gia nhận định.

Nếu đám tài phiệt Phố Wall tiếp tục theo đà lỗ như thế này trong những tuần tới đây,
thì nhiều khả năng chính phủ Joe Biden và cục dự trữ liên bang Mỹ (FED) buộc phải
nhảy vào can thiệp để cứu nguy cho đám tài phiệt Phố Wall này tránh khỏi bị phá sản.
Tuy nhiên, việc làm thêm này của Chính phủ Joe Biden và FED muốn phải tôn trọng

các nguyên tắc của một thị trường tự do, cũng như tuân thủ các quy định của pháp
luật về chứng khoán Hoa Kỳ. Nếu họ cố tình can thiệp bất hợp pháp, thì sẽ chỉ làm thị
trường chứng khoán Hoa Kỳ thêm hỗn loạn và nhanh chóng sụp đổ mà thôi.
Như chúng ta đã thấy, chính đám tài phiệt Phố Wall này, cùng với lũ Fed. Và các tổ
chức tài chính thuộc nhà nước ngầm khác như các quỹ đầu tư Hedge funds… đã đổ
tiền chống lưng và giúp cho Đảng Dân chủ gian lận phiếu bầu để đưa Joe Biden lên
làm tổng thống Mỹ bất hợp pháp. Cuộc bầu cử vừa qua chúng ta đã thấy bọn chúng
bất chấp tất cả các thủ đoạn như gian lận hệ thống máy kiểm phiếu, phiếu bầu
ma…chiếm đoạt cho bằng được cuộc bầu cử, thì nay, bọn chúng có thể sẽ bất chấp
cho thủ đoạn để cứu cho bằng được đám tài phiệt Phố Wall khỏi bị phá sản. Chính
phủ Joe Biden và Fed. có khả năng sử dụng các biện pháp can thiệp hành chính sau
đây để cứu đám tài phiệt Phố Wall:
1. Chính phủ Joe Biden (thông qua SEC, DOJ) ban hành lệnh hành chính buộc đóng
băng tất cả các giao dịch liên quan đến cổ phiếu GME, AMC để tiến hành điều tra
các vụ việc gian lận, nhưng thực chất là để "cắt lỗ" cho đám tài phiệt Phố Wall. Biện
pháp thì sẽ đi ngược lại với các quy tắc của của một thị trường tự do, bình đẳng giữa
các bên tham gia trong thị trường chứng khoán.
2. Chính phủ Joe Biden sẽ mua lại các khoản nợ của đám tài phiệt Phố Wall phát sinh
từ các khoản lỗ liên quan đến cổ phiếu GME, AMC. Bản chất của việc này cũng việc
"lấy tiền của nó trả nợ cho nó", vì thực chất việc mua nợ này là việc chính phủ Joe
Biden sẽ lấy tiền đóng thuế của người dân (tức cũng có một phần là tiền đóng thuế
của các nhà đầu tư) để trả nợ cho nhà đầu tư.
3. Chính phủ Joe Biden ban hành luật hành chính buộc các nhà đầu tư nhỏ lẻ phải
bán ra một phần hoặc toàn bộ các cổ phiếu GME, AMC họ đang nắm giữ. Đây là
biện pháp can thiệp thô bạo, vi phạm luật chống độc quyền cũng như pháp luật về
chứng khoán Hoa Kỳ.
4. Fed. tiếp tục bơm thêm tiền vào thị trường khoán thông qua hình thức cho đám tài
phiệt Phố Wall vay ưu đãi với lãi suất thấp. Biện pháp này sẽ làm gia tăng lạm phát,
làm các nhà đầu tư mất niềm tin vào thị trường chứng khoán.
Như vậy, trong khi nền kinh tế nước Mỹ còn đang bị ảnh hưởng nặng nề bởi dịch
bệnh virus Vũ Hán Trung cộng gây ra, thì với một Chính phủ bất tài Biden-Harris
không có khả năng quản lý nền kinh tế, chúng ta đã thấy dấu hiệu suy thoái của nền
kinh tế Hoa Kỳ thông qua các chính sách tăng thuế giết chết doanh nghiệp vừa và nhỏ,
phá hủy việc làm…, thì nay sự can thiệp thô bạo có thể của cái chính phủ bất tài này
cùng với đám nhà nước ngầm Fed. vào thị trường chứng khoán sẽ chỉ làm cho người
dân mất tin tưởng hoàn toàn vào thị trường chứng khoán, vì vậy sẽ gây thêm tình
trạng hỗn loạn và mau chóng sụp đổ thị trường chứng khoán nói riêng, nền kinh tế
Mỹ nói chung mà thôi.
BẮT ĐẦU NGÀY MAI THỨ HAI, THỊ TRƯỜNG CHỨNG KHOÁN HOA KỲ CÓ THỂ
SẼ CÓ DẤU HIỆU HOẢNG LOẠN XẢY RA TRONG NHỮNG TUẦN TỚI, TỶ LỆ
LẠM PHÁT TĂNG CAO, TÌNH TRẠNG SUY THOÁI NỀN KINH TẾ LÀ KHÓ
TRÁNH KHỎI!

