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Biden Nears Big Win as $1.9 Trillion Stimulus Goes to Final Vote
Erik Wasson, Laura Davison and Steven T. Dennis
(Bloomberg) -- President Joe Biden is on the cusp of his first legislative win with the
House ready to give final passage to his $1.9 trillion Covid-19 relief plan, the
second-biggest economic stimulus in U.S. history.
After the Senate passed the legislation on a party-line 50-49 vote on Saturday, House
Majority Leader Steny Hoyer said it will be taken up in his chamber on Tuesday.
Although some liberal House members have complained about changes made by the
Senate to ensure the support of moderate Democrats, progressives brushed off the
concessions as minor.
“Despite the fact that we believe any weakening of the House provisions were bad
policy and bad politics, the reality is that the final amendments were relatively minor
concessions,” said Congressional Progressive Caucus chairwoman Pramila Jayapal.
Enactment would set the stage for work this spring on Biden’s plan for a massive
infrastructure and manufacturing recovery bill. Democrats also are counting on the
injection of stimulus to accelerate the economy long before they face voters in the
2022 mid-term elections.
“As tough as this moment is, there are brighter days ahead -- there really are,” Biden
told reporters at the White House after the Senate vote.
The bill would provide the biggest health-care expansion since the Affordable Care
Act, a temporary plan aimed at slashing the child poverty rate, and send $1,400
payments to millions of Americans. In addition, state and local governments are set to
get more than $350 billion in aid, and schools will get an infusion of funding, all of
which Democrats hope will propel the economy forward.
“Once the plan is signed into law, I am confident that Americans will be met by a
strong economy when we make it to the other side of the pandemic,” Treasury
Secretary Janet Yellen said in a statement on Saturday.
The bill will also deliver $300 a week in extra unemployment assistance through Sept.
6, and make the first $10,200 of unemployment insurance benefits non-taxable for
households with incomes of less than $150,000. The legislation includes $160 billion
for vaccine and testing programs to help stop the spread of the coronavirus. The
Senate also adopted a bipartisan amendment from Republican Lisa Murkowski of
Alaska and Democrat Joe Manchin of West Virginia to direct $800 million toward
alleviating youth homelessness.
Overall, the legislation is double the size of the Obama-era stimulus from the 2008-09
recession, and exceeded many earlier Wall Street estimates for how big a package
Democrats could pass with the thinnest margin of control in the Senate. It’s eclipsed
in size only by the $2.2 trillion pandemic aid plan passed a year ago under President
Donald Trump, when large swaths of the U.S. economy were first shut down by the
pandemic.

Bloomberg Stimulus Incoming
The legislation also includes two key provisions that open the door for Democrats to
make major long-term progressive changes to the tax code. A one-year expansion of
the child tax credit could be made permanent by Democrats later this year. The bill
would give parents $3,600 for each child under six, and $3,000 for each older child,
up from $2,000. The payments will be sent out in monthly installments, rather than
being added to the family’s refund at tax-time, effectively setting up an experiment in
universal basic income for households with children.
The legislation also makes student loan forgiveness tax free, meaning that individuals
who get their debt wiped away won’t have to pay the IRS income taxes on that benefit.
While the bill doesn’t include loan forgiveness itself, it paves the way for Biden or
lawmakers to forgive student debt with a lower deficit cost.
Economists have boosted their forecasts for growth based on passage of the stimulus
bill, along with recent evidence that the economy is already picking up pace. Gross
domestic product will clock a 5.5% gain this year -- the best since “morning in
America”-era 1984 -- according to the latest Bloomberg monthly survey of
economists.
U. S. retail sales rose in January by the most in seven months, and the labor market,
which has been slower to recover, added more jobs in February than economists had
forecast, though employment remained well below pre-pandemic levels.
V.
Passage in the Senate came after votes on amendments that stretched for more than
25 hours. The Democratic drive toward a final vote stalled out for nearly 12 hours on
Friday after Manchin, a pivotal vote, balked at a deal to extend supplemental
unemployment benefits into October.
Once that was resolved, Democrats held together to defeat Republican amendments
on limiting state and local aid; restricting funding for abortions; banning aid to
schools that have transgender athletes or fail to open 5 days a week; and ending aid
to indebted minority farmers, among others.

Despite the stumble on unemployment insurance, passage of the stimulus was a major
victory for Senate Majority Leader Chuck Schumer, who aimed to show that
Democrats could wield power despite the 50-50 Senate split.
“Unity, unity, unity. That’s how we got this done,” Schumer said after the vote.
“On every single important vote, every Democrat stuck together.”
The passage of the stimulus was enabled by the upset victories in January runoff
elections of two Democratic senators from Georgia, which handed Democrats their
razor-thin majority.
“The people of Georgia deserve great credit for what happened here today. If they
had not stood up in such a powerful way on that historic election day and sent Jon
Ossoff and myself to the Senate, we simply would not be here,” Senator Raphael
Warnock told reporters.
Republicans were united as well. They argued that much of the measure is
unnecessary given improving economic indicators, like Friday’s
stronger-than-expected jobs report, and that it’s a danger to the long-term health of
the economy because of the growing U.S. budget deficit. The Congressional Budget
Office estimated the deficit would reach $2.3 trillion this year before the passage of
the new bill adds $1.2 trillion more to that total in fiscal 2021.
Democrats rejected an effort by 11 Republicans, led by Senator Susan Collins of
Maine, to offer as an amendment a plan about one-third the size of Biden’s bill -showing how critical the Georgia senate wins were to advancing the president’s
agenda.
“The Senate has never spent $2 trillion in a more haphazard way,” said Senate
Minority Leader Mitch McConnell. “We passed five bipartisan Covid relief bills;
there is no reason we could not do a sixth,” GOP Senator Bill Cassidy of Louisiana
said in a statement.
“I wanted to support a bill that targeted aid to those impacted by the pandemic.
Instead, Democrats rammed through a bill that wastes hundreds of billions of dollars
on pet projects that have nothing to do with the pandemic, and puts our economy at
risk of inflation.”

Biden fires Trump-appointed lawyer who refused to resign
Tal Axelrod
President Biden on Friday fired Sharon Gustafson, who was appointed by former
President Trump as the general counsel of the Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission (EEOC).
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The White House told Gustafson that she was being fired effective 5 p.m. Friday after
she refused to resign willingly.
In a letter to the White House released by the Ethics and Public Policy Center, a
conservative think tank, Gustafson said she "respectfully" declined the White House's
request to resign and that she wanted to serve the remainder of her four-year term,
which was set to expire in 2023.
Gautam Raghavan, the White House deputy director of the Office of Presidential
Personnel, responded in an email that she was being fired as of Friday evening.
Neither the White House nor the EEOC immediately responded to requests for
comment from The Hill.
Republicans swiftly came out swinging against the firing. Andrea Lucas, a
Republican-appointed commissioner to the EEOC, described the firing as a violation
of Biden's calls for unity.
"I find the action taken today by the White House against our independent agency to
be deeply troubling, a break from long-established norms respected by presidents of
both parties, an injection of partisanship where it had been absent, and telling
evidence of what 'unity' actually means to this President and his Administration," she
tweeted.

"This is a pattern. President Biden calls for the end to 'partisan warfare,' only to turn
around and demand that Senate-confirmed officials resign so he can make room for
his left-wing friends," said Rep. Virginia Foxx (R-N.C.), the top Republican on the
House Education and Labor Committee.
"President Biden should take a note from General Counsel Gustafson, who stuck to
her commitment and refused to cave to partisan pressure. This unprecedented firing
of an honorable public official which occurred just hours after she was asked to
resign is unwarranted and should be immediately rescinded," Foxx said.
Gustafson was first appointed to her role in 2018. She faced scrutiny at the time over
remarks about protections for LGBT workers. Gustafson wrote in her letter to the
White House that she was unaware of past EEOC generals counsel who had been
fired at the start of a new administration, though Biden has worked quickly to install
his own appointees across the federal government.

‘We need the government’: Biden’s $1.9 trillion relief plan reflects seismic shifts in
U.S. politics
Jeff Stein
A new Democratic administration facing down a massive economic crisis pushes a
$800 billion stimulus package. A bloc of centrist Democrats balk at the price-tag, and
Republicans are thrown into a frenzy warning about the impact to the federal deficit.
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participate in a ceremony at sundown at the White House on Monday, with 500
candles commemorating the 500,000 who died of coronavirus in the United States.
A little more than a decade later, another new Democratic administration takes office
facing a different economic crisis. This time, it proposes spending an additional $1.9
trillion in spending, even though the federal deficit last year was $3.1 trillion — much
larger than during the last crisis. Centrist Democrats unify behind passing the
measure, and the GOP rejects it but in a more muted fashion.
The disparity between the reception to President Barack Obama’s 2009 stimulus plan
and President Biden’s is the result of several seismic shifts in American politics — the
most dramatic of which may be the apparent impact of the pandemic on attitudes
about the role of government in helping the economy.
Since the outset of the coronavirus, polling has found substantial support among
Americans for providing more government aid for those in need. That is partially due
to the nature of the current crisis, which for a time opened a deeper economic
hole than even the Great Recession. But the shift is also the result of a reorientation
on economic policy — both on the left and on the right — that has transformed the
political landscape.
Biden’s economic team set to prepare ambitious recovery plan, challenging
Republicans’ renewed debt worries
On the right, congressional Republican lawmakers may still fret about higher deficits
— but the most popular politician among their voters does not. Both as a candidate
and as president, Donald Trump blew past Republican concerns about the deficit,
pushing for trillions in additional spending and tax cuts and running unprecedented
peacetime debt levels.
And on the left, Democratic lawmakers have increasingly learned to ignore fears
about spending too much. Party leaders have said they suffered crippling political
defeats in the 2010s precisely because they did not deliver enough meaningful

economic relief under Obama — a mistake that they see an opportunity to correct
under Biden.
Democrats also repeatedly tout the 2017 Republican tax cut, which is expected to
add approximately $2 trillion to the national deficit, as a reason to be skeptical of
GOP concerns about fiscal restraint.
“It’s been a major shift. People have gone from being anti-government, to beyond
being even neutral on it, to thinking: ‘We need the government; it has to help us,’ ”
said former congressman Barney Frank (D-Mass.), who helped craft Congress’
response to the financial crisis and Great Recession.
“You have a new consensus in America — that the government has an important role,
and that Ronald Reagan was wrong. For the first time in my lifetime, people are
saying that the government has done too little rather than doing too much.”
Senate passes Biden’s $1.9 trillion coronavirus relief bill after voting overnight on
amendments, sends measure back to House
The upshot is that Americans overall have appeared largely supportive of Biden’s
stimulus blitz, which would push the total national debt beyond $23 trillion. This
change has helped speed Biden’s massive relief package through Congress with
relative ease, despite unified Republican opposition and last-minute changes pushed
by moderate Democrats. Centrist Senate Democrats trimmed unemployment benefits
but did not significantly reduce the overall size of Biden’s legislation.
A Monmouth University poll taken in late February found more than 60 percent of
Americans supported the $1.9 trillion measure. More than two-thirds of Americans
also said they would rather the relief package include $1,400 stimulus checks than see
bipartisan support for the effort, Monmouth found. Quinnipiac University found in a
poll released in February that Americans supported $1,400 stimulus payments, with
78 percent in favor and only 18 percent opposed.
“What happened in 2009 and ’10 is, we tried to work with the Republicans, the
package ended up being much too small, and the recession lasted for five years,”
Senate Majority Leader Charles E. Schumer (D-N.Y.) said in an interview. “People
got sour; we lost the election.”
This emerging consensus is not without its detractors. Congressional Republicans
widely panned Biden’s relief bill as providing far more funding than is necessary,
arguing much of it goes to waste.
A number of leading economists, influential Washington groups, and Wall Street
analysts have said key parts of Biden’s bill are poorly targeted to the specific needs of
the current crisis — particularly given some encouraging signs related to the vaccine
and job market.
Although the bill is popular right now, congressional Republicans have also projected
confidence that will change once its provisions become more widely known and they
have a chance to campaign against it.

Every Republican in both the House and Senate voted against the bill, undermining
Biden’s campaign promises to work across the aisle and find common ground. The
president’s difficulty at points securing the support of centrist Senate Democrats — a
process that led to a nine-hour standoff with Sen. Joe Manchin III (D-W.Va.) on
Friday — also suggests the challenges he is likely to face securing support for his
next legislative effort. Moderate lawmakers of Biden’s party may be less likely to back
a narrowly partisan effort the next time, if not responsive to an economic emergency.
“I think it’s important for the American people and our Democratic colleagues to
recognize that when they’re going to propose spending money that’s not needed and
that’s wasteful — and they lard up a piece of legislation — that we’re not going to
just sit back and take it,” Sen. Mitt Romney (R-Utah) told reporters on Thursday.
“We’re going to fight back.”
The bill’s $1.9 trillion cost — budget experts say the ultimate price-tag may be $1.8
trillion — makes it one of the most expensive pieces of legislation in terms of its
single-year impact, particularly when considered in tandem with the approximately
$900 billion bill approved in December.
An analysis from the Committee for a Responsible Federal Budget, which argues for
lower deficits, found the package could ultimately cost $4 trillion if key provisions are
extended.
Democrats are blowing past these concerns. Democratic lawmakers and aides say
they have heard very few complaints from constituents about concerns the relief plan
will drive up the deficit. Even senators representing states that Trump won by huge
margins, such as Jon Tester (D-Mont.), have gone along with the bill’s price tag.
The White House has pointed to a range of economic analyses showing that without
dramatic federal intervention it could take as long as two years for employment to
fully recover. Economists have also pointed to low interest rates as enabling historic
borrowing at relatively low costs.
The U.S. jobs report showed the economy added close to 400,000 jobs in February,
but the number of Americans out of work is still over 9 million more than it was
pre-pandemic.
Why Republicans keep running against trans rights
Biden is in some ways the ideal messenger for their spending blitz. A septuagenarian
who spent four decades in Congress, the president is hard to portray as a socialist or
radical leftist — even as he advances some ambitious expansions of government
spending, including a major new child tax benefit.
“Biden’s style and his persona have allowed him to be heard as pragmatic on policies
that if articulated by other people would sound ideological,” said Celinda Lake, a
Democratic pollster who advised Biden’s 2020 presidential campaign. “Just by
temperament and culture and background, Joe Biden seems less ideological and more
pragmatic.”

That has also appeared to contribute to a more muted reaction to Biden’s spending
plans than Obama’s. Reports from the Conservative Political Action Conference, held
this year in Florida, indicated that the debt and deficits were not major
themes energizing the conservative base.
The shift has been accelerated by the party’s leader. Trump has so far largely avoided
critiquing Biden’s stimulus plan. He did recently blast Senate Minority Leader Mitch
McConnell (R-Ky.) for refusing to support his and Democrats’ push for $2,000
stimulus payments in December, a decision that Trump said cost the GOP the
Georgia runoff elections that determined control of the Senate.
“In the background leading to the Obama era, $300 billion deficits were considered a
crisis, and in that context an $800 billion stimulus was an enormous sticker shock
even among Democrats,” said Brian Riedl, a former aide to Sen. Rob Portman
(R-Ohio) now at the libertarian-leaning Manhattan Institute.
“It has been a massive shift toward the view [that] almost no level of borrowing will
have negative consequences. Billions just became trillions.”
Dave Hopkins, a professor of political science at Boston College who studies the
Democratic Party, said the Republican base is no longer “stoked” by criticisms of
overspending.
“Moderate vulnerable Democrats feel a lot more freedom to vote for a big spending
bill in the current moment — because the polls suggest it’s popular, and because the
case against Democrats is being made on Dr. Seuss and Mr. Potato Head, not the
debt,” Hopkins said.
Beyond the shifting politics, Democratic lawmakers have themselves shifted in their
beliefs.
In the 1990s, Rep. Don Beyer (D-Va.), now vice-chair of the House’s Joint Economic
Committee, supported the Democratic presidential candidates who most seriously
campaigned on closing the national deficit.
Beyer’s thinking has changed. He cited conversations with a range of economists on
wonky issues such as the relationship between employment and inflation, as well as
watching the impact of covid relief aid as it was sprayed across the American
economy.
Beyer sits on the House Ways and Means Committee, which writes the nation’s tax
laws.
“We’re always doing things like the Employee Retention Tax Credit,” he said of a
refundable credit to reimburse businesses hit by covid for keeping employees on
payroll. “I don’t want to diminish those kinds of things, but they don’t feel real to
people the way the $600 check does.”
Beyer added: “I was knocking doors for Joe Biden in Pennsylvania [last fall], and the
most memorable conversation I had was with a guy who said, ‘I just want to know
who will send me the checks.’ . . . Covid has given us the opportunity to provide very
meaningful benefits to these folks.”

Democrats were not always so concerned with the marketing of their plans.
In 2009, Pennsylvania Gov. Ed Rendell (D) went to the White House and begged
Obama officials to have the treasury secretary send letters to millions of American
households explaining how they would benefit from a $1,000 tax cut in Obama’s
stimulus. The administration refused.
“If you went to the streets of Philadelphia in 2010 and asked every man and woman if
they got a tax cut from Obama’s stimulus, they would have said no,” Rendell said.
The White House is now aiming for the opposite. In remarks on Saturday, Biden
emphasized the direct cash that the plan will send to millions of Americans — in
direct stimulus payments, new child benefits, and unemployment assistance, among
other provisions.
White House spokeswoman Jen Psaki said Friday the administration would aim to do
a much better job than the Obama administration had in ensuring people saw how
they were being helped by the government.
“Quite frankly, without the overwhelming, bipartisan support of the American people,
this would not have happened,” Biden said after the Senate passed the measure.
Biden touted the “real, tangible results” delivered by the package. Americans, he said,
“will be able to see and know and feel the changes in their own lives.”
Tony Romm contributed reporting to this story.

Albany Times Union editorial board calls for Cuomo's resignation
Celine Castronuovo
The Albany Times Union's editorial board has joined in on calls for New York Gov.
Andrew Cuomo (D) to resign amid a series of controversies surrounding the elected
official, writing that Cuomo "has squandered the public's trust at a time when it's
needed more than ever."
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The editorial board in a Saturday opinion piece specifically cited revelations of
Cuomo's administration intentionally withholding coronavirus death toll numbers in
nursing homes, as well as multiple allegations of sexual harassment against the
governor.
"Amid an enduring pandemic, it is vital that people can believe what their governor
and their government are telling them, and that the rules they're asked to follow and
the sacrifices they're asked to make are truly in the interest of public health," the
editorial board wrote.
"It is time for Mr. Cuomo to resign, and for those who helped him deceive the public
to go, too," it added.
The board went on to say that while it endorsed Cuomo for governor three times and
the elected official has "brought to fruition a host of important progressive goals," the
Democrat has now "lost the credibility he needs to lead this state, especially in the
midst of a public health crisis."
The board also cited that the "excuse for the lie" of withholding the true coronavirus
death toll in nursing homes "was a lie, too."
Cuomo's top aide, Melissa DeRosa, said that the administration did not release
complete data on deaths because it was worried about what response it would prompt
from former President Trump's Justice Department.
However, the board noted that The New York Times and The Wall Street Journal
found that DeRosa and other top Cuomo aides pushed state health officials to alter a
July public report on nursing home deaths because the death toll "was higher than Mr.
Cuomo's close aides wanted it to be," the Times Union board wrote.
"New York cannot get through this public health crisis if New Yorkers don't know
whether the governor and health officials are being honest with them from one day to
the next," the editorial board argued.
"It did not have to be like this," the board continued. "Mr. Cuomo was, by and large,
doing a commendable job leading the state through the pandemic. People knew what
a tough situation he faced. If he made a bad call a year ago, New Yorkers would have
understood if he'd just been straight with them."
"But Mr. Cuomo didn't trust New Yorkers with the truth," the Times Union board
added.
The opinion piece came ahead of a third former Cuomo aide coming forward with
allegations of sexual harassment against him, including touching her lower back at a
reception and kissing her hand once as she sat up from her desk.
Despite growing calls for his resignation, Cuomo in a news conference on Wednesday
said that he intended to remain in office.

"Some politicians will always play politics. That's the nature of the beast. I don't think
today is a day for politics," Cuomo said at the time. "I wasn't elected by politicians, I
was elected by the people of the state of New York. I'm not going to resign."
He went on to say, "I work for the people of the state of New York, they elected me,
and I'm going to serve the people of the state of New York."

Warm air spreading across Central and Eastern US with record highs possible
ABC Weather News
The warmest air in four months will spread across the Central and Eastern U.S. this
week.
On Sunday afternoon, widespread temperatures in the 60s and 70s are expected
across the much of the central U.S. and even northern locations like Minneapolis will
reach 60 degrees or higher today when just 3 weeks ago, Minneapolis wasn’t getting
above zero degrees.
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The warmer weather will start to approach Chicago on Sunday as well, but even
warmer weather will be arriving over the coming days.

ABC News The warmer weather will start to approach Chicago on Sunday as well,
but even warmer weather will be arriving over the coming days.
Record highs will be possible on both Monday and Tuesday as temperatures soar to
nearly 30 degrees above average in spots.
By Tuesday, parts of the Central and Eastern U.S. could approach or exceed 70
degrees and some parts of the Plains could reach 80 degrees or better.
Additionally, Minneapolis, Chicago and New York City will all be in the 60s and see
lots of sun.

ABC News Minneapolis, Chicago and New York City will all be in the 60s and see
lots of sun.
The warm and mild air will bring temperatures in the mid-60s and almost near 70
degrees in parts of the eastern U.S., including near Philadelphia and New York City
by the end of the week.

The combination of the warmest air in months and sunshine will make for truly
delightful weather this week for millions of Americans.
However, this does not mean winter has had its last gasp and there is an indication
that a more turbulent weather pattern will return in the near future.
The West will remain unsettled for the next few days, with heavy and snow and rain
expected on Tuesday and Wednesday.
Much of this rain and snow will head into California and into southern parts of the
state and much of the region, but especially Los Angeles, could really benefit from
this precipitation.

ABC News Much of this rain and snow will head into California and into southern
parts of the state and much of the region, but especially Los Angeles, could really
benefit from this precipitation.
This storm will arrive in the central U.S. by next weekend and could potentially
develop into a significant system that would bring snow to parts of the central U.S.,
heavy rain to the Ohio and Mississippi River valley, and perhaps our first shot of
organized spring severe weather.
Behind this system, a cooler weather pattern will spread across the country as we
head into the middle of the month.

Dr. Fauci Warns We’re At Risk of Another Spike
Michael Martin - HEALTH
New COVID-19 infections have declined significantly from their early-January peak.
But the country is in danger of experiencing another surge, said Dr. Anthony Fauci,
the nation's top infectious disease expert and chief medical adviser to President
Biden. Newly reported cases have dropped from a high of 314,172 on Jan. 8 to 67,484
on March 5.

But after declining rapidly for several weeks, the seven-day moving average of daily
cases has hovered between 68,000 and 60,000 since Feb. 19. Read on—and to ensure
your health and the health of others, don't miss these Sure Signs You've Already Had
Coronavirus.
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Dr. Fauci Warns We're "At Risk for Another Spike"
"We are starting to plateau," said Fauci during a briefing by the White House COVID
response team on Thursday.
"That plateau is about 60 to 70,000 cases a day. When you have that much viral
activity in a plateau, it almost invariably means that you are at risk for another
spike."
He added: "Many countries in Europe have seen just that. They had a decrease in
cases over a six-week period. They plateaued. And now over the past week, they saw
an increase in cases by 9%, something we desperately want to avoid."
Virus Variants Rise as States Open Up
In the U.S., new variants which have begun spreading—from the U.K., South Africa,
Brazil and two recently discovered in New York and California—seem to be more
contagious and somewhat less responsive to vaccines.
At the same time, several states have begun to ease or completely eliminate
restrictions like mask mandates and venue closures. That threatens to touch off
transmission hotspots and push the country's caseload upward.
One solution may be to produce booster shots specifically targeted to the variants.
But right now, vaccinating as many people as possible will prevent the virus from
mutating further, said Fauci.
"Importantly, there's another tool in our armamentarium," he added.

"Namely adherence to the public health measures in an arena of a high baseline of
infections with masks, distance, avoiding congregate settings, washing hands."
Vaccinations have increased in recent weeks: An average of 1.9 million shots are
being administered daily; that rate exceeded 2 million for the first time last week.
According to the CDC, as of March 6, 29.7 million people have been fully vaccinated
against COVID, about 9% of the total U.S. population.

Democrats Reject Republican Attempts To Prevent Stimulus Checks From Going
To Prisoners, Illegal Aliens
Ryan Saavedra
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Senate Democrats blocked an amendment by Republicans on Saturday that would
have stopped taxpayer-funded stimulus checks from going to illegal aliens and
incarcerated criminals.
Republican Sens. Tom Cotton (AR), Ted Cruz (TX), and Bill Cassidy (LA) offered an
amendment on the Senate floor to block prisoners from being able to receive stimulus
checks, which was blocked in a 49-50 vote.
“The bill includes $1400 stimulus checks for individuals who make less than
$75,000,” Fox News reported. “Inmates are included among those who receive
stimulus checks, just as they were in both of the previous Covid relief bills that offered
$1,200 and $600 checks.”
Cotton responded by highlighting some of the heinous criminals locked up in the U.S.
justice system who will receive money in Biden’s stimulus deal.
“Dylann Roof murdered nine people. He’s on federal death row.

He’ll be getting a $1,400 stimulus check as part of the Democrats’ ‘COVID relief’
bill,” Cotton tweeted.
“Dzhokhar Tsarnaev, the Boston Bomber, murdered three people and terrorized a
city. He’ll be getting a $1,400 stimulus check as part of the Democrats’ ‘COVID
relief’ bill.”
“Aaron Shamo was sentenced to life in prison for selling ‘1 million fentanyl-laced
fake oxycodone pills to unsuspecting buyers,'” Cotton added.
“He’ll be getting a $1,400 stimulus check while in prison from the Democrats’
‘COVID relief’ bill.”
The three Senators issued the following statements about Democrats blocking their
amendment:
Cassidy: “Prisoners do not pay taxes. Taxpayers pay for their every need. Inmates
cannot stimulate the economy. But, under this bill they receive stimulus checks. This is
a perfect example of nontargeted, inappropriate, and total waste of spending. It’s
ridiculous that this is in the bill.”
Cotton: “COVID relief funding should go to hard-hit, law-abiding workers—not
inmates serving their debt to society. Unfortunately, the Democrats would rather
spend $2 billion on federal and state prisoners instead of American families.”
Cruz: “One of the clearest examples of how irresponsible the Democrats’ bill is the
fact this bill prioritizes $1,400 relief payments to incarcerated felons – people who
have not lost income because of COVID. The mismanaged priorities in this bill are
detrimental to America and I was proud to join my colleagues in trying to close this
egregious loophole.”
The Senate also voted 49-50 against an amendment from Cruz that would block
“$1,400 stimulus checks from going to undocumented immigrants,” The
Hill reported.
“Eight Democrats had voted for a similar amendment sponsored by Sens. Todd
Young (R-Ind.) and Tom Cotton (R-Ark.), another White House hopeful, early last
month during a debate on the Senate budget resolution,” the report added.
“However, the Democratic caucus stayed unified on Saturday in defeating the
Republican amendment.”
Sen. Dick Durbin (D-IL) claimed that illegal aliens will not receive stimulus checks
because they “do not have Social Security numbers,” therefore, “they do not qualify
for stimulus relief checks.”
Cruz and Durbin got into it on the Senate floor with Durbin accusing Cruz of lying.
Cruz asked if Durbin would yield for a question, which Durbin refused to take.
A top GOP Senate source told The Daily Wire that Durbin is wrong because,
according to the source, the Democrats’ bill would give stimulus checks to migrants

who come to the U.S. legally on an authorized work visa and then overstay their visa,
which then makes them an illegal alien. However, while they are legally in the U.S.
working, they may receive a Social Security number.
The Social Security Administration states on their website that non-citizens are able
to apply for Social Security numbers.

New York State Senate Majority Leader Says She Won’t Call For Andrew Cuomo
To Resign Unless A Fourth Accuser Comes Forward
Ashe Schow
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Four accusers is apparently the magic number needed for New York’s state Senate
Majority Leader to call for Gov. Andrew Cuomo’s (D-NY) resignation.
Three women have already accused Cuomo of inappropriate behavior, including
sexual harassment and forced kissing. That isn’t enough for state Senate Majority
Leader Andrea Stewart-Cousins (D-Westchester) to condemn her fellow Democrat,
however.
The New York Post reported that Stewart-Cousins drew the line at four accusers
while speaking on “Capital Tonight,” a public affairs program out of Albany, New
York. The program was recorded “just hours before CBS News broadcast a
wrenching interview with one of Cuomo’s three accusers,” the Post noted.
“Any further people coming forward, I think it would be time to resign,”
Stewart-Cousins said on the program, responding to Spectrum News reported Susan
Arbetter’s question about what would cause the state senator to call for Cuomo’s
resignation.

Stewart-Cousins also said she might call for Cuomo to resign depending on the
findings of New York State Attorney General Letitia James’ investigation into the
allegations against the governor, an investigation expected to take weeks to complete.
Stewart-Cousins’ remarks were taped just three hours before Albany’s CBS affiliate
aired an interview with Charlotte Bennett, a former executive assistant and policy
advisor to the Cuomo administration, said the governor asked her inappropriate
“questions about her sex life, whether her relationships were monogamous, and
whether she ever had sex with older men,” The Daily Wire’s Hank Berrien reported.
Bennett’s allegations followed those of Lindsey Boylan, who also worked in the
Cuomo administration until she resigned, she says, because of sexual harassment. As
The Daily Wire previously reported:
Boylan wrote a lengthy article on Medium detailing her allegations against Cuomo,
beginning with a suggestion the government made while the two were on his
taxpayer-funded jet in which he suggested they play “strip poker.”
“That’s exactly what I was thinking,” Boylan said she responded, claiming her
statement was made “sarcastically and awkwardly” and that she “tried to play it
cool.”
“Governor Andrew Cuomo has created a culture within his administration where
sexual harassment and bullying is so pervasive that it is not only condoned but
expected. His inappropriate behavior toward women was an affirmation that he liked
you, that you must be doing something right. He used intimidation to silence his
critics. And if you dared to speak up, you would face consequences,” Boylan wrote.
Not long after Boylan and Bennett spoke up, a third woman, Anna Ruch, came
forward to say Cuomo made unwanted sexual advances toward her at a wedding,
including placing his hands on her face and asking to kiss her.
“When she removed his hand with her own, Ms. Ruch recalled, the governor
remarked that she seemed ‘aggressive’ and placed his hands on her cheeks. He asked
if he could kiss her, loudly enough for a friend standing nearby to hear. Ms. Ruch was
bewildered by the entreaty, she said, and pulled away as the governor drew closer,”
The New York Times reported.
Cuomo has repeatedly denied the allegations.

AOC: Trans Kids Are Beautiful, Republicans ‘Doing A Lot Of Harm To Children,’
Advocates Biological Males In Girls Sports
Amanda Prestigiacomo

Tom Williams/CQ Roll Call
Far-left Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (D-NY) advocated for biological male
athletes who identify as female to be allowed in girls’ sports and accused Republicans
of “doing a lot of harm to children” in a tweet posted Friday night.
“Trans kids are awesome, incredible, beautiful, and wonderful. Bigotry is not,” AOC
tweeted. “Republicans need to stop obsessing over other people’s gender identity bc
frankly it’s very weird and they’re doing a lot of harm to children who are just trying
to be themselves.”
The New York City representative added the hashtag, #LetKidsPlay, a reference to
opposition to Republicans’ move to protect girls and women’s sports.

Ocasio-Cortez was quote-tweeting a post from fellow NYC Democrat Mondaire Jones:
“I’m hearing @RogerMarshallMD has offered an amendment to the COVID relief
bill to ban trans kids from playing sports,” he wrote.
“Let me make sure I understand Senate rules here: Americans don’t deserve a $15
min wage, but it’s cool to attack and exclude trans kids in sports? #LetKidsPlay.”

The amendment does not exclude transgender children from sports, however. Instead,
it separates athletes based on biology, as opposed to gender identity.
Last month, the Biden administration’s Department of Justice withdrew support for a
lawsuit brought by three high school female athletes that would block biological
males from competing in girls’ sports in Connecticut, The Daily Wire reported.
The suit was backed by Trump-nominated former Attorney General Bill Barr.
Alanna Smith, one of three girls who had brought the lawsuit, blasted the Biden
Administration over the withdrawal during a recent appearance on Fox News.
“I got involved after I ran against the biological males at the New England meet
because in the 200 meter I took third place when I should have gotten runner-up,”
Smith said. “And it’s not really about placement but it’s all about knowing that I work
so many hours a week to be able to get runner-up in New England’s [championships]
as a freshman. And I am really disappointed in the news, because me and the other
girls, Selina and Chelsea, have worked really hard to get our stories out there, to get
people to realize that fairness needs to be restored in our sport and all other women’s
sports.”
Smith added that “people should realize that a lot of biological females have missed
out on making it to meets that really matter, like states and regionals, and
the transgender athletes have taken spots on the podium that belong to biological
females.”

“We train for so many days a week, so many hours to be able to be the best in our
state and the best in our region, and these biological males are just taking it away
from us and we really deserve it,” the girl said.
On January 20, President Joe Biden signed an executive order stating, “Children
should be able to learn without worrying about whether they will be denied access to
the restroom, the locker room, or school sports.”
According to the Austin American-Statesman, the order “does not impose any new
guidelines that would immediately bring changes to school sports … Instead, it
requires federal agencies, including the U.S. Education Department, to review
existing policies and programs to determine whether they are in line with the new
guidance prohibiting discrimination based on gender and sexuality, and to implement
changes if needed.”

Here Are Some Of The Big Changes In The Senate-Passed Stimulus Bill
Eric Quintanar

OLIVIER DOULIERY/AFP via Getty Images
The U.S. Senate narrowly passed the $1.9 trillion stimulus bill Saturday morning in a
50-49 vote, clearing the most significant remaining hurdle before the bill — President
Joe Biden’s first major legislative initiative — can be sent to the president for his
signature.
While Senate Majority Leader Chuck Schumer (D-NY) was forced to scale back the
unemployment insurance at the last minute, Democrats ultimately managed to keep
their slim majority united enough to pass it. Every Republican present voted against
it.

The legislation, dubbed the American Rescue Plan, underwent some changes — both
big and small — and as such, will need to be voted on again by the House before it
can be sent to the president for signature.
Among the bigger changes, reports The New York Times, the Senate version has
removed the $15 per hour federal minimum wage provision, made the stimulus checks
phase-out faster, and reduced the unemployment insurance booster checks from $400
per week to $300 per week. ($10,200 in unemployment benefits is now also tax
deductible.)
Under the new direct checks rules, individuals earning less than $75,000 per year will
receive a $1,400 direct check, as will couples earning less than $150,000 per year.
But under the expedited phase-out rules, individuals earning more than $80,000 will
no longer qualify for partial checks, and neither will couples earning more than
$160,000.
USA Today reports that two infrastructure provisions, one for a subway project in the
Bay area of Northern California and another for a bridge in New York, were also
removed from the Senate bill. The new bill also stops aide money that is provided to
state and local governments from getting used for pensions, to fund tax cuts, or to
fund new costs beyond 2024.
Several amendments were successfully added to the stimulus bill during the
vote-a-rama, a period of time when senators can vote to add amendments to a
reconciliation bill, reports Roll Call. Although more than 600 amendments were filed
in total, far fewer made it to debate on the Senate floor, and even fewer of them were
actually passed.
One bipartisan amendment that passed was filed by Senator Lisa Murkowski (R-AK)
and Senator Joe Manchin (D-WV). The amendment transferred less than a percent of
school funding to cover programs for homeless children instead, reports Roll Call.
Another approved amendment, filed by Senator Maggie Hassan (D-NH), mandates
that elementary schools and secondary schools release a reopening plan within 30
days of receiving COVID-19 related funding. And another approved amendment, filed
by Schumer, increased the pool of funding for restaurant grants to cover payroll and
other expenses from $25 billion to $28.6 billion.
Despite these changes and others, the bulk of the bill remains the same, and the
House is expected to pass it again next week. House Majority Leader Steny Hoyer
(D-MD) said in a statement: “On Tuesday, the House will consider the Senate’s
amended version of the American Rescue Plan, so that we can send this bill to
President Biden for his signature early next week. Democrats are delivering on our
promise to take action to defeat this virus and provide the assistance the American
people need until our economy can reopen safely and fully.”
The stimulus bill comes amidst positive signs for the trajectory of the country,
including the release of a strong jobs report, the presence of a ramped-up vaccination
campaign, and the FDA authorization of a new, one-shot COVID-19 vaccine.

The Department of Labor’s jobs report for February showed that U.S. employers
added 379,000 jobs in February, and most of the job gains occurred in the hospitality
and leisure industry, a category that includes restaurants.
During a press conference on Friday, White House Press Secretary Jen Psaki was
asked whether the Biden administration was reconsidering the size of the stimulus
package in light of recent positive developments.
Psaki responded: “Well, at the same time, four million Americans have been
unemployed for more than six months. The rate of unemployment among African
Americans is 9.9% — 8.5% among Hispanics. Without this package, 9.5 million
people are out of work. At this rate, we would not hit the pre-pandemic unemployment
rate for two years. If that’s satisfying to Republicans in Congress, then certainly they
can speak for themselves. But the president believes — and economists believe and
experts believe — that in order to get this pandemic under control, in order to get
people back to work, we need an infusion of this [sized] package because the twin
crises we’re facing, that’s what would meet the moment.”
Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell (R-KY) voiced disagreement with the bill in
a statement on Saturday, when he accused the Senate of having “never spent $2
trillion in a more haphazard or less rigorous way.”
Voters handed Senate Democrats the slimmest possible majority, shrunk the House
Democrats’ majority, and picked a president who promised unity and bipartisanship.
Democrats have responded by ramming through what they call “the most progressive
domestic legislation in a generation” on razor-thin and purely partisan majorities in
both chambers.
The right path was obvious. We followed it five times last year. In 2020 we passed five
historic pandemic rescue packages totaling $4 trillion. Not one of them got fewer than
90 votes in the Senate or about 80% of the House. Last March, I convened the
bipartisan task forces that wrote the historic CARES Act. Republicans and Democrats
worked shoulder to shoulder.
That was the road to real pandemic relief. But this time, Democrats wanted something
else. They explained their intent very clearly: to exploit this crisis as “a tremendous
opportunity to restructure things to fit our vision.”
That’s how we ended up with this massive bill that only directs 1% to vaccinations,
ignores the science on reopening schools, and is stuffed with non-COVID-related
spending that even top liberal economists say is wrong for this recovery. That’s why
the only bipartisan feature of this bill is the group of Senators and Representatives
who voted against it.
Democrats inherited a tide that is already turning. 2021 was already poised to be our
comeback year, thanks to the American people’s resilience and the bipartisan
foundation we’d laid.

We could have worked together to speed up victory. But Democrats decided their top
priority wasn’t pandemic relief. It was their Washington wish-list. It was jamming
through unrelated policy changes they couldn’t pass honestly.

Mississippi Gov Fires Back After Biden Mocks Lifting Lockdowns As
‘Neanderthal Thinking’
Tim Pearce

MANDEL NGAN/AFP via Getty Images
President Joe Biden slammed Texas and Mississippi on Wednesday for lifting state
lockdowns, mocking the decision as “Neanderthal thinking.”
Biden spoke to reporters at the White House Wednesday afternoon, a day after the
Republican governors of Texas and Mississippi announced that they were ending
pandemic lockdown policies and reopening their states. Biden said the governors
were ignoring “science” and emphasized the use of masks.
“I think it’s a big mistake. Look, I hope everybody has realized by now these masks
make a difference,” Biden said.
“We are on the cusp of being able to fundamentally change the nature of this disease
because of the way … we are able to get vaccines in people’s arms. We’ve been able
to move that all the way up to the end of May to have enough for every adult
American to get a shot.”
“The last thing, the last thing we need is Neanderthal thinking that in the meantime
everything is fine, take off your mask, forget it. It still matters,” he continued.
“As of yesterday, we have lost 511,874 Americans. We’re going to lose thousands
more.”

“We will not have everybody vaccinated until sometime in the summer. We have the
vaccine to do it; getting a shot in someone’s arm and [giving] them a second shot,”
he concluded.
“It’s critical – critical, critical, critical – that they follow the science. Wash your
hands, hot water, do it frequently. Wear a mask and stay socially distanced. And I
know you all know that. I wish the heck, some of our elected officials knew it.”
Govs. Greg Abbott of Texas and Tate Reeves of Mississippi announced on Tuesday
that they were lifting emergency lockdown policies on their states and allowing
businesses to reopen at full capacity.
Following Biden’s Wednesday comments, Reeves hit back at the president suggesting
that he had denigrated Mississippians.
“President Biden said allowing Mississippians to decide how to protect themselves is
‘Neanderthal thinking,’” Reeves tweeted.
“Mississippians don’t need handlers. As numbers drop, they can assess their choices
and listen to experts. I guess I just think we should trust Americans, not insult them.”
Abbott and Reeves celebrated their states’ reopening while touting the effectiveness of
coronavirus vaccines.
“Too many Texans have been sidelined from employment opportunities,” Abbott said.
“Too many small business owners have struggled to pay their bills. This must end. It
is now time to open Texas 100%.”
“So today, I’m issuing a new executive order that rescinds most of the earlier
executive orders,” Abbott said. “Effective next Wednesday, all businesses of any type
are allowed to open 100%. That includes any type of entity in Texas. Also, I’m ending
the statewide mask mandate.”
Reeves quickly followed with his own announcement, saying, “Starting tomorrow, we
are lifting all of our county mask mandates and businesses will be able to operate at
full capacity without any state-imposed rules. Our hospitalizations and case numbers
have plummeted, and the vaccine is being rapidly distributed. It is time!”

Sen. Joe Manchin says Biden's infrastructure bill can be as large as $4 trillion as
long as it's paid for with tax increases
Grace Panetta (gpanetta@businessinsider.com)

Leigh Vogel/Pool via AP, File Sen. Joe Manchin, D-W.Va., speaks during a Senate
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources hearing on Capitol Hill on Feb. 24,
2021. Leigh Vogel/Pool via AP, File




Sen. Joe Manchin says a big infrastructure package must be paid for with tax
increases.
Having passed a COVID-19 stimulus, Biden is now targeting a major
infrastructure and climate bill.
Manchin chairs the Energy and Commerce Committee in the Senate, making
him a key player.

Sen. Joe Manchin of West Virginia said on Sunday that he supports Congress
passing a massive infrastructure bill - as long as it's paid for with tax increases and
doesn't add to the country's deficit.
Manchin told Axios' Mike Allen on "Axios on HBO" that he would be willing to get
behind a bill as large as $4 trillion if it's funded by tax hikes, noting that he will
require the bill to be fully funded as a beginning place for negotiations.
The senator cited his concern over the federal deficit, telling Axios that allowing the
deficit to swell further could push the US into "a tremendous deep recession that
could lead into a depression if we're not careful," adding, "We're just setting
ourselves up."
The US' federal deficit is projected to be $2.3 trillion for the 2021 fiscal year,
according to the Congressional Budget Office, CNBC reported in February. This
amount doesn't include the American Rescue Plan, a $1.9 trillion economic relief and
COVID-19 aid package, that the Senate passed over the weekend.
The Senate used budget reconciliation, a process that allows legislation related to the
federal budget to be passed with a simple majority of present senators as opposed to
the three-fifths majority, to move forward with the stimulus.
Still, the process was mired in chaos on Friday and dragged into the early hours of
Saturday morning partly due to Manchin holding out to negotiate his position on the
amount and duration of supplemental employment benefits that would be included in
the bill.

Ultimately, the bill passed 50-49 with Manchin's support but without a single
Republican vote. It now heads back to the House for final passage before heading to
President Joe Biden's desk to be signed into law.
While an infrastructure package could also be passed through reconciliation,
Manchin said he won't accept an infrastructure bill that, like the COVID-19 relief
package, has zero support from Republicans.
"I'm not going to do it through reconciliation," Manchin told Axios. "I am not going
to get on a bill that cuts them out completely before we start trying."
The West Virginia Democrat told Axios that he believes it's possible and, in his view,
necessary to get 60 votes for a bipartisan infrastructure package.
Manchin will play a crucial role in shepherding a potential infrastructure bill through
the chamber as both the chairman of the Senate Energy and Commerce Committee
and as a crucial vote that Democrats can't afford to lose.

Economists: Biden's $1,400 COVID-19 checks may be great politics, but it's
questionable economics
Robert H. Scott III, Professor of Economics & Finance, Monmouth University and
Kenneth Mitchell, Associate Professor of Latin American Politics, Monmouth
University
The US$1,400 direct checks to people are the most expensive and perhaps most
popular part of the $1.9 trillion coronavirus relief package racing its way through
Congress right now.

AP Photo/Eric Gay Most people used the first coronavirus check to pad their savings
or pay down debt.

The House is set to vote on a final version of the package narrowly passed by the
Senate on March 6 before it moves on to President Joe Biden’s desk for his signature.
Moderate Senate Democrats, who had voiced concerns about how many people would
receive direct payments in the original proposal endorsed by the House, managed to
make them more targeted at lower-income households, which means an estimated 17
million fewer people will get a check.
The coronavirus package contains a lot of provisions that will help struggling
Americans, and we understand why the checks are so popular – with 78% support
among adults in a recent survey. No one turns down extra money, after all.
But as economists, we also believe that these direct payments make little economic
sense – even with the lower income threshold. And this is true whether you think the
purpose of the checks is relief or stimulus.
Relief needs to be targeted
First let’s consider the checks as relief.
The purpose of a measure primarily designed as relief during an economic crisis is to
help those most affected.
The latest jobs report shows about 10 million people are unemployed, including 4.1
million who have been without a job for at least 27 weeks. That’s not to mention the
millions more who have left the labor force altogether because of the pandemic. These
people – mostly workers in the hospitality and leisure industries, disproportionately
low-income and people of color – are in desperate need of aid and support, without
which destitution and homelessness are real possibilities.
But for the vast majority of Americans, it’s like the pandemic never happened,
financially speaking. These are mostly office workers and other professionals who
have had to work from home for all or part of the pandemic but saw no change in
their income. A recent Pew survey found that 79% of Americans reported their
family’s financial situation is about the same as or better than a year ago.
The most pain was unsurprisingly among lower-income households, 31% of whom
said they were worse off than a year ago – but even among this group over two-thirds
said their situation was the same or better.
The House’s measure would have phased out completely at incomes of $100,000 for
single people and $200,000 for couples. The Senate version phases out at $80,000
and $160,000, which would still benefit about 280 million people, including children,
according to the Institute on Taxation and Economic Policy, a nonpartisan think tank.
This is a pretty marginal change and still means that checks will go to a lot of people
who don’t really need them.
Stimulus needs to stimulate
OK, then how about the checks as a stimulus? So even if a lot of people who aren’t in
desperate need get a payment, at le
ast they’ll spend it and help the economy recover from the COVID-19 shock, right?

There are two problems with that. The first is that it’s not clear the economy needs
much stimulus right now. While the jobs report showed millions of people remained
unemployed, the February numbers came in a lot better than expected, adding to
signs the U.S. economy is in fairly good shape. And there are also growing concerns
about inflation, given the sharp rise in some market interest rates, which too much
stimulus could accelerate.
The other issue is that past coronavirus checks haven’t been all that stimulative. The
government began cutting $1,200 “economic impact” checks for most Americans
back in March and sent out another round of checks about half that size in December.
Research conducted on the first round of checks found that the vast majority of
Americans saved most of the money or used it to pay down debt. About 40% of the
money went toward purchases supporting industries such as food, beauty and other
nondurable consumer products that had already seen spikes in spending before the
checks went out.
In other words, the checks weren’t very stimulative. Moreover, a third of likely
recipients of the next round of checks said they would save the money.
A better use of the money
So you might be wondering, what’s a better way to spend the several hundred billion
dollars earmarked for checks?
At a minimum, relief payments should be targeted, such as to people who lost jobs or
are working fewer hours due to illness. But in our view, a better way would be to
increase those supplemental unemployment checks from the $300 lawmakers agreed
to to $600, as the first coronavirus relief measure included last March.
Or take the U.K. approach and provide targeted but generous income replacement for
workers affected by COVID-19. Another very helpful and focused measure would be
to help people pay for their mortgages and rent – otherwise a massive housing crisis
is looming on the post-pandemic horizon.
We believe President Biden’s COVID-19 relief bill gets a lot right, such as significant
aid to state and local governments, increased food stamp benefits and additional
support for small businesses. Sending one-off $1,400 checks to people experiencing
no economic hardship during the pandemic is not among them.

‘Meghan Will Want Us To Believe That She Is A Wounded Bird’: Candace Owens
Slams Markle/Winfrey Interview
"I’d invite you all to tune out tonight, and watch something else instead."
Hank Berrien - DaillyWire.com
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Responding to the furor over the Oprah Winfrey interview with Great Britain’s Prince
Harry and his wife Meghan Markle, who formerly worked as an actress in Hollywood,
Candace Owens stated that she knew the couple would wind up in Hollywood.
“For someone who has spent a lifetime trying to ‘make it’, Los Angeles was always
going to be the final destination,” Owens wrote of Markle.
Owens, who recently became a mother for the first time, added of the interview, due to
be released Sunday night, “If Meghan is who I believe her to be, she will
not-so-absentmindedly stroke her burgeoning belly throughout because there is
nothing which inspires more sympathy than an expectant mother under duress. With
gentle coaxing, viewers will come to believe how difficult it was for her to come
forward with ‘her truth’ while carrying child.”
Owens’ column in The Daily Mail on Saturday was preceded by actress Chrissy
Tiegen, the wife of pop-star John Legend and a friend of Markle’s, tweeting on Friday,
“’This meghan markle s*** is hitting too close to home for me. these people won’t
stop until she miscarries. f***ing stop it.”
Owens wrote that she had predicted Harry and Meghan would leave their home in
Canada and make their way to Los Angeles, noting that after the couple moved out of
Kensington Palace and into Frogmore Cottage, Owens turned to her then-fiance
(later her husband) and asserted, “Those two will wind up in Los Angeles. I give it
three years.”
“I was confident that Meghan, a relatively unknown B-list actress, would somehow
find a route back to Los Angeles,” Owens stated.
“Because there is nothing more traditional, and therefore more repugnant to a
Liberal than the concept of a monarchy and all of the ‘broken’ traditions that come
with it.”

“If peace and quiet really were the Sussexes’ goal, then the woods and lakes of
Canada were perfect,” Owens surmised.
“But Canada is not Hollywood. And for someone who has spent a lifetime trying to
‘make it’, Los Angeles was always going to be the final destination.
Mingling amongst A-list actors and calling A-list actresses her best friends – that was
the sort of dream she recognized.
And what better companion to have by her side than a genuine Prince, helping secure
admission to the sort of social circle she’s unlikely to have entered through her own
talent alone.”
“Meghan never cared to be a Royal,” Owens opined.
“The purpose is to justify the amount of publicity she and Harry will pursue on a
go-forward basis. Meghan will want us to believe that she is a wounded bird, just
finding her voice.
Hollywood-types will praise her and Harry as ‘brave’ and ‘inspiring’ for having the
courage to speak out against such a powerful institution.
People will come to understand that Meghan and Harry are pursuing a Hollywood
existence – not because she had planned for them to do so all along – but because
women, black women in particular, need to find their voice in this important
historical moment.”
“It isn’t hierarchy that Hollywood types hate. In fact, there is little more monarchical
in style than hiding yourself within a £11 million mansion in California, while
appealing to the public for love.Yet Meghan continues to cast herself before the world
in the leading role of a victimhood series – against the media, The Firm, her sister,
her father and now the United Kingdom. If you are as exhausted as I am with these
perpetually under-whelming performances, then I’d invite you all to tune out tonight,
and watch something else instead,” Owens concluded.

Comedian Gabriel Iglesias Hits Back After NYT Columnist Says Cartoon Mouse
‘Speedy Gonzalez’ Stereotypes Mexicans
Tim Pearce
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Comedian Gabriel Iglesias defended the cartoon mouse Speedy Gonzalez, whom
Iglesias is voicing in the upcoming Space Jam sequel, against claims that the mouse
perpetuates “corrosive stereotypes.”
Iglesias took to Twitter on Saturday, shooting down any attempt at potentially
canceling the cartoon mouse over claims that he or his cartoon friends contribute to
harmful stereotypes of Mexicans.
“I am the voice of Speedy Gonzales in the new Space Jam. Does this mean they are
gonna try to cancel Fluffy too?” Iglesias, who is nicknamed Fluffy, posted with an
image of Speedy Gonzalez.
“U can’t catch me cancel culture. I’m the fastest mouse in all of Mexico.”
Speedy Gonzalez, along with several other cartoon characters, came under scrutiny
on Wednesday after Charles Blow, a columnist for The New York Times, wrote a
defense of those businesses and groups that have canceled six books by Theodor
Seuss Geisel, known as Dr. Seuss, over allegations of racism. Blow included in his
column a handful of cartoons and other shows that he claimed pushed toxic culture.
As Blow writes:
Some of the first cartoons I can remember included Pepé Le Pew, who normalized
rape culture; Speedy Gonzales, whose friends helped popularize the corrosive
stereotype of the drunk and lethargic Mexicans; and Mammy Two Shoes, a heavyset
Black maid who spoke in a heavy accent.
Reruns were a fixture in the pre-cable days, so I watched children’s shows like
Tarzan, about a half-naked white man in the middle of an African jungle who
conquers and tames it and outwits the Black people there, who are all portrayed as
primitive, if not savage.
I watched the old “Our Gang” (“Little Rascals”) shorts in which the Buckwheat
character summoned all the stereotypes of the pickaninny.

And of course, I watched westerns that regularly depicted Native Americans as
aggressive, bloodthirsty savages against whom valiant white men were forced to fight.
Blow’s column sparked backlash in defense of the cartoons that millions of Americans
grew up watching. Many spoke out in defense of Pepé Le Pew, a cartoon skunk
famous for his numerous failed attempts to woo a black and white cat.
“[Right wing] blogs are mad [because] I said Pepe Le Pew added to rape culture,”
Blow tweeted on Saturday.
“Let’s see.
He grabs/kisses a girl/stranger, repeatedly, [without] consent and against her will. 2.
She struggles mightily to get away from him, but he won’t release her
3. He locks a door to prevent her from escaping.”
“This helped teach boys that ‘no’ didn’t really mean no, that it was a part of ‘the
game’, the starting line of a power struggle,” argued Blow.
“It taught overcoming a woman’s strenuous, even physical objections, was normal,
adorable, funny. They didn’t even give the woman the ability to SPEAK.”
Last week, Amazon, eBay, and Dr. Seuss Enterprises all stripped six of Seuss’s works
from their platforms, canceling the books over claims that the images and
descriptions in the books are racist or offensive.

New York Lawmaker Pushes Sex Ed Overhaul: Teaching ‘Gender Identity’ To
5-Year-Olds, ‘Anal Sex’ To 11-Year-Olds
Tim Pearce - DaillyWire.com
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A New York state senator is pushing to reform New York’s health curriculum to
include teaching topics such as “gender identity” to children as young as 5 years old.

Freshman state Sen. Samra Brouk, a Democrat, is sponsoring a bill in the Senate that
would require state educators to adopt sex education standards created by the
Sexuality Information and Education Council of the United States (SIECUS), a
left-wing activist group that seeks to promote “an equitable nation where all people
receive comprehensive sexuality education and quality sexual and reproductive health
services affirming their identities, thereby allowing them to access and enjoy sexual
and reproductive freedom, as they define it for themselves.”
The SIECUS standards as currently written would require teaching on “gender
identity” for 5-year-olds and on hormone blockers for transgender people to
8-year-olds. By age 11, children would begin learning about “vaginal, oral, and anal
sex” while studying a slew of gender identities such as “two-spirit” and “pansexual,”
according to The New York Post.
“I am greatly concerned about the unacceptably high incidence of relationship
violence, sexual harassment and assault, and online bullying in our society today. We
must equip the next generation with the skills and education they will need to thrive,”
state Sen. Samra G. Brouk, who is backing the legislation, told the Post.
Republican lawmakers have expressed concern about the bill and “outscourcing” the
state’s health curriculum to the SIECUS.
“We would be outsourcing our curriculum to this outside organization,” Republican
Assemblyman Michael Reilly, a member of the education committee, told the Post.
“That’s a concern.”
The SIECUS standards promote several “guiding principles and values” that
undermine traditional views of family and sexuality, while promoting “social, racial,
and reproductive justice and equity.”
“Sex education should avoid cisnormative, heteronormative approaches, aim to
strengthen young people’s capacity to challenge harmful stereotypes, and be inclusive
of a wide range of viewpoints and populations without stigmatizing any group,” the
document says.
The latest update to the standards, first crafted in 2012, include updated portions on
discrimination, including “conscious and unconscious bias” and “internalized
racism.”
“The updated NSES calls attention to overt and covert discrimination, which may be
based on biases, including institutional, structural, interpersonal, and internalized
racism,” the document says.
“The Standards also reflect a focus on conscious and unconscious bias to avoid
possibly perpetuating stereotypes. Social determinants of health are also addressed
with a focus on how characteristics such as to race, ethnicity, socioeconomic status,
sexual orientation, and gender identity and expression are related to inequitable
health outcomes.”

The SIECUS standards also advocate for “confidential support and sexual health
services” for teenagers.
“All adolescents have a right to comprehensive, developmentally and culturally
appropriate, confidential support and sexual health services. And, if pregnant, young
people have the right to comprehensive pregnancy options counseling and all related
services,” the standards say.
“The updated NSES have thoughtfully taken into consideration that young people —
including young people who are pregnant or parenting — should have
decision-making power in their reproductive health and their decision to determine if,
when, and under what circumstances they do or do not want to parent.”

Wyoming Announces End To Lockdown, Lifts Mask Mandate
Tim Pearce
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Wyoming Gov. Mark Gordon announced an end to numerous lockdown measures on
Monday, including a state-wide mask mandate.
Gordon, a Republican, said that the mask mandate would be lifted and businesses
such as restaurants, movie theaters, bars, and gyms would be allowed to open at full
capacity on March 16. Gordon’s announcement follows similar moves made by Texas
and Mississippi almost a year after such measures were put in place.
Notably, Gordon is still leaving some pandemic measures in place, such as a mask
mandate on all elementary through high schools, according to CNN. Gordon touted
the state’s vaccination efforts for his decision to lift regulations.
“I thank the people of Wyoming for their commitment to keeping one another safe
throughout this pandemic,” Gordon said in a press release. “It is through their efforts
that we have kept our schools and businesses operating and our economy moving

forward. I ask all Wyoming citizens to continue to take personal responsibility for
their actions and stay diligent as we look ahead to the warmer months and to the safe
resumption of our traditional spring and summer activities.”
Gordon urged “Wyomingites to wear face coverings in indoor public spaces and to
follow the best practices adopted by any business they visit to slow the spread of the
virus.”
“Wyoming is one of the few states in the country that kept students learning in the
classroom for the entire school year. We made sacrifices, but the earlier orders saved
lives. We persevered,” Gordon continued.
“With this approach we can have graduations, proms and a great end to the school
year by keeping schools open. Especially since our children will not have the chance
to be vaccinated this spring.”
A handful of states have begun substantial rollbacks of heavy-handed lockdown
regulations. A number of other states, such as Florida and South Dakota, never had
statewide mask mandates in the first place.
President Joe Biden recently mocked states that are lifting lockdown measures and
mask mandates as exhibiting “Neanderthal thinking.”
“I think it’s a big mistake. Look, I hope everybody has realized by now these masks
make a difference,” Biden said last week when asked about states reopening. “We are
on the cusp of being able to fundamentally change the nature of this disease because
of the way … we are able to get vaccines in people’s arms. We’ve been able to move
that all the way up to the end of May to have enough for every adult American to get a
shot.”
“The last thing, the last thing we need is Neanderthal thinking that in the meantime
everything is fine, take off your mask, forget it. It still matters,” he continued.
“As of yesterday, we have lost 511,874 Americans. We’re going to lose thousands
more.”
“We will not have everybody vaccinated until sometime in the summer. We have the
vaccine to do it; getting a shot in someone’s arm and [giving] them a second shot,”
he concluded.
“It’s critical – critical, critical, critical – that they follow the science. Wash your
hands, hot water, do it frequently. Wear a mask and stay socially distanced. And I
know you all know that. I wish the heck, some of our elected officials knew it.”

