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Looming Deadline and Last-Minute Changes Hinder Small-Business Relief
Stacy Cowley
The latest revision of the Paycheck Protection Program appeared to be a victory for
the most vulnerable small businesses, offering more generous relief to companies like
solo ventures that were eligible for only tiny loans — or none at all.

Doug Mills/The New York Times President Biden announced changes to the Paycheck
Protection Program in February meant to increase aid to the smallest businesses, but
the changes were slow to go into effect.
If only they could take advantage of the changes.
President Biden announced an abrupt overhaul two weeks ago to funnel more money
to very small companies, some of which qualified for loans as small as $1 under the
old guidelines. But the Small Business Administration updated its systems only on
Friday, and with just three weeks before the program is set to expire, some lenders
say there just isn’t enough time to adapt to the changes.
The result has been gridlock and uncertainty that have left tens of thousands of
self-employed people frantic to find lenders willing to issue the more generous loans
before the program ends on March 31.
JPMorgan Chase, the program’s largest lender this year in terms of dollars disbursed,
doesn’t plan to act on the new loan formula before it stops accepting applications on
March 19.
Bank of America, the second-biggest lender, opted against updating its loan
application and said it would contact self-employed applicants to manually sort out
their applications — but wouldn’t accept new ones after 5 p.m. today.

“We have 30,000 applications in process and want to allow enough time to complete
the work and get each client’s application through the S.B.A. process,” said Bill
Halldin, a Bank of America spokesman.
Even lenders that will be offering the loans up to the congressionally imposed
deadline were unable to reprogram their systems until the Small Business
Administration officially updated the rules and began accepting applications with the
revised loan formula.
“It just seems so arbitrary and chaotic,” said Paul Hastings, a self-employed graphic
designer in Los Angeles who applied for a loan on Feb. 24, two days after Mr. Biden
announced the changes.
Mr. Hastings applied through SmartBiz, a broker that farms its applications out to a
network of lenders. He assumed his application would be automatically updated to
take advantage of the new rules, but on Monday, he received a form letter telling him
that his loan had been processed under the previous rules.
The letter gave Mr. Hastings two choices: Take the offered loan — for an amount
thousands of dollars less than he would get under the new rules — or cancel his
application and start over. But if he did that, the letter warned, he risked not getting
any loan at all before the deadline.
“I don’t know what I’m going to do yet,” he said.
Representatives of SmartBiz did not immediately respond to a request for comment.
Aggrieved business owners have flocked to forums like Reddit to hash out their
options and to swap tips on which lenders are using the new formula and which ones
are not. “Desperate for Guidance!” one typical post reads.
“Reaching out to see if anyone can help me figure out this absolutely monstrous
failure.”
The disarray is compounded by the other major change Mr. Biden announced last
month: a 14-day window, which ends today, during which the Small Business
Administration would accept applications only from companies with fewer than 20
employees.
The intent was to get aid to needy businesses, especially those run by women and
minorities. The vast majority of those businesses are sole proprietorships that would
benefit from the new formula, and many rushed to take advantage of the priority
period.
But the nearly two-week delay for the more generous rules put lenders in a tough spot:
They could pause applications from sole proprietors, creating a backlog they would
later have to unravel, or they could approve applications under the previous formula,
which would result in much smaller loans for their customers.

Biz2Credit, which has made more loans this year than any other lender, temporarily
stopped accepting applications while it worked to adjust to the new rules. It plans to
resume this week, said Rohit Arora, its chief executive.
Other large lenders — including Cross River Bank and Customers Bank, which round
out the program’s top five lenders — said they had begun processing loans on
Monday using the new formula.
Hundreds of thousands of borrowers who have already received their loans have no
way to reapply under the more generous rules, infuriating business owners like Bryan
Cordova, who finalized a loan for his printing business in Round Rock, Texas, just
days before Mr. Biden announced the changes.
“Surely this could’ve been implemented in a way that didn’t punish people in the
midst of the process or that had already been approved,” Mr. Cordova said.
Matthew Coleman, a spokesman for the Small Business Administration, would not
comment on the time it took to update the rules, but said the changes “provide a
stronger hand” to firms that were being left behind.
Even before the changes were announced last month, lenders were trying to unravel
extensive errors and data verification problems that had stalled tens of thousands of
applications. It would take an act of Congress to push back the deadline, and lenders
and trade groups are calling, with increasing urgency, for an extension.
The American Institute of Certified Public Accountants called the March 31 deadline
“unrealistic,” and 10 banking groups sent a letter to lawmakers last week urging
Congress to give them more time.
The Biden administration has not sought an extension, but key congressional leaders
have said they are willing to pass legislation that would push back the deadline. The
House Small Business Committee is scheduled to hold a hearing on Wednesday about
the status of the Paycheck Protection Program.
“It’s clear that small businesses are still feeling the effects of the Covid crisis and
need P.P.P.’s support,” said Representative Nydia M. Velázquez, a New York
Democrat who leads the House committee. She said Congress must “ensure this
critical lifeline isn’t abruptly pulled away from small businesses.”
Senator Benjamin L. Cardin, Democrat of Maryland and the leader of his chamber’s
small business committee, “would be open to a bipartisan agreement” to extend the
deadline, according to a spokesman, Fabion Seaton.
At a White House briefing on Tuesday, Bharat Ramamurti, the deputy director of the
National Economic Council, did not indicate that the administration was giving any
thought to an extension.
“There’s still plenty of time left in this program. There’s still plenty of money
available,” he said.

The program still has $119 billion on hand of the $284 billion that Congress
authorized when the Paycheck Protection Program was renewed for this year, even
with loans already made to 2.4 million borrowers.
But some of that money could go to a group of applicants likely to soon seek loans:
tens of thousands of business owners in the live events market. Those businesses have
been waiting for months for the federal government to open a generous $15 billion
grant fund for their industry that was authorized in December. But the money will not
start flowing until April at the earliest, according to Mr. Coleman, the Small Business
Administration spokesman.
Businesses have been barred from taking one of those grants if they also took a
Paycheck Protection Program loan this year, but the $1.9 trillion relief bill that
passed the Senate on Saturday would remove that restriction and count the loan
toward any grant the business receives later. The bill is now before the House and is
likely to be finalized by Mr. Biden this week.
That change would allow venues like the AT&T Performing Arts Center in Dallas to
get help faster. “We were thrilled to see that come through,” said Debbie Storey, the
center’s chief executive.
Ms. Storey’s organization made the “painful” choice last week to forgo the grant and
seek a Paycheck Protection Program loan instead, she said. Her lender had urged the
center to apply this week or risk missing the deadline.
“We couldn’t afford to miss that window,” she said.

Buckingham Palace says royal family is 'saddened' in first statement since Harry
and Meghan interview
Max Foster - CNN
Buckingham Palace broke its silence Tuesday evening over Harry and Meghan's
bombshell interview with Oprah Winfrey, saying in a statement on behalf of the
Queen that allegations of racism made by the Sussexes were concerning and being
"taken very seriously."

Harpo Productions/Joe Pugliese/Getty Images Prince Harry and Meghan Markle
speak to Oprah Winfrey.
"The whole family is saddened to learn the full extent of how challenging the last few
years have been for Harry and Meghan," the statement reads.
"The issues raised, particularly that of race, are concerning. While some recollections
may vary, they are taken very seriously and will be addressed by the family privately."
The statement adds: "Harry, Meghan and Archie will always be much loved family
members."
Buckingham Palace's response comes more than 36 hours after the Duke and
Duchess of Sussex made a series of damning accusations in their first sit-down
interview since stepping back from life as senior royals and moving to the US last
year.
The interview plunged the royal household into a crisis. Some of the claims -including the allegations of racism and Meghan's admission that she felt suicidal
during her first pregnancy -- have the potential to deeply impact the royal family's
reputation and have left a cloud of suspicion over some of its members.
The family waited to respond until the interview had aired in the UK, to allow viewers
in the country to watch it first, a royal source told CNN.
The source added that it was important for Buckingham Palace to carefully consider
their response before issuing the statement.
During the interview Harry and Meghan cited a lack of support over invasive press
coverage and the royal institution's decision not to give their son Archie a title -- and
with it his eligibility for protection -- as the basis for their decision to relocate from
the UK.
The royal source told CNN that at the heart of a matter was a family, which should be
given the opportunity to address these issues privately.

The source also suggested that a conversation between the royal family and Meghan
and Harry should have taken place privately to address the issues raised by the
couple instead of in a broadcast interview.
Diversity, equality, inclusion and mental health are important issues and highlighting
that has formed part of the work of members of the family for many years, the source
added.
Prince Charles appeared in public earlier on Tuesday for the first time since the
seismic interview and did not respond to a question on the furor surrounding his
family.
"Sir, what did you think of the interview?" an off-camera journalist asked Harry's
father and the heir to the British throne, as he visited a Covid-19 vaccination center
in London.
Harry told Winfrey that his father had briefly stopped taking his calls after the couple
announced they were stepping back from the royal family last January.
However, the Duke added that repairing the relationship in time will be "one of my
priorities."
He also suggested that his relationship with his brother, Prince William, had taken a
hit, saying "the relationship is space, at the moment."
Harry and Meghan also discussed their new life in California with Winfrey. The
couple are expecting their second child, a girl, this summer.

Biden Has No Plan To Get His Border Crisis ‘Under Control,’ Migrants Think
They Have ‘Open Invitation’: AP Reporter
Daily Wire News

David Peinado/NurPhoto via Getty Images
Julie Pace, a reporter with the Associated Press, said in an interview at the start of
the week that the Biden administration has no plan in place to deal with President Joe

Biden’s border crisis and that migrants are reading his policies as an open invitation
to come to the U.S.
When asked by host Chris Wallace if Biden had a plan to get his border crisis under
control, Pace responded, “Well, they don’t have a plan at the moment to get this
under control.”
“We do know that the White House is dispatching some officials to the border to try to
see this situation firsthand,” she continued.
“But, right now, they’re caught in this situation where they are saying that the policy
steps that we’ve seen Biden take on emigration, essentially rolling back a lot of the
Trump administration’s deterrence policies should not be read by migrants as an
open invitation. Do not amass at the border. This does not mean you can get across
easily.”
“But for all of their talk about that, all of their messaging on it, that’s not the message
that is actually being received by a lot of migrants and so you do have this situation
where people are increasingly coming to the border, families with young children do
feel like this is a moment where they can get into the United States,” she added.
“They do feel like there’s going to be a more receptive policy from the Biden
administration. So this is the challenge that the White House has. If they don’t think
that their policy actually is an open invitation, then they have to signal that more
clearly because that is — that is, obviously, not the way it is being interpreted at the
moment.”
TRANSCRIPT:
CHRIS WALLACE, FOX NEWS HOST: Anyway, let’s move on to this quite serious
question about this surge of unaccompanied minors across the border. The Biden
administration seems determined to kind of play it down. Take a look at this exchange
this week.
QUESTION: Do you believe that right now there’s a crisis of the border?
ALEJANDRO MAYORKAS, SECRETARY OF HOMELAND SECURITY: I think that
the — the answer is no. I think there is a challenge at the border that we are
managing and we have our resources dedicated to — to managing it.
WALLACE: Julie, the Department of Homeland Security put out a report this week. It
wasn’t put out to the public, but it was leaked, that they are now projecting 117,000
unaccompanied minors that are going to cross the border this year, way over what we
thought was a very serious surge in 2019. Is that sustainable for the — for the Biden
White House to say, well, it’s not a crisis, it’s a challenge, we’re managing it, and —
and, more importantly, do they really have a plan to get this under control?
PACE: Well, they don’t have a plan at the moment to get this under control. We do
know that the White House is dispatching some officials to the border to try to see this
situation firsthand. But, right now, they’re caught in this situation where they are
saying that the policy steps that we’ve seen Biden take on emigration, essentially

rolling back a lot of the Trump administration’s deterrence policies should not be
read by migrants as an open invitation.
Do not amass at the border. This does not mean you can get across easily. But for all
of their talk about that, all of their messaging on it, that’s not the message that is
actually being received by a lot of migrants and so you do have this situation where
people are increasingly coming to the border, families with young children do feel
like this is a moment where they can get into the United States.
They do feel like there’s going to be a more receptive policy from the Biden
administration. So this is the challenge that the White House has. If they don’t think
that their policy actually is an open invitation, then they have to signal that more
clearly because that is — that is, obviously, not the way it is being interpreted at the
moment.

Tennessee Republicans Stand Up to Judge Who Dictated Election Law from the
Bench
The Associated Press

Davidson County Chancellor Ellen Hobbs Lyle presides over a court case in
Nashville, Tennessee, on July 23, 2018. (Larry McCormack / The Tennessean via AP)
The Republican-dominated Tennessee House is moving forward with a proposal to
remove a judge for expanding absentee voting in the 2020 election.
A resolution with nearly unanimous House GOP support is calling for proceedings
that could remove Davidson County Chancellor Ellen Hobbs Lyle, whose ruling was
ultimately overturned by the state Supreme Court but only after the state allowed
people at high risk of COVID-19 complications to vote by mail.
House Speaker Cameron Sexton said the resolution seeks to “truly see if she was
legislating from the bench, which we don’t think should be allowed.”

Advertisement - story continues below
Many states expanded access to absentee balloting or other voting methods due to
concerns about the coronavirus, despite arguments by former President Donald
Trump and his fellow Republicans that any expansions should have legislative
approval.
The proposal has uncertain prospects in the Senate, where GOP Lt. Gov. Randy
McNally said it’s “definitely not a slam dunk.” Instead of removing Lyle, McNally
said he would rather change where constitutional challenges against the state are
heard.
The resolution would create a legislative panel that would recommend whether or not
to remove Lyle. A two-thirds vote in each chamber would then be needed for removal.
Sixty-five of 73 House Republicans have signed on. To date, the Senate version has no
co-sponsors.
Tennessee elections officials said fear of COVID-19 was not a reason to vote by mail.
Lyle then ruled that Tennessee must offer widespread absentee voting amid the
pandemic, and it did for the Aug. 6 primary.
The state Supreme Court overruled her and restored the requirement of an excuse for
absentee voting for November. However, the high court also ruled that people could
vote absentee if they believed they or someone in their care faced a high risk of
COVID-19.
Lyle extended that ruling to include any voter whose household included someone
with an underlying health condition.
After Lyle’s ruling in June, Attorney General Herbert Slatery issued a rare rebuke,
saying the expansion was “another court decision replacing legislation passed by the
people’s elected officials with its own judgment.”
Days later, Lyle said “shame on you” in virtual court to Tennessee officials who held
off on sending coronavirus-related absentee applications for hours after the initial
ruling and rewrote the applications without her instruction.
She warned of the “specter of criminal contempt” if the state didn’t follow future
orders.
Republican Rep. Tim Rudd, the resolution’s sponsor, said Lyle “clearly overstepped
her authority by any level of judgment.”
The attorney general’s office said the removal push is a matter for lawmakers. A
spokeswoman for the Tennessee Department of State didn’t explicitly call for Lyle’s
removal, but reiterated complaints about the judge.
“We encourage the public to read Chancellor Lyle’s orders and watch the hearings to
make up their own mind as to whether Chancellor Lyle violated her constitutional
authority,” State Department spokeswoman Julia Bruck said.
“We found her court orders to be confusing, conflicting, and a usurpation of
authority.”

The Tennessee Bar Association has come out in opposition to the resolution, saying
that it could set “a precedent that any time a judge rules against the state … or
renders a politically unpopular decision, that decision could potentially trigger
legislative removal proceedings against that judge.”
Lyle, appointed in 1995 by Republican Gov. Don Sundquist, was re-elected numerous
times. She’s up for re-election in 2022.
Over the last five decades, Tennessee lawmakers have twice removed judges. Both
times, the judges faced federal criminal convictions, most recently in 1993.

Biden signs $1.9 trillion COVID relief bill hours ahead of speech to nation
President Joe Biden marked a major victory Thursday, signing the American Rescue
Plan into law -- the first legislative win of his presidency seven weeks after taking
office and on the one-year anniversary of COVID-19 being declared a pandemic by
the World Health Organization.
The nearly $2 trillion COVID stimulus legislation has been the administration's
highest priority in the beginning days of Biden’s presidency, seeking to “go big” to
get the virus under control and get relief directly into the hands of most Americans in
the form of $1400 checks.

Mandel Ngan/AFP via Getty Images
Despite the weight of the moment, the Oval Office signing was without much fanfare,
with Biden giving brief remarks as Vice President Kamala Harris looked on from his
side.

"[T]his historic legislation is about rebuilding the backbone of this country, and
giving people of this nation, working people, middle class folks, people who built the
country a fighting chance," Biden said before singing the bill.
While Biden had long hoped to pass the bill with bipartisan support, not a single
Republican in the House or the Senate voted in favor of the legislation.
Despite the party-line vote, the rescue plan has wide support with the American
people. A Pew Research poll found that 70% of Americans say they favor the
legislation, with 41% of Republicans also saying they support the package.
"It's clear that an overwhelming percentage of the American people, Democrats,
independents, our Republican friends, have made it clear, the people out there made it
clear they strongly support the American rescue plan. Yesterday with the final
passage of the plan in the House of Representatives, their voices were heard," Biden
said Thursday.
While the signing was initially slated for Friday, the White House announced the bill
would be signed into law Thursday afternoon after the House was able to deliver it
for Biden’s signature more quickly than anticipated.
White House press secretary Jen Psaki previewed there would be an additional
signing event at the White House Friday that would include House and Senate
Democrats.
The bill allocates $130 billion to reopen schools and provide $160 billion for
vaccinations and testing, along with billions in aid for small businesses, food and
housing, along with the $1,400 direct payments.
It would also help to lower the cost of health care plans purchased on federal
marketplaces for middle-class and low-income Americans by increasing subsidies,
and extend additional unemployment benefits for Americans, set to expire on March
14, without interruption.
With the American Rescue Plan now law, the United States has officially allocated
over $5 trillion in funding for COVID relief -- a massive sum that outpaces what the
United States spent during World War II when adjusted for inflation.
Biden proposed the bill even before taking office, laying out the massive spending
measure on Jan. 14 in an evening address to the nation, making his case for the $1.9
trillion price tag.
"We not only have an economic imperative to act now. I believe we have a moral
obligation. In this pandemic, in America, we cannot let people go hungry. We cannot
let people get evicted. We cannot watch nurses, educators, and others lose their jobs.
We so badly need them. We must act now and act decisively," Biden said in the
January remarks.
He will also address the pandemic in his first prime-time address Thursday night,
taking stock of the year since the pandemic declaration, and what’s next for the
country in the continued effort to get the coronavirus under control.

What is the future of our policy toward Israel under Joe Biden?
James Carafano & Adam Milstein - Opinion Contributors
What will the strategic alliance between the United States and Israel look like under
President Biden? It really is too soon to tell. On a number of crucial strategic issues,
including this vital relationship, the administration does not appear to be of one mind.
Like watching James McAvoy's character in the movie Split, we must wait and see
which personalities dominate.

Getty Images What is the future of our policy toward Israel under Joe Biden?
Clearly, Biden wishes to build consensus on foreign policy matters. He also hopes to
keep complicated geo-strategic issues on the back burner while his administration
focuses on its domestic agenda.
At the same time, the core of his foreign policy team looks like an Obama
administration alumni reunion. Naturally, they think their policies served the nation
well in the Obama era and want to get back to them as soon as possible.
And then there is the far left of the Democratic Party, which rejects Washington's
traditional bipartisan support for a U.S.-Israel alliance. They see Israel as the root of
the region's problems, siding with the Palestinians in the conflict with the only
democracy in the Middle East. Indeed, they think the Middle East would be better-off
if the Muslim Brotherhood were in charge, supplanting the regimes in countries like
Egypt, Jordan, and Saudi Arabia. And they oppose the Trump administration's
attempt to restrain Iran.
Some of President Biden's most recent nominees belong to this group of anti-Israel
radicals. Maher Bitar, a Palestinian American and activist in the Boycott, Divestment,
and Sanctions movement against Israel, was appointed senior director of intelligence
programs at the National Security Council.

Uzra Zeya, who has a long record of spreading "Israel lobby" and "secret money"
anti-Semitic conspiracies, was nominated as undersecretary for civilian security,
democracy, and human rights. And Robert Malley, Biden's special envoy to Tehran, is
openly sympathetic to the mullahs' regime and has expressed anti-Israel sentiments.
How all this gets sorted out remains to be seen. Biden came to office with no apparent
plan for dealing with the big foreign issues like the Middle East and China, offering
only vague promises to "restore America's credibility."
There are some clues on Biden's ideas about the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. His
administration has endorsed the two-state solution. It also plans to restore aid to the
Palestinian Authority, renew funding for the United Nations Relief and Works Agency
for Palestine Refugees, and reopen the Palestinian Liberation Organization mission
office in Washington.
Yet throughout his career, Biden has unapologetically supported Israel and firmly
rejected the antisemitic BDS movement. Moreover, his administration has embraced
the widely accepted International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance's working
definition of antisemitism.
Recently the administration announced its opposition to the International Criminal
Court probe into Israel requested by the Palestinians. The objection argued that the
probe "unfairly" targets Israel, and that Palestine isn't a sovereign state and therefore
has no standing at the Hague.
Biden's position on Iran also remains cloudy. He assured all that he was going to
rejoin the Obama era deal, but presented no well thought out plan for doing so. It's no
secret the Iranians are resolved to develop nuclear weapons and the ballistic missiles
to deliver them. So how will he deal with the Iranian demands to immediately roll
back all sanctions, as a precondition to getting them to the negotiating table.
Israel has noticed that the Biden administration no longer mentions "all military
options are on the table" in its communications about Iran.
When Israeli leaders announced that they are refreshing the attack plans against
Iran's nuclear facilities, the administration immediately warned "its allies in the
Middle East" not to oppose American policies or seek military solutions. Then there
are the Abraham Accords. The administration may have a plan for the most
consequential geopolitical initiative in the region in a generation but, if so, they are
not sharing it.
What all these ambivalent measures have in common is that none of them actually
appears to advance U.S. interests in the region. Those interests are: restraining Iran;
tamping down extremism; promoting collective security and economic integration,
and constraining the disruptive influence of Russia and China.
The ambivalence leaves the U.S.-Israeli relationship on unsettled ground, since the
American relationship with Israel is fundamentally grounded in the reality that the
Israelis are crucial for safeguarding U.S. interests in the region.

There are not enough dots to connect yet to determine exactly how Biden will handle
all of the challenges in the Middle East. Meanwhile, Israel and the Sunni Arab states
are likely to try to make nice with Washington, while hedging their bets by making
deals with each other. That is not a worst case scenario.
But anyone who thinks it's a situation that is likely to lead to a more stable,
prosperous and secure region in the near term is sadly mistaken.

‘virtually complete’ Russian gas pipeline to Germany
Joel Gehrke
A controversial Russian gas pipeline to Germany could soon reach completion in
defiance of American sanctions laws, say senior State Department officials.

Provided by Washington Examiner
Republican and Democratic national security officials and experts regard the pipeline
as a mechanism for Russian President Vladimir Putin to tighten economic ties with
Germany at the expense of NATO allies.
Yet, Secretary of State Antony Blinken told the House Foreign Affairs Committee the
pipeline is “virtually complete” in the face of lawmakers eager to see aggressive
implementation of U.S. sanctions.
“We oppose it,” Blinken testified Wednesday. “I’ve been on the job, I think, five
weeks. The pipeline is 95% complete. It started, construction started in 2018. So I
wish we didn't find ourselves in this situation with a pipeline that's virtually
complete.”
Texas Rep. Michael McCaul, the top Republican on the committee, acknowledged the
extent of the construction while insisting that Biden blacklist the participants involved
in the final leg of the project.

IS BIDEN STANDING DOWN ON RUSSIA'S NORD STREAM 2 PIPELINE?
“I agree, and I think ... sanctioning these 15 entities would be great,” Blinken said
Thursday.
State Department spokesman Ned Price, pressed about whether the argument
advanced by McCaul and other Russia hawks would carry the day, reiterated
Blinken’s assessment that the pipeline was “virtually complete” when the Biden
administration took office.
“I think it's important,” Price said. “All that notwithstanding ... Nord Stream 2 is a
bad idea. It goes against Europe’s own stated energy interests. It goes against our
interests in the region, as well.”
Those comments imply that U.S. officials see the pipeline as a fait accompli. The
project's direct route to Germany could allow Kremlin officials to turn off the gas that
flows through Ukraine into Poland, empowering Russian President Vladimir Putin to
deprive those former Soviet vassal states of gas while minimizing the prospective
backlash from Western European capitals.
“If we allow this pipeline to be completed, it would be a tremendous victory for
Vladimir Putin,” McCaul told Blinken.
“Yet, the mandatory sanctions passed with bipartisan, bicameral support in the last
two National Defense Authorization bills have not been fully implemented. We are
deeply concerned that the administration's strong statements opposing the pipeline
are not being matched by equally strong actions.”
Price avoided any specific prediction about prospective sanctions. “I have no doubt,
you should have no doubt, that this administration will follow the law,” he told
reporters.
“If the law states that entities should be sanctioned for their pipe-laying activity, I
suspect you will be hearing more about that from us.”

'This is a crisis': Laredo Border Patrol apprehends 111 migrants in just three
trucks in 24 hours
Jake Dima
A total of 111 migrants were taken into Customs and Border Protection custody
within 24 hours in three trucks alone, following multiple inspections this week, the
government body announced on Wednesday.

Provided by Washington Examiner
On Monday, agents nabbed 44 individuals from a tractor-trailer in Laredo, Texas,
following a canine search. Minutes later, another 43 migrants were removed from a
tanker truck, and on Tuesday, a third rig was found to be harboring 24 people.
The incident drew the attention of Texas Sen. Ted Cruz, who tweeted, "This is a
crisis."
CBP authorities identified the perpetrators as possible human smugglers and said
those in custody hailed from "Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, and
Mexico." Law enforcement also noted none of the suspected illegal immigrants were
wearing masks or other protective gear.
MCCARTHY SAYS BIDEN SNUBBED REQUEST TO MEET REGARDING
BORDER SURGE
"Human smugglers continue to have no regard for the safety and health of the people
they exploit for profit. With a noted increase in COVID-19 infections among detainees,
the transporting of large groups of people without PPE in close dangerous quarters
endangers the individuals and safety of our Nation," the agency wrote.
"The Laredo Sector of the U.S. Border Patrol focuses on its enduring mission
priorities of countering terrorism, combating transnational crime, securing the
border, facilitating lawful trade, protecting revenue, and facilitating lawful travel."
Cruz, alongside many of his GOP colleagues, has criticized the Biden
administration's handling of the border surge as CBP reported over 100,000
attempted illegal crossings for the month of February and a 50% uptick in drug
seizures.
“How much more will it take for the Biden administration to admit there is a crisis on
the border?” Cruz asked in an earlier tweet.
The Republican's comments are likely a response to remarks made by Homeland
Security Secretary Alejandro Mayorkas, who likened the surge in migrants to a
"challenge" rather than a crisis, despite reports that an unprecedented 117,000

unaccompanied migrant children are set to make their way to the United States by the
end of the year.
President Biden and his cohort have also come under fire for their treatment of solo
children, which many on both sides of the aisle have equated to policies employed by
former President Donald Trump, who was accused of placing the minors in jail-like
facilities.
More than 3,200 children have been moved to holding centers, which are designed to
house adults, under the watch of CBP as detention buildings near a breaking point.
Of the sum, 1,400 have remained in custody past the 72-hour limit in small, concrete
rooms without beds, dubbed "hieleras," or iceboxes.

The controversy over Biden not holding a formal press conference, explained
Aaron Rupar
As President Joe Biden signed a $1.9 trillion Covid-19 relief bill that is supported by
a solid majority of Americans and that funds distribution of coronavirus vaccines,
among many other things, Fox News is fixating on something he’s not doing: holding
formal news conferences.

Jabin Botsford/The Washington Post via Getty Images President Biden speaks on
vaccine news on March 10.
While he’s answered questions from reporters in informal settings numerous times
and held a CNN town hall, Biden has now gone 50 days without holding a formal
news conference. It’d be ideal for him to do one, but there are many good reasons he
hasn’t yet — the urgent public health and economic crises he inherited, a pandemic
that complicates logistics, and the legacy former President Donald Trump left him of
presidential news conferences doubling as hate spectacles.
Still, it’s starting to aggravate members of the press corps, with the president of the
White House Correspondents Association telling Vanity Fair that full press

conferences are “critical to informing the American people and holding an
administration accountable.”
And the Washington Post editorial board wrote that “it’s past time for Biden to hold a
news conference” — even while acknowledging that more press availability didn’t
equal more truth or transparency with the previous president.
The careful wording of the Post’s editorial board exemplifies how journalists are
having to reevaluate relationships to power and what it means to do adversarial
journalism now that the White House isn’t the home of a habitual liar who routinely
made reporters objects of hate, even while he was accessible to them with
regular helicopter-side press availabilities and coronavirus press briefings that are
best remembered for Trump floating the idea of disinfectant as a cure for Covid-19.
But on the cable network that benefited most from the Trump presidency, all of that
nuance is lost.
Fox News has done its best in recent days to blow up the fact Biden yet hasn’t had a
formal news conference into a major scandal, complete with special graphics and
coverage across shows suggesting Biden is hiding something.
On Thursday morning alone, Fox News hosts said things like “President Biden blows
off questions from reporters as he goes 50 days without a formal press
conference,” and “here we are, day 50 — 50 days in to the Biden presidency — and
we’ve got a prime-time address, but still no formal news conference.”
While it’s true that Biden has broken from modern precedent in not holding a news
conference sometime in his first month in office, press secretary Jen Psaki answers
questions from reporters every weekday during briefings that illustrate one of the
reasons Biden might not be in a rush to do one himself.
Fox News’s Peter Doocy has distinguished himself during Psaki’s briefings by
regularly asking loaded, gotcha-style questions on topics ranging from the national
anthem to the Olympics to energy policy to school re-openings.
One can understand why Biden, who has jousted repeatedly with Doocy during press
availability in recent months, might want to spend his time on things other than
helping Fox News create ready made clips for Hannity to own him. But his decision
not to engage has fed into the narrative Fox has been pushing since the campaign
about him purportedly hiding something and being lower energy than former
President Donald Trump.
“Your viewers remember when [Trump] would walk out to get on Marine One, he
would just do those impromptu press conferences and he’d take every question, all
questions, sometimes he’d stay there for 30, 40 minutes,” said Rep. Jim Jordan
(R-OH) during Tuesday’s edition of Sean Hannity’s show. “That’s what the American
people deserve.”
What Jordan and Hannity won’t mention, of course, is that while Trump may have
been more willing to engage with reporters than Biden himself has so far been, the
former president’s interactions with reporters were the opposite of constructive.

No discussion of the controversy surrounding Biden and news conferences (such as it
is) would be complete without recalling that during the Trump years, presidential
engagement with reporters was more WrestleMania than a good-faith sharing of
information — something Psaki has tried and mostly succeeded in doing during her
press briefings.
To be clear, political journalism that doesn’t hold the powerful to account is nothing
more than public relations. Some degree of tension between the press and elected
officials is a good and natural thing. But during the Trump years, the relationship
between the executive branch and the journalists that covered them devolved into an
abusive one.
For instance, during Trump’s first formal news conference — held on February 16,
2017 — he lambasted the press for accurately covering the circumstances
surrounding the resignation of National Security Adviser Michael Flynn amid
revelations he lied to the FBI about his contact with Russia, saying things like “the
reporting is fake” and blasting reporters as “dishonest.”
That press conference was such a disaster that Trump went more than a full year
before he held another. Yet some observers are contrasting Trump’s February 2017
cage match with the fact Biden hasn’t had a press conference yet as evidence that
Biden is somehow falling short.
While Fox News would likely use a Biden press conference to create gotcha moments,
there are legitimate questions the president should answer. What’s his strategy for
increasing the minimum wage, given that it didn’t make it into the Covid-19 bill?
What’s his long-term plan for dealing with the recent surge of undocumented
immigrants at the southern border?
What’s his response to Democrats who have criticized his decision to launch
airstrikes in Syria?
Psaki recently told CNN that Biden plans to answer questions from reporters during a
formal news conference sometime soon.
“We look forward to holding a full formal press conference, but in the meantime the
president takes questions from the reporters covering the White House regularly,
including this morning [on March 3],” she said. “And his focus day in and day out is
on getting the pandemic under control and putting people back to work. That’s what
people elected him to do.”
Indeed, while signing the Covid-19 bill on Thursday, Biden hinted he’ll hold a news
conference soon, telling reporters he’ll be “take questions” from them “in the next
couple days.”
Fox struggles to land blows on Biden
It’s fair to point out that Biden has gone a relatively long time without having a news
conference. But the tendency that has been most pronounced on Fox to blow the issue
up into a major scandal illustrates the difficulty they’re drawing blood on the Biden
administration.

Before presser-gate became a big topic, Fox News spent the better part of a
week blaming Biden for the (fake) cancelation of Dr. Seuss. Hannity has relentlessly
pushed conspiracy theories about Biden’s health, while the network’s “news side”
has been heavy on stoking right-wing grievance with never-ending discussions of
“cancel culture.”
In this instance as in so many others, Fox’s coverage echoes what prominent
Republicans like RNC Chair Ronna McDaniel are saying:
It’s tough for Republicans to attack Biden on the merits right now, given that even a
majority of Republican voters support the signature piece of legislation he just signed.
But it’s also worth noting it’s not just Fox.
On Thursday, for instance, ABC ran a piece headlined, “Biden not yet holding a news
conference raises accountability questions.” And CNN on March 3 ran an article with
this lede: “There are many ways to measure an American president’s accessibility.
One way is by counting press conferences. Right now, by that count, President Biden
looks invisible.”
But if the Trump era taught us anything, it’s that it isn’t the volume of
communications a presidential administration has with the press that’s important —
it’s their character and quality. Biden himself may so far be less accessible to the
press than Trump was, but given what the country endured during the Trump era and
the mess Biden inherited, the American people don’t seem to mind that so far he’s
been focused on more pressing things.

Tulsi Gabbard: ‘You See The Final Expression Of Cancel Culture In Islamist
Terrorist Groups Like ISIS, Al-Qaeda’
Daily Wire News
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Former Rep. Tulsi Gabbard (D-HI) compared those who engage in “cancel culture”
to Islamist terrorists during an interview this week on Fox News, saying that they are
similar in terms of wanting to ban ideas that are a threat to them.
“When you look at the foundation of our democracy, it is based on this ideal, this
principle of freedom, freedom of speech, freedom for every single one of us to be able
to share our ideas and debate them, to argue them, to agree or to disagree, to pick
and choose in this marketplace of ideas, those that we deem to be right or wrong to be
superior or inferior and even for those ideas that may be misleading or dangerous,
that in this free marketplace, we have the right to then defeat those ideas with with
superior ones,” Gabbard said.
“Cancel culture is the opposite of this, it is exactly the opposite of this foundational
principle of our democracy. It means that in a cancel culture, you have some people
who believe that they are special, that they are superior, that they have the power to
be able to shut down those who have ideas and views that are different, who may
follow a path that they deem to be the wrong path and will therefore say, ‘No, we’re
going to place obstacles in front of you, we’re going to silence certain voices, so that
only those who agree with us and the path that we deem to be right as the one that is
before you to choose.'”
“And the issue with this, there’s a few issues with it, the main issue with this is when
you look at our rights and freedoms, and our ability to debate them, and respectfully
come out the other end agreeing or disagreeing, as you and I have over the years, it’s
based on the fact that we are all children of God. And recognizing that, we then treat
each other with respect and respect this freedom that we have,” she continued.
“So, let’s look down the path and say, ‘Okay, well, where does this cancel culture
lead us?’ You see the final expression of cancel culture in Islamist terrorist groups
like ISIS and Al Qaeda who basically go and behead those who … they deem to be
infidels or heretics in order to silence them in order to protect others from being
misled by those heretical ideas and in the eyes of an ISIS or Al Qaeda.”
“And so when we look at cancel culture here at home, we see those efforts to cancel
or silence those that … they don’t want the people to hear from, those who may offer
a different idea than the one that those in power want people to see or to hear, or to
be exposed to,” she concluded.
“And so this is, when we look at the foundations of our democracy, this is the danger
of where this path leads us. Unless we as individuals stand up against it.”
TRANSCRIPT:
TREY GOWDY, FOX NEWS HOST: Joining me now, former Congresswoman from
the great state of Hawaii, Tulsi Gabbard. Hey, Tulsi, how are you?
REP. TULSI GABBARD (D-HI): Aloha, my friend, it’s good to talk to you as always.
GOWDY: Likewise, alright, I used to turn to you when we were serving together for
guidance. Tell me what the cancel culture is and why we should be concerned with it.

GABBARD: Well, you rightly started this conversation talking about about freedom.
When you look at the foundation of our democracy, it is based on this ideal, this
principle of freedom.
Freedom of speech, freedom for every single one of us to be able to share our ideas
and debate them, to argue them, to agree or to disagree, to pick and choose in this
marketplace of ideas, those that we deem to be right or wrong to be superior or
inferior and even for those ideas that may be misleading or dangerous, that in this
free marketplace, we have the right to then defeat those ideas with with superior ones.
And others have the freedom to choose, choose what they want to believe or not to
believe or what they want to adhere to. So, when you look at this question, what is
cancel culture? Cancel culture is the opposite of this, it is exactly the opposite of this
foundational principle of our democracy.
It means that in a cancel culture, you have some people who believe that they are
special, that they are superior, that they have the power to be able to shut down those
who have ideas and views that are different, who may follow a path that they deem to
be the wrong path and will therefore say, ‘No, we’re going to place obstacles in front
of you, we’re going to silence certain voices, so that only those who agree with us and
the path that we deem to be right as the one that is before you to choose.’
And the issue with this there, there’s a few issues with it, the main issue with this is
when you look at our rights and freedoms, and our ability to debate them, and
respectfully come out the other end agreeing or disagreeing — as you and I have over
the years — it’s based on the fact that we are all children of God, and recognizing
that, we then treat each other with respect and respect this freedom that we have. So,
let’s look down the path and say, ‘Okay, well, where does this cancel culture lead
us?’ You see the final expression of cancel culture in Islamist terrorist groups like
ISIS and Al Qaeda who basically go and behead those who … they deem to be infidels
or heretics in order to silence them in order to protect others from being misled by
those heretical ideas in the eyes of an ISIS or Al Qaeda.
And so when we look at cancel culture here at home, we see those efforts to cancel or
silence those that … they don’t want the people to hear from, those who may offer a
different idea than the one that those in power want people to see or to hear, or to be
exposed to. And so this is, when we look at the foundations of our democracy, this is
the danger of where this path leads us.
Unless we as individuals stand up against it. And that’s the final point I want to make
on this is, what can we do? Because I get asked this a lot. What can we do to stand up
against this cancel culture, this fear mongering, this bullying, that if you don’t adhere
to this path that those in power says the right one, then you’re at risk of losing your
job, you are at risk of losing family or friends or being unpopular, losing likes on
social media.
This requires us to ask the question of ourselves, who are we trying to please? And
this is something for me at a really young age, I recognized that life is short. Death
can come at any time and I was happiest, and am happiest, when trying to live my life
to be pleasing to God, to my best friend.
And so as I’ve gone through my life, and especially in politics, the media is coming at
you with attacks, political opponents, social media. I have always found that peace
and that strength in going with it and knowing that God has unconditional love for all
of us.

CNN Guest On Biden: The Bombs He’s Dropping On Syria ‘Kind Of Expensive
For A Dude Who Owes Me $2,000’
Ryan Saavedra
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A young Democrat recently interviewed by CNN slammed President Joe Biden for not
keeping his promises during his first 50 days in office.
Ben Calvert, a young Minnesota resident, spoke to CNN during a segment about how
Democrats in the area view the current political landscape and Biden’s first months
in office.
“They’re putting that stimulus check on the back burner,” Calvert told CNN.
“They’re putting the minimum wage hike on the back burner. And they’re dropping
bombs in Syria right now and those bombs are kind of expensive for a dude who owes
me $2,000, you know.”
Calvert’s remarks come in response to comments that Biden made while campaigning
in Georgia at the start of the year for two Democrat Senate candidates, both of whom
won their races.
“By electing Jon and the Reverend, you can make an immediate difference in your
own lives, the lives of the people all across this country,” Biden said.
“Because their election will put an end to the block in Washington, that $2,000
stimulus check, that money would go out the door immediately, to help people who
are in real trouble.
Think about what it will mean to your lives, putting food on the table, paying rent,
paying part of your mortgage, paying down the credit card, paying the phone bill, the
gas bill, the electric bill.”
The Biden administration and Democrat lawmakers have angered many voters after it
was reported that they narrowed the eligibility window of who could qualify to
receive the stimulus checks.

“Every American who filed individually and makes up to $75,000 will still get the full
amount before it begins to reduce at incomes above that,” NBC News reported last
week.
“But rather than zeroing out at $100,000 earnings, as the House’s Covid-19 relief bill
does, the Senate bill will cut off payments at $80,000.”
“For couples filing jointly, incomes up to $150,000 will still get the full amount,” the
report added. “But rather than zeroing out at $200,000, the Senate bill will cut off
payments at $160,000 in earnings.”
The Democrats’ massive stimulus bill has been criticized by many who believe that it
is way too much considering that the economy is already trending in the right
direction, the stock market is trending back up, and new coronavirus cases and deaths
have been falling since before Biden even took office.
Forbes highlighted the following items that are included in the Democrats’ $1.9
trillion stimulus bill that many have called out for either being wasteful spending or
what they say amounts to a bailout for areas that have been poorly run by Democrats:
$1.5 million earmarked for the Seaway International Bridge, which connects New
York to Canada. Senate Leader Chuck Schumer hails from New York.
$50 million for “family planning” – going to non-profits, i.e. Planned Parenthood, or
public entities, including for “services for adolescents[.]”
$852 million for AmeriCorps, AmeriCorps Vista, and the National Senior Service
Corps – the Corporation for National and Community Service – civic volunteer
agencies. This includes $9 million for the AmeriCorp inspector general to conduct
oversight and audits of the largess. AmeriCorps received a $1.1 billion FY2020
appropriation.
$200 million in the bill to The Institute of Museum and Library Services (FY2019
budget: $230 million). This agency is so small that it doesn’t even employ an
inspector general.
$270 million funds the National Endowment of the Arts and the Humanities (FY2019
budget: $253 million) – In 2017, our study showed eighty-percent of all non-profit
grant making flowed to well-heeled organizations with over $1 million in assets.
$350 billion to bailout the 50 States and the District of Columbia. The allocation
formula uses the unemployment rate in the fourth quarter of 2020. Therefore, states
like New York and California –who had strict economic lockdown policies and high
unemployment – will get bailout money. States like Florida and South Dakota – who
were open for business – will get less.
$128.5 billion to fund K-12 education. The CBO determined that most of the money in
education will be distributed in 2022 through 2028, when the pandemic is over.
$86 billion to save nearly 200 pension plans insured by the Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corp. There are no reforms mandated while these badly managed pensions are
bailed-out. Many of these pension plans are co-managed by unions.
$50 billion goes to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). A portion
of these funds is earmarked to reimburse up to $7,000 for funeral and burial costs
related to Covid-19 deaths.
$39.6 billion to higher education. This amount is three times the money – $12.5
billion – that higher ed received with the massive CARES Act funding from last
March.
$1.5 billion for Amtrak – the National Railroad Passenger Corporation. In FY2020,
Congress appropriated $3 billion for Amtrak ($2 billion in annual appropriations,

plus an additional $1 billion in the CARES Act COVID relief bill). In the three years
before the pandemic, AMTRAK lost $392 million – even after a $5 billion taxpayer
subsidy (FY2017-FY2019).

Here’s how soon you may get your $1,400 stimulus payment and what could delay it
Michelle Singletary
Now that President Biden has signed the $1.9 trillion pandemic relief bill into law,
millions of desperate Americans are wondering the same thing: When will I get my
money?

Bill O'Leary/The Washington Post Powered by Microsoft News
Under the American Rescue Plan, Congress has approved a third round of direct
payments, up to $1,400 for individuals, $2,800 for couples and an additional $1,400
for each dependent. Now comes the process of distributing the stimulus payments —
and it won’t be easy.
After signing the bill Thursday, Biden promised that money will go out quickly. But
the devil is always in the details, especially since the day-to-day task of getting out the
payments falls to the IRS, which is in the middle of the 2021 tax season and is still
processing millions of 2019 returns.
But I get it. You don’t care about all that. You need money now. As in previous rounds,
the IRS will eventually post answers to many of your questions at irs.gov. But I’ve put
together some information on when you can expect a payment, including what might
delay your stimulus funds.
If you are in one of these groups, you should be among the first recipients of the third
round of stimulus payments:

You’ve filed your 2019 or 2020 return and received a refund: You should be first in
line to get a payment. It’s possible you may see a pending post to your bank account
by this weekend. Direct-deposit payments in the previous rounds were issued first to
individuals with valid routing and account information on file at the IRS.
Just two days after the second stimulus package was signed into law on Dec. 27,
providing $600 payments to eligible Americans, the IRS began making direct
deposits into recipients’ bank accounts. A day after that, on Dec. 30, the agency said
it began mailing paper checks.
The first wave of electronic payments went out to those who had received a refund
and — this was key — had their refund direct-deposited into a bank account.
You used the IRS “non-filers” tool before Nov. 21: The IRS launched a new
non-filers tool last year for people who don’t normally file a tax return. People in this
group had to use the tool to file a scaled-down tax return. They could then enter
payment information, including their bank account data, that allowed the agency to
send them direct-deposit payments.
You receive Social Security retirement benefits, survivor or disability benefits,
Supplemental Security Income, Railroad Retirement benefits or veterans
benefits: You should be among the first to receive an automatic payment, even if you
aren’t required to file a tax return.
Here’s what could delay all or part of your stimulus payment:
You’ve filed your 2020 return and you owed the IRS: There has been a lot of
confusion about what bank information the IRS maintains, and it has created a lot of
angst and anger when it comes to the stimulus payments.
In general, the IRS cannot use bank account information it has been given for taxes
owed to electronically deposit stimulus payments. The agency said it needs specific
authorization to use the same bank information to direct-deposit a stimulus payment.
In this case, the IRS may end up mailing you a check or prepaid debit card. Payments
sent as a paper check will obviously require more processing and mailing time,
especially given the issues with the U.S. Postal Service.
You have not filed a 2019 or 2020 federal return: Millions of people are not required
to file a return, because they don’t have income or earn too little.
To get stimulus payments if you qualify, the IRS needs to have a tax return on file for
you. So, until you file a return, the IRS can’t send you a payment. For now, the
non-filers tool is closed, so people can’t enter or update information in that portal.
The IRS has until the end of the year to get out the third round of payments. After that,
eligible taxpayers have to file a 2021 return to claim the stimulus payment, which, like
the first two rounds, is referred to as a “recovery rebate credit.”
You have to file a paper return: If people can’t file electronically, they have to mail a
paper return. And that’s a problem since the coronavirus is still causing delays in the
processing of paper returns.

One problem frustrating advocates who work with chronically homeless, elderly and
disabled people is the inability to add banking information without the now-closed
online non-filers tool. These people will still get a payment, but without the banking
information it has to be mailed.
You have dependents and receive Social Security retirement benefits, survivor or
disability benefits, Supplemental Security Income, Railroad Retirement benefits or
veterans benefits: In the first two rounds, federal beneficiaries didn’t automatically
get the stimulus funds ($500 and $600) if they had dependent children 16 and under.
The distribution was plagued by glitches — including missing or incorrect payments
for dependent children.
Also, new in this round, dependents of any age qualify for the $1,400.
Because many low-income people receiving certain federal benefits are not required
to file tax returns, the IRS has no way of knowing whether they have qualifying
dependent children.
If you used the non-filers tool by the Nov. 21 date, you shouldn’t have any issues. But
if you missed the deadline, you have to file a 2020 return to get the money for your
dependent. Until you file, the IRS won’t have the dependent information.
You have older dependents and used the non-filers tool: In the previous two rounds
of stimulus relief, parents could get a payment only for dependents who were 16 or
younger. So, if you had a dependent child who was 17 or older, there was no extra
coronavirus-related assistance.
Eligible taxpayers will receive $1,400 for each dependent claimed on their federal
return, regardless of age. This might include a college student, a disabled adult child
or an elderly relative.
However, if the IRS defaults to using your 2019 return for this third round, it might
not know you have older dependents if the information wasn’t entered into the
non-filers tool. So, you may not initially get the $1,400 for dependents 17 or older.
But don’t worry, under the American Rescue Plan, the IRS can make supplemental
payments if it misses eligible dependents during the initial distribution of the $1,400
payments.
You’ve moved: Although you may have filed your 2020 return and even received a
refund, it’s possible the IRS hasn’t fully completed processing your return. So the
agency would default to your 2019 return and it may have an old address.
If you chose direct deposit for 2019, you’re probably good. If not, make sure you’ve
given the U.S. Postal Service a forwarding address. The IRS uses the USPS National
Change of Address registry. Yet even when you notify the Postal Service, not all post
offices forward government checks, so you may need to still contact the IRS. Got
to irs.gov and search for “change of address.”
And if history is a guide, a forwarded check takes longer to arrive.

You’ve closed the bank account your 2019 or 2020 federal refund was sent to: If the
account is closed, your bank must send the payment back to the IRS. If this the case,
you’ll get a check to the address the agency has on file for you.
Payments sent as a paper check or prepaid debit card may take longer to get to you.
There are a number of other reasons you may not get a payment right away. The IRS
will be issuing guidelines to help explain the distribution of the next phase of stimulus
relief. Perhaps the third time will be a charm and there will be fewer glitches.

Mexico ‘Worried’ That Biden Is ‘Stoking Illegal Immigration,’ ‘Creating Business
For Organized Crime’: Report
"They see him as the migrant president..."
Ryan Saavedra
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Mexico’s left-wing government is reportedly concerned that Democrat President Joe
Biden’s policies are sparking a massive surge in illegal immigration to the U.S. and
are providing business for the nation’s violent drug cartels.
Reuters reported this week that, according to government officials and reports,
Mexico is “worried the new U.S. administration’s asylum policies are stoking illegal
immigration and creating business for organized crime.” Biden’s policies have
already significantly impacted the border situation as more than 100,000 migrants
were detained last month for illegally trying to enter the U.S., the highest total for the
month of February since 2006.
“They see him as the migrant president, and so many feel they’re going to reach the
United States,” Mexican President Andres Manuel Lopez Obrador said of Biden.

“We need to work together to regulate the flow, because this business can’t be tackled
from one day to the next.”
The report said that Mexican intelligence has found that the cartels are “diversifying
methods of smuggling and winning clients as they eye U.S. measures that will
‘incentivize migration.'”
Some key takeaways from the report include:
U. S. policies that Mexican officials believe are driving the criminal activity include
“support for victims of gangs and violence, streamlining of the legalization process,
and suspension of Trump-era accords that deported people to Central America.”
The Mexican cartels changed their modus operandi “from the day Biden took office”
and are now showing “unprecedented” levels of sophistication in their criminal
activity, which includes “briefing clients on the latest immigration rules, using
technology to outfox authorities, and disguising smuggling operations as travel
agencies.”
The smugglers communicate with the migrants on numerous social media channels to
update them on “impending checkpoints, when freight trains they can jump on pass,
where to stay and how to navigate immigration laws.”
Those trying to enter the U.S. are now traveling in smaller groups and are taking less
traveled routes to avoid detection, routes the report said were even more dangerous
than the other ones.
The smugglers are telling the migrants to go to their local authorities and make
complaints that they have been the victims of crime that way they can apply for
asylum in the U.S. and the migrants are being told to bring children so it is easier for
them to apply for asylum.
To ease their passage, smugglers advise Central American clients to register
complaints with authorities saying they have been victims of extortion or, for young
men, that they have faced death threats from street gangs, the assessments show.
Mexico is also concerned that “there could be a significant influx in migrants from
outside the region – the Caribbean, Asia, Africa and the Middle East – as
coronavirus-led border restrictions begin easing.”
The Washington Post reported this week that the scale of Biden’s border crisis is so
severe that his administration is “holding record numbers of unaccompanied migrant
teens and children in detention cells for far longer than legally allowed” and federal
health officials have fallen “further behind in their race to find space for them in
shelters.”

NYC School Pushes Students To Stop Saying ‘Mom,’ ‘Dad,’ ‘Parents,’ Referring
To People By Gender
Ryan Saavedra
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A school in New York City that charges $57,000 a year has published a guide sent to
students and parents that encourages them to alter their language to conform to
gender identity ideology, including pushing students to stop referring to their parents
as “mom” and “dad.”
Grace Church School published a 12-page memo that instructs people to stop using
certain terms that it considers to be outdated and to replace those terms with
“inclusive” terminology.
The memo states the following:
Instead of saying, “boys and girls,” “guys,” “ladies,” and “gentleman,” say,
“people,” “folks,” “friends,” “readers,” “mathematicians…”
Instead of saying, “sweetheart/honey/similar pet names” say, “child’s name or
‘child/friend in the blue shirt.'”
Instead of “assuming gender based on stereotypes,” people should “respectfully ask
how they identify if familiar establishing a culture of sharing affirming pronouns in
class.”
Instead of saying, “mom and dad,” say, “grown-ups,” “folks,” “or family.”
Instead of saying, “parents,” say, “grown-ups,” “folks,” “family,” “and guardians.”
Instead of saying, “husband,” “wife,” “boyfriend,” “girlfriend,” say,
“spouse/partner/significant other.”
Instead of saying, “a boy can’t marry a boy,” or “a girl can’t marry a girl,” say,
“People can love and commit to whomever they please, it’s their choice who they
marry.”
“If someone articulates sexual orientation is a choice rather than an identity,”
respond by saying, “who we love/are attracted to is part of who we are.”

Instead of saying, “diverse/minority,” say, “person of color, marginalized
identity/population.”
Instead of asking, “what religion are you?” ask “are any religious/faith traditions
important to you?”
Instead of asking “What did you get for (any holiday)?” ask, “Do you celebrate
holidays?”
Instead of saying, “Merry Christmas!/Happy Holidays!” say, “Have a great break!”
The memo states the following terms are “outdated” and should no longer be used:
Colorblind—No one is color blind as it pertains to race. We see the skin tones of
people and assumptions are made about how someone identifies racially.
Caucasian—The correct term is White. White is a more accurate description of
light-skinned people of European descent.
Diverse person/student—referencing a person of color. A person is not diverse. A
group of people can be diverse.
Traditional Family—we actively try to undo notions of a “typical” or “normal”
family structure, each family is unique “Real” parents—a preferred term is birth
parents

Meghan Markle Said Palace Confiscated Passport, But She Took 13 Trips: Reports
"It’s unthinkable she didn’t carry it for personal and private trips..."
Joseph Curl
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In her explosive interview with Oprah Winfrey, Duchess of Sussex Meghan Markle
said that when she married Prince Harry, she had to hand over her passport and car
keys to palace authorities.
“When I joined that family, that was the last time, until we came here, that I saw my
passport, my driver’s license, my keys,” she said. Markle said she didn’t get them
back until she stepped down from royal duty and moved to California.
But new reports say Markle was a world traveler throughout the time she dated Harry
and after she joined the royal family, taking at least 13 trips.
“[T]he Duchess visited 13 countries as a tourist from when she started dating Prince
Harry to September 2019 – when the couple jetted off to Italy for fashion designer
Misha Nonoo’s lavish wedding,” The Daily Mail reported.
“Meghan and Harry announced they were stepping back as senior members of the
Royal Family the following January.”
Meanwhile, The Sun cited sources as saying Markle must have presented her passport
to officials in her 12 of those countries.
Markle and Harry took their first trip together just six weeks after they began dating
in 2016, when he took her to Botswana for a safari. They went back for a three-week
tour a year later to celebrate their anniversary, also visiting Zambia.

In 2017, the couple took a trip to Norway to see the Northern Lights and go whale
watching. They also went to Jamaica that year to attend the wedding of one of
Harry’s friends.
In 2018, Markle traveled to Toronto to visit a friend, then jetted off to Lake Como to
visit actor George Clooney and his wife Amal. That same year she went to Amsterdam
to attend the launch party of the Soho House. The couple also took their two-week
honeymoon in Seychelles.
In 2019, she and Harry also borrowed singer Elton John’s private jet to fly to the elite
seaside city of Nice, France. The royal couple also flew to Rome to attend fashion
designer Misha Nonoo’s wedding “at a 17th century villa with A-list stars,” said the
Sun. That same year, the couple celebrated Meghan’s 38th birthday at the exclusive
Vista Alegre villa complex in Ibiza.
“The family travelled with their chef and security was increased during their presence
in the resort, dubbed a ‘billionaire’s playground.’ One of the most exclusive villas
there costs up to £120,000 a week,” the Sun reported.
And that same year, Meghan also visited New York for a baby shower before the birth
of their son, Archie. “Alongside several holidays, the couple also took trips to
Morocco, South Africa, Australia and New Zealand as part of three Royal Tours,”
said the Mail.
“Of course the royal family would want to keep Meghan’s passport safe,” royal
author Margaret Holder told the Sun.
“But it’s unthinkable she didn’t carry it for personal and private trips such as her
New York baby shower, traveling to see friends in Canada, partying in Amsterdam,
and going to Lake Como with George Clooney.”

Iranian investigator says Israel likely behind attack on container ship
DUBAI (Reuters) - Israel is highly likely to have been behind an attack in the
Mediterranean this week that damaged an Iranian container ship, an Iranian
investigator was quoted as saying on Saturday by Iran's media.

Reuters/YORUK ISIK Iranian-flagged container ship Shahr e Kord sails in Istanbul's
Bosphorus
Israeli officials did not comment on Friday when asked if Israel was involved in the
incident on Wednesday.
The container ship Shahr e Kord was hit by an explosive object which caused a small
fire, but no one on board was hurt, Iran reported on Friday. Two maritime security
sources said initial indications were that the ship had been intentionally targeted by
an unknown source.
"Considering the geographical location and the way the ship was targeted, one of the
strong possibilities is that this terrorist operation was carried out by the Zionist
regime (Israel)," an unnamed member of the Iranian team investigating the incident
was quoted as saying by semi-official Nournews.
A spokesman for the Iranian foreign ministry said on Saturday reports confirmed a
sabotage attack "in clear violation of international law".
"Measures to identify the perpetrators of this sabotage action are on the agenda,"
said Saeed Khatibzadeh, quoted by state media.
The investigator said explosive projectiles could have been fired from an aerial
vehicle, hitting a number of containers on the ship's deck.
Iran's state-run shipping company IRISL said it would take legal action to identify the
perpetrators of the attack, which it called terrorism and naval piracy.
The incident came two weeks after an Israeli-owned ship the MV HELIOS RAY was
hit by an explosion in the Gulf of Oman.
The cause was not immediately clear, although a U.S. defence official said the blast
left holes in both sides of the vessel's hull. Israel accused Iran of being behind the
explosion, a charge the Islamic Republic denied.

Wall Street Journal on Thursday reported that Israel had targeted at least a dozen
vessels bound for Syria and mostly carrying Iranian oil out of concern that petroleum
profits are funding terrorism in the Middle East.
Israeli officials declined comment on the report, which cited unnamed U.S. and
regional officials and came as the Biden administration reviews policy on Iran. The
U.S. Embassy in Jerusalem had no immediate comment.
(Reporting by Dubai newsroom; editing by Clelia Oziel)

Biden keeping Ukraine at arm's-length
Natasha Bertrand
For as long as Donald Trump was president, Ukraine was at the center of America’s
partisan political brawls. President Joe Biden is now trying to shift the U.S. focus on
Ukraine away from domestic politics and back onto Kyiv’s anti-corruption efforts — a
push he helped initiate as vice president.

Alex Brandon/AP Photo In his early days in office, President Joe Biden has been
keeping the Eastern European ally at arm's-length, hoping that the toxic fumes from
the previous administration will subside.
In his early days in office, Biden has been keeping the Eastern European ally at
arm's-length, hoping that the toxic fumes from the previous administration will
subside. At the same time, he is quietly pushing for further reforms in a country he
spent years getting to know as vice president, and one that is a critical front in the
west’s efforts to contain Russia.

Trump’s four years in office did serious damage to diplomatic relations between
Washington and Kyiv. Biden’s anti-corruption initiatives in Ukraine, and his son’s
financial entanglements there, were weaponized by Trump’s allies in both his first
impeachment trial and during the 2020 election.
In both instances, Republicans tried to paint the now-president as corruptly using
Ukraine for personal financial gain, dragging the former Soviet republic of 43 million
people into the center of domestic U.S. political turmoil.
“There is a real atmosphere of awkwardness between the U.S. and Ukraine on the
front end of the Biden administration,” said Daniel Vajdich, a nonresident senior
fellow at The Atlantic Council who specializes in Europe and Eurasia.
“I do think there are very real, residual consequences from impeachment in that
sense.”
The Ukraine portfolio is one of the trickier foreign policy issues the new president
faces, as he juggles domestic political considerations, the promotion of an
anti-corruption agenda globally and the U.S. response to a prospective
Germany-Russia gas pipeline that, if completed, will please an ally, thrill an
adversary and deprive Ukraine of billions of dollars in revenue annually.
So far, Biden’s been deliberate in his approach. In his nearly 50 days in office, he has
spoken to close to two dozen world leaders, from allies to adversaries to frenemies.
But Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky, a key partner on the frontlines of the
battlefield with Russia — and the man who unwittingly found himself in the Trump
impeachment spotlight — is still waiting his turn.
“There is merit to having Zelensky sit and wait his turn for a call,” said one former
U.S. official who remains close to the Biden administration.
“He is not struggling with all his might to fight corruption. In fact, pro-Russian
oligarchs in Ukraine have gained immense power since Zelensky took over. So there
needs to be tough love with Zelensky when that one-on-one conversation does
happen.”
A senior administration official emphasized that America’s commitment to
“Ukraine’s sovereignty, territorial integrity and Euro-Atlantic aspirations is rock
solid,” and discouraged the public from reading too much into the fact that Biden
hasn’t called Zelensky yet.
“I know he looks forward to speaking to President Zelensky to discuss the ambitious
agenda at the heart of our revitalized partnership,” the official said. She added that
both Defense Secretary Lloyd Austin and Secretary of State Antony Blinken have
spoken to their Ukrainian counterparts.
Zelensky tried to lay low during Trump’s first impeachment, working hard to stay out
of the domestic political turmoil. But he did tell reporters at one point during the saga
that it was not wise to block aid to a strategic partner at war with a major western
adversary.

The Biden administration last month released half of the $250 million in security
assistance appropriated by Congress — the other half is contingent upon Ukraine’s
progress on anti-corruption reforms that are negotiated in advance with Kyiv.
“We have a lot of catching up to do to show our commitment to an anti-corruption
agenda and to the rule of law,” said one former top Zelensky aide who still advises
the government.
Zelensky is also not oblivious to the political forces at work, having witnessed how
Biden’s overt calls for reform in Ukraine were weaponized in the last two years of the
Trump administration. In a now-infamous phone call in July 2019, Trump tried to
bribe Zelensky into investigating Biden’s dealings in Ukraine in order to derail
Biden’s election campaign. Trump was impeached over the episode. But his allies
have continued trying to use Biden and his son’s work in Ukraine as a political
cudgel.
“You would think the Ukrainians would have learned that pursuing a phone call with
the president of the United States has in the past turned out not to have been a good
idea,” joked former U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine William Taylor. “Bad things came
out of that last phone call.”
The former Zelensky aide said that there is broad recognition in Kyiv that Washington
is taking a “tough approach to reforms” in Ukraine.
It’s not an unusual strategy for Biden, who pushed hard for anti-corruption reforms
in Ukraine while he was vice president. In late 2015, he began agitating for Ukraine
to remove its top prosecutor, Viktor Shokin, and threatened to withhold up to $1
billion in U.S. aid until Shokin was fired. It was that threat that was used by
Trump-allies as evidence that he was trying to assist his son’s business dealings — a
charge that made little sense, since at the time Shokin was not investigating the gas
company Burisma, on whose board Hunter Biden sat.
Though President Biden has yet to call Zelensky or engage directly with the
Ukrainians in any formal way, he has signaled to Kyiv that its reform initiatives must
continue. In one significant step this month, the State Department sanctioned the
powerful Ukrainian oligarch Ihor Kolomoisky, in what both Ukrainians and
American foreign policy experts perceived as a not-so-subtle hint that Zelensky
should do more to rein in the oligarchs himself.
“I do think it is important for Zelensky to be able to represent to the [Ukrainian
parliament] that U.S. support has not all of a sudden become no-strings-attached,”
said Sen. Chris Murphy (D-Conn.), a member of the Senate Ukraine Caucus.
“They are very different strings than those that existed during the Trump
administration, but we still expect there to be reforms in order to have us be a friend,
partner, and advocate.”
Oleksandr Danylyuk, who served as Zelensky’s national security adviser until late
2019, said that Ukrainains heard the message of the Kolomoisky sanctions loud and
clear. “This is the signal from the U.S. to act,” he said.

“Zelensky has all the tools necessary to tackle the oligarchs if he actually wants to.”
Case in point: Ukraine’s recent decision to sanction the powerful Ukrainian
businessman Viktor Medvedchuk, a close friend of Russian President Vladimir Putin
who also serves as a senior official for the pro-Russian Ukrainian political party For
Life.
V. S. and European officials have broadly viewed the Medvedchuk sanctions as a step
in the right direction. But the U.S. wants to see a broader de-oligarchization
campaign, and it’s still unclear whether the sanctions were the first step toward such
a campaign or whether they were simply the result of a domestic power struggle.
W.
“If I were sitting in the White House, I would see that in Ukraine there has clearly
been some backtracking on anti-corruption efforts” that were spearheaded during the
Obama administration, Danylyuk said.
One area of concern for the Biden administration has been the Ukrainian
parliament’s efforts to exert greater control over the country’s National
Anti-Corruption Bureau — a bill passed by the lawmakers last month would empower
them to fire NABU’s director Artem Sytnyk.
Another bad sign from the administration’s perspective has been Kyiv’s recent row
with the International Monetary Fund, which suspended a $700 billion payment to
Ukraine earlier this year until the government makes more progress in reforming its
justice system, removes natural gas subsidies for Ukrainian households and
re-establishes the independence of its central bank.
“After a very fast start, I think Zelensky’s reform agenda has predictably stalled,”
Murphy said. “In particular, NABU has to be empowered and Sytnyk has to be able to
operate independently — people need to fear him and his operation. So I think it is
important for us, early on, to make it clear that if reforms proceed in 2021 at the same
pace that they did in 2020, it’s going to be hard to make the case to Congress to
continue support for Ukraine.”
Taylor, who served as the U.S. charge d'affaires to Ukraine after the former
ambassador, Marie Yovanovitch, was forced out of her position by the Trump
administration, said he believes that “Ukrainians ought to be reassured by this new
administration,” not only because it sanctioned Kolomoisky — “one of the most
destructive oligarchs in Ukraine” — but also because of the statement Biden
released last month committing to never recognize Russia’s purported annexation of
Crimea.
“You don't get presidential statements like that every day,” Taylor said.
But Crimea is just one of several thorny issues. Some Ukrainian government officials
are nervous about this administration’s approach to Nord Stream 2, a major
Germany-Russia gas pipeline under construction that could deprive Kyiv of up to $1
billion annually and give Russia more control over the region.

Lawmakers had expected that a report from the State Department last month would
identify more targets for Nord Stream 2 sanctions, as required by law. But the report
only identified two Russian vessels involved in the project that had already been
sanctioned by the Trump administration.
The former Zelensky aide said a chief concern internally was that the Biden
administration would prioritize its relationship with Germany — which wants the
Nord Stream 2 construction to continue — at the expense of Ukraine’s security.
The senior administration official pushed back on that, saying that “we are
continuing to look at entities that may be involved in sanctionable activities and will
take necessary follow-on steps from there.” The official added that Biden sees the
pipeline “as a clear example of Russia’s aggressive action in the region, which
provides the means to use a critical natural resource for political pressure and
malign influence against Europe.”
Taylor, the former ambassador, acknowledged that there is a policy tension within the
new administration between wanting to repair the U.S. relationship with Germany,
which was battered by Trump, and protecting European energy security and
Ukrainian sovereignty. But he noted that allies disagree all the time while remaining
friends and partners and argued that countering Russian President Vladimir Putin
depends largely on strengthening Ukraine.
“There needs to be a return to a recognition that if Ukraine succeeds, then Mr. Putin
fails,” he said. “If Ukraine succeeds in becoming a normal European country — a
values-oriented, market-based, part of Europe — then Putinism fails. I think President
Biden understands that.”

Biden Makes Numerous False Claims During Speech While Failing To Give
Trump Admin Credit For Vaccine Work
Ryan Saavedra

MANDEL NGAN/AFP via Getty Images
President Joe Biden made numerous false and misleading claims on Thursday night
during his first prime time address in which he repeatedly failed to give credit to the
Trump administration for all the work that it did to get vaccines developed in historic
time.
“A year ago, we were hit with a virus that was met with silence and spread
unchecked,” Biden falsely claimed.
On December 31, China reported the coronavirus to the World Health Organization,
which came after people had been getting sick with the virus for weeks.
Just a few days later, the Trump administration began to repeatedly reach out to the
communist Chinese government in an attempt to get into the nation and help respond
to the outbreak. China refused to allow U.S. and international scientists into their
country.
Additional early actions taken by the Trump administration include:
January 6: The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) issued a Level 1
travel notice for Wuhan, China due to the spreading coronavirus.
January 7: The CDC established a coronavirus incident management system to better
share and respond to information about the virus.
January 11: The CDC updated a Level 1 travel health notice for Wuhan, China.
January 17: The CDC began implementing public health entry screening at the 3 U.S.
airports that received the most travelers from Wuhan – San Francisco, New York JFK,
and Los Angeles.
January 20: Dr. Fauci announced that the National Institutes of Health was already
working on the development of a vaccine for the coronavirus.
January 21: The CDC activated its emergency operations center to provide ongoing
support to the coronavirus response.
All of those actions were taken before China even launched their quarantine of
Wuhan, a city of 11 million people, on January 23. To say that the pandemic was met
with “silence,” as Biden said, is false.
Biden continued:
That’s why I’m using every power I have as President of the United States to put us
on a war footing to get the job done. It sounds like hyperbole, but I mean it: a war
footing. And thank God we’re making some real progress now.
On my first full day in office, I outlined for you a comprehensive strategy to beat this
pandemic. And we have spent every day since attempting to carry it out. Two months
ago, the country — this country didn’t have nearly enough vaccine supply to
vaccinate all or near all of the American public. But soon we will.
Former HHS Assistant Secretary for Health Admiral Brett Giroir, the federal official
overseeing coronavirus testing efforts, has repeatedly hit the Biden administration for
its false claim that the Trump administration left them “starting from scratch,” with
“no plan” to carry out vaccinations, and failed to secure enough vaccine supply.

Even left-wing publications and fact-checkers have debunked these claims.
“I am so tired of the continuing lies that @potus inherited a #COVID19Vaccine mess,
when in fact 99% of current vaccine manufacturing and distribution is EXACTLY as
planned and explicitly described by Trump Administration’s Operation Warp Speed,”
Giroir wrote.
Biden continued:
We’ve been working with the vaccine manufacturers — Pfizer, Moderna, Johnson &
Johnson — to manufacture and purchase hundreds of millions of doses of these three
safe, effective vaccines. And now, at the direction and with the assistance of my
administration, Johnson & Johnson is working together with a competitor, Merck, to
speed up and increase the capacity to manufacture new Johnson & Johnson vaccine,
which is one shot.
In fact, just yesterday, I announced — and I met with the CEOs of both companies —
I announced our plan to buy an additional 100 million doses of Johnson & Johnson
vaccines. These two companies — competitors — have come together for the good of
the nation, and they should be applauded for it.
However, “the breakthrough touted by Biden was first conceived by Trump officials
last year, culminating in a Jan. 4 conference call arranged between Merck and
Johnson & Johnson’s senior leaders,” The Washington Post noted yesterday.
The Washington Post added:
Moncef Slaoui — a registered Democrat and pharmaceutical industry veteran who
helped lead Trump’s Operation Warp Speed initiative to speed vaccine development
— expressed bewilderment about the blame directed by Biden and his top advisers at
the early immunization effort, which equipped the United States with multiple
vaccines as well as contracts allowing the government to snap up more supply than
any other country.
“Honestly I find that unwarranted, unwise and un-understandable,” said Slaoui, who
resigned at the Biden administration’s request.
“I’m amazed that people felt the need to belittle the work that was done.”
All of this comes against the backdrop of Biden claiming that he wants the country to
unify and heal while also saying that the bitter political fighting needs to come to an
end.
“Despite calls for national unity and bipartisanship, President Joe Biden and his top
aides have declined to give the Trump administration credit on the nation’s
COVID-19 vaccine rollout while relying heavily on a system established by their
predecessors,” ABC News reported this week.
“Biden insists he inherited ‘a mess,’ but the Trump vaccine rollout is a playbook he’s
mostly stuck with.”
Biden continued:

It’s truly a national effort, just like we saw during World War II. Now because of all
the work we’ve done, we’ll have enough vaccine supply for all adults in America by
the end of May. That’s months ahead of schedule. And we’re mobilizing thousands of
vaccinators to put the vaccine in one’s arm. Calling on active duty military, FEMA,
retired doctors and nurses, administrators, and those to administer the shots. …
First, tonight, I’m announcing that I will direct all states, tribes, and territories to
make all adults — people 18 and over — eligible to be vaccinated no later than May 1.
Let me say that again: All adult Americans will be eligible to get a vaccine no later
than May 1. That’s much earlier than expected. Let me be clear: That doesn’t mean
everyone’s going to have that shot immediately, but it means you’ll be able to get in
line beginning May 1. Every adult will be eligible to get their shot.
To do this, we’re going to go from a million shots a day that I promised in December,
before I was sworn in, to maintaining — beating our current pace of two million shots
a day, outpacing the rest of the world.
Again, these remarks continue numerous false claims. Trump contracted 800 million
vaccine doses, enough for 400 million people, which is more than the U.S. population,
before he left office.
As far as the vaccination timeline is concerned, Lt. Gen. Paul Ostrowski (Ret.),
Operation Warp Speed Supply, Production & Distribution Director, stated in
November that “100% of Americans that want the vaccine will have had the vaccine”
by June. That is very similar to the goal that Biden announced last night.
Biden continued:
When I came into office, you may recall, I set a goal that many of you said was, kind
of, way over the top. I said I intended to get 100 million shots in people’s arms in my
first 100 days in office. Tonight, I can say we are not only going to meet that goal,
we’re going to beat that goal.
This is false. On Trump’s final day in office, 1.6 million vaccines were given to
Americans and the pace of vaccinating a million Americans a day had effectively been
met just two days after Biden took office, according to Bloomberg News, whose data
showed that the rates of vaccination had been increasing in the weeks before Biden
took over and continued to increase at approximately the same pace throughout
Biden’s first week in office.

Bill Maher: ‘Never Ending Woke Competition’ Is Destroying America, We’ve
Already ‘Lost’ To China
Daily Wire News

BILL MAHER, JIMMY KIMMEL
Left-wing HBO host Bill Maher slammed the “never ending woke competition” that is
engulfing America, warning that it has turned Americans into a “silly people” and
that China is “eating our lunch” as a result.
“And finally, new rule, you’re not gonna win the battle for the 21st century if you are
a silly people and Americans are a silly people,” Maher said on his show “Real
Time” on Friday.
“That’s the classic phrase from Lawrence of Arabia when Lawrence tells his Bedouin
allies that as long as they stay a bunch of squabbling tribes, they will remain a silly
people. Well, we’re the silly people now. You know who doesn’t care that there’s a
stereotype of a Chinese man in a Dr. Seuss book? China. All 1.4 billion of them could
give a Crouching Tiger flying f**k … because they’re not a silly people.”
“In two generations, China has built 500 entire cities from scratch, moved the
majority of their huge population from poverty to the middle class and mostly
cornered the market in 5G and pharmaceuticals. Oh, and they bought Africa,” Maher
continued.
“Their New Silk Road initiative is the biggest infrastructure project in history,
indebted not just that continent, but large parts of Asia, Europe and the Middle East
to the people who built their roads, bridges and ports.”
Maher said that while China is dominating in seemingly every arena that they enter,
America is struggling because “half the country’s having a never ending woke
competition deciding whether Mr. Potato Head has a d*ck” while others believe in
conspiracy theories.
“We’re not losing to China. We lost,” Maher said. “The returns just haven’t all come
in yet. They made robots that check a kid’s temperature and got their a**es back in
school. Most of our kids are still pretending to take zoom classes while they watch Tik
Tok and [their] brain cells slowly commit ritual suicide.”

“There is a progressive trend now to sacrifice merit for equity, colleges are chucking
the SAT and ACT test and in New York Mayor de Blasio announced merit would no
longer decide who gets into the schools for advanced learners, but rather a lottery
system,” he concluded.
“You think China’s doing that? Letting political correctness get in the way of
nurturing their best and brightest? You think Chinese colleges are offering courses in
the philosophy of Star Trek, the sociology of Seinfeld, and Surviving the Coming
Zombie Apocalypse? Those are real, and so is China and they are eating our lunch.
And believe me in an hour, though, they’ll be hungry again.”
TRANSCRIPT:
BILL MAHER, HBO HOST: And finally, new rule, you’re not gonna
win the battle for the 21st century if you are a silly people and
Americans are a silly people. That’s the classic phrase from Lawrence
of Arabia when Lawrence tells his Bedouin allies that as long as they
stay a bunch of squabbling tribes, they will remain a silly people.
Well, we’re the silly people now. You know who doesn’t care that
there’s a stereotype of a Chinese man in a Dr. Seuss book? China. All
1.4 billion of them could give a Crouching Tiger flying f**k … because
they’re not a silly people. If anything, they are as serious as a prison
fight.
Look, we all know China does bad stuff. They break promises about
Hong Kong autonomy, they put Uyghurs in camps and punish dissent
and we don’t want to be that, but there’s got to be something between
authoritarian government that tells everyone what to do, and a
representative government that can’t do anything at all.
In two generations, China has built 500 entire cities from scratch,
moved the majority of their huge population from poverty to the middle
class and mostly cornered the market in 5G and pharmaceuticals. Oh,
and they bought Africa.
Their New Silk Road initiative is the biggest infrastructure project in
history, indebted not just that continent, but large parts of Asia,
Europe and the Middle East to the people who built their roads,
bridges and ports. If you want to go anywhere in the world these days,
you better have a yen for travel. Yeah.
In China alone, they have 40,000 kilometers of high speed rail.
America has none.
Our fastest train is the train that goes around the zoo. California
wanted to build high speed rail connecting the entire state but alas,
could not, we’re 6 billion in the hole just trying to finish the track
connecting the vital hubs of Bakersfield and Merced. One small step
for nobody one giant leap if you’re a raisin. On a national level, we’ve
been having infrastructure week every week since 2009. But we never
do anything.

Half the country’s having a never ending woke competition deciding
whether Mr. Potato Head has a d*ck and the other half believes we
have to stop the lizard people because they’re eating babies. We are a
silly people.
Even when we all agree on something, like getting rid of the penny, no
the inertia, the a** covering, the graph, the lawyers, the cowardice,
nothing ever moves in this impacted colon of a country. We see a
problem and we ignore it, lie about it, fight about it, endlessly litigate
it, sunset clause it, it kick it down the road and then write a bill where
a half a**ed solution doesn’t kick in for 10 years.
China sees a problem and they fix it. They build a dam. We debate
what to rename it. That’s why their airports look like this. And ours
look like this. In San Francisco, it took 10 years just to get to bus lines
through environmental review. The big dig a tunnel in Boston took 16
years and don’t get me started on my solar [inaudible].
China once put up a 57-story skyscraper in 19 days. They demolished
and rebuilt the Sanyuan Bridge in Beijing in 43 hours. We binge watch,
they binge build. When COVID hit Wuhan, the city built a quarantine
center with 4000 rooms in 10 days, and they barely had to use it
because they quickly arrested the spread of the disease. They were
back to throwing raves in swimming pools. While we were stuck at
home surfing the dark web for black market Charmin.
We’re not losing to China. We lost. The returns just haven’t all come
in yet. They made robots that check a kid’s temperature and got their
a**es back in school. Most of our kids are still pretending to take zoom
classes while they watch Tik Tok and they’re brain cells slowly commit
ritual suicide.
As George Bush once said, ‘is our children learning.’ There is a
progressive trend now to sacrifice merit for equity, colleges are
chucking the SAT and ACT test and in New York Mayor de Blasio
announced merit would no longer decide who gets into the schools for
advanced learners, but rather a lottery system.
You think China’s doing that? Letting political correctness get in the
way of nurturing their best and brightest? You think Chinese colleges
are offering courses in the philosophy of Star Trek, the sociology of
Seinfeld, and Surviving the Coming Zombie Apocalypse? Those are
real, and so is China and they are eating our lunch. And believe me in
an hour, though, they’ll be hungry again.

U.S. Army Considers Reversing ‘Gender-Neutral Physical Test’ After Majority Of
Women Fail To Keep Up With Men.
Ryan Saavedra
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The United States Army is reportedly considering doing away with its new
“gender-neutral physical test” after test results showed that the majority of women
failed while approximately 90 percent of men passed. Officials are reportedly
considering having different evaluation categories for men and women due to the
physiological differences between the two.
“Research showed that the Army Combat Fitness Test [ACFT], which is the same for
male and female soldiers, was leading to lower results for women with a knock-on
effect for promotions,” The Telegraph reported.
“An early Pentagon study showed that women were failing the ACFT at a rate of 65
per cent, while only 10 percent of men did.”
A report from last fall found that 54 percent of women failed the test while only 7
percent of men failed it.
The report said that Congress, which is controlled by the Democrats, stopped the new
program from being implemented and the Army is reviewing whether it is fair.
Congress does not want the test as it is current constructed to factor into
opportunities for advancement, the report said.
“In the ACFT there are six events – the maximum deadlift, a standing power throw,
hand-release push-ups, a sprint, drag and carry, leg tuck, and a two-mile run,” the
report added.
“To pass the test those taking it must score at least 360 points out of a possible 600,
and those who achieve higher scores are more likely to be promoted. However,
average scores for women so far are said to have been 100 points lower.”

The report said that officials were expected to change the way that at least one of the
exercises could be completed, which they said improved women’s test scores.
Congress has now declared that the test in its current form should not be a factor in
deciding whether someone gets promoted. Officials were also considering whether to
use “gender-specific” percentile groupings when it came time to review potential
promotions.
“All they are going to see for evaluation is which percentile the soldier falls into,” an
Army official told Military.com last month.
“The gender identity will not be included in that information. If anything, it’s a more
gender-neutral assessment process because it doesn’t show the raw scores.”
Captain Kristen Griest, the Army’s first female infantry officer, wrote last month that
“lowering fitness standards to accommodate women will hurt the Army–and women.”
Griest said that implementing “gender-based scoring” or reducing “the minimum
standards for combat arms” would “have both immediate and insidious impacts on
combat effectiveness, as well as on women’s credibility and potential.”
“The entire purpose of creating a gender-neutral test was to acknowledge the reality
that each job has objective physical standards to which all soldiers should be held,
regardless of gender,” she wrote.
“The intent was not to ensure that women and men will have an equal likelihood of
meeting those standards. Rather, it is incumbent upon women who volunteer for the
combat arms profession to ensure they are fully capable and qualified for it. To not
require women to meet equal standards in combat arms will not only undermine their
credibility, but also place those women, their teammates, and the mission at risk.”
All of this comes as members of the U.S. Military, under the leadership of Democrat
President Joe Biden, recently used official government resources to launch
political attacks against Fox News host Tucker Carlson.
The attacks came following Carlson’s call-out of the military after Biden said during
a press conference last week that the military was making “good progress” by
“creating maternity flight suits” and “updating requirements for their hair styles.”

