The latest News Around Us in Jan #3
President Biden is blaming everyone else for surging inflation
James Carter & Jeffrey Schmidt - The Hill

Greg Nash
Americans paid more for everything this Christmas, from toys to turkeys. But this
"Bah, humbug" reality didn't start with the Christmas season. Only 1.4 percent when
Joe Biden took the presidential oath last January, year-over-year inflation has come
in at 5 percent or more for 7 consecutive months.
We know inflation is a growing problem because President Biden has repeatedly gone
out of his way to shift the blame away from his administration.
Anyone who fills up at a gas pump, for example, knows what a big bite increasing gas
prices are taking. President Biden blames higher energy prices on oil and gas
producers. As reported in November: "In a letter to FTC chairman Lina Kahn, Biden
claimed 'there is mounting evidence of anti-consumer behavior by oil and gas
companies.'"
Having pledged during the campaign to eliminate fossil fuels from our energy future,
the president's hostility to conventional energy was obvious on Inauguration Day.
That was before he axed the Keystone XL pipeline and took no fewer than 24 other
actions that raised energy prices. And yet, President Biden won't fess up about the
effect his policies have had on energy prices.
Affordable, plentiful energy - a hallmark of President Trump's tenure - is fundamental
to American prosperity. But President Biden isn't just pointing the finger at energy
producers. Meat producers have also been singled out as grinches.
At a press briefing on Dec. 13, 2021, White House Press Secretary Jen Psaki accused
"meat conglomerates" of succumbing to "corporate greed." Psaki then charged meat
companies with profiteering off COVID, saying, "You could call it jacking up prices
during a pandemic."

But the North American Meat Institute (NAMI) was having none of it. NAMI fired
back at the President's National Economic Council for attacking its members - an
attack that Psaki echoed - and pointed out that the Biden Administration conveniently
ignored "data on rising input costs, rising fuel costs, supply chain difficulties and
labor shortages that impact the price of meat on the retail shelf."
America's meat producers seem to have a legitimate beef of their own with this White
House. If "corporate greed" is driving prices higher, as Psaki claims, why was
inflation tame until March 2021?
Supply-chain troubles started with the pandemic, but the Biden administration hasn't
made things better. In fact, their incompetence has made matters worse.
Transportation Secretary Pete Buttigieg's recent two-month paternity leave amounted
to more than bad optics. Buttigieg was AWOL while West Coast ports struggled with
daunting bottlenecks. Despite a Biden Administration effort to break the logjam
shortly after Buttigieg's return, the problem remains.
The labor shortages NAMI mentioned aren't only plaguing the meat industry, of
course, but every sector of the economy. All those "help wanted" signs at retail and
fast-food outlets are merely the tip of the iceberg.
A report issued last month found that policies enacted to maintain household incomes
during the pandemic, which expanded during the Biden administration,
are incentivizing workers to stay home.
The result? Ongoing labor shortages have elevated tensions - the growing friction
between livestock producers and meat processors is one prominent example - and are
hamstringing the U.S. economy.
Never one to run out of blame, President Biden also points the finger at the economy
itself, claiming that surging inflation is the natural result of the economy rebounding
from the pandemic.
As the President said last July, "The reality is you can't flip the global economics light
back [on] and not expect this to happen."
But if inflation is the inevitable result of a rebounding world economy, why is the U.S.
inflation rate among the highest of the G-20 nations? In fact, at 6.8 percent last
month-the highest since June 1982 - the U.S. inflation rate is higher than inflation
rates in 130 other countries.
Is U.S. inflation higher because the U.S. economy is growing rapidly? Actually,
third-quarter GDP - the latest quarter for which there is an official estimate - was
only 1.4 percent larger in real terms than the last pre-pandemic quarter (Q4 2019).
Then there's President Biden's multi-trillion-dollar binge spending, which has only
begun if the president, Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.), and Senate Majority Leader
Charles Schumer (D-N.Y.) get their ways.

As Jennifer Stefano wrote for The Hill on November 23: "None of their [Democrats]
tax-and-spend proposals will solve the root causes of price increases and shortages they will only make them go from bad to worse.
If Congress wants to continue devaluing the dollar and making Americans poorer,
lawmakers should simply stay the course and do what the White House and
Sen. Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.) are calling for - spend trillions of dollars in an already
overheated economy."
The bottom line is this: Don't expect President Biden, his administration, or liberals
in Congress to take any blame for the nation's mounting economic woes. Then again,
perhaps Psaki is right, and "people's psychology" is to blame. (No, not really.)
(James Carter is director of the America First Policy Institute's Center for American
Prosperity. Previously, he served as deputy undersecretary of Labor under President
George W. Bush and as chief minority economist on the staff of the U.S. Senate
Budget Committee. Jeffrey Schmidt is a principal at Engage Direct, a
community-engaged marketing firm.)

To Win on Inflation, Biden May First Need to Fix Supply Chain Crisis and Worker
Shortage
Alex J. Rouhandeh - Newsweek
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The Federal Reserve appears on track to carry out a number of measures aimed to
crack down on America's rising inflation rate that has spiked by 7 percent over the
last 12 months, according to figures released on Wednesday by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics.
During a January 11 hearing by the Senate Banking Committee focused on his
expected renomination for a second term as chair, Fed Chair Jerome Powell said that
he intends to curb the rising rate by increasing the federal funds rate, which

influences overall lending in the U.S. Powell also said during the hearing that two
other key economic issues could also play a major role in shifting the nation's
trajectory on inflation.
"We're going to learn a lot about the path of inflation, particularly as it relates to
these supply-side blockages, we've had over the course of the first six months of the
year," Powell told lawmakers.
He also touched on the state of the employment market during the hearing, saying,
"It's a market right now, where labor is very short. As a result, workers have a lot of
leverage, and that may persist."
Over the past year, opponents of the Biden administration have used both the supply
chain bottleneck and the issue of employers being unable to fill positions as reasons
to critique the administration's handling of the economy.
While inflation has been the primary point of contention as of late, Republicans have
also attacked Biden on different issues.
Last month, Colorado Republican Representative Ken Buck called Biden, "the grinch
who stole Christmas from American families" while retweeting a Wall Street
Journal story about inflation hitting a 39-year high.
In October, the Republicans on the House Committee on Small Business blamed the
labor crisis on Biden, tweeting "Biden has paid people to stay home for months,
creating a labor crisis."
Inflation has also been spurred on by issues with the supply chain and worker
shortages. Ports in Los Angeles are still jammed with the Pacific Maritime
Association saying approximately 1 in 10 dockworkers are sidelined with COVID,
and businesses unable to hire have been pushed to raise wages, as reflected in the
December jobs report.
Itay Goldstein, a professor of economics at the Wharton School of the University of
Pennsylvania, told Newsweek that he believed these two phenomena are also likely
playing a factor in the country's continued inflation. How they develop over the next
several months, he said, could have a significant bearing on where the country finds
itself on the issue.
"At the end of the day, when you have a shortage of supply, prices also go up because
a lot of people want to buy the same thing, but if it's not available, then prices start to
go up," Goldstein told Newsweek.
"This is why supply chain blockages really played into this inflationary process."
With many American products relying on the global economy and labor abroad, the
differing international responses to COVID-19 play a role in how products are
prepared and shipped, Goldstein said. Goldstein said what Powell means here is that
as the issues clear up, the country will be able to better identify how firm the current
rates of inflation really are.

On the worker shortage issue, similarly, Goldstein said pandemic-related forces on
the market are driving forces on the market. The United States Census Bureau said
that members of the baby boomer generation are largely aging out of the workforce,
which resulted in a steady reduction in the labor force participation rate even prior to
the pandemic. As more people retied due to the pandemic, the number of vacant jobs
went up.
Because workers are able to demand more, Goldstein said employers have seen a
tightening of their profit margins. On top of this, he said firms that are truly unable to
fill positions face a subsequent shortage in the number of services they're able to
provide, once again circling back to the same supply and demand phenomenon seen
in the supply chain.
"I would say that certainly, the shortages in workers contribute to inflation,"
Goldstein told Newsweek.
"This is this is kind of this feedback loop that makes inflation persist, potentially."

Biden's approval rating drops to new low of 33% on concerns about his handling of
COVID, economy: poll
Joey Garrison - USA TODAY
WASHINGTON — President Joe Biden's approval rating dropped to 33% in a new
Quinnipiac University poll, the lowest mark of any major public survey during his
presidency, as he takes a beating over his handling of the economy and coronavirus.
The poll, conducted Jan. 7 though Jan. 10 and released Wednesday, found 33% of
all 1,313 adults surveyed approve of Biden's job performance, while 53% disapprove.
Ten percent did not offer an opinion.
The poll has a margin of error of 2.7 percentage points. When isolating
just registered voters, Biden's approval rating improves slightly to 35%.
Biden's dismal numbers come as inflation has soared to a 39-year high and
COVID-19 cases, which were on the decline last summer, have spiked to an all-time
high amid the rise of the highly contagious omicron variant. Biden, who is nearing his
first full year in office, campaigned on getting the pandemic under control and
reviving the economy.
The poll found wavering support among Biden's own party, with 75% of Democrats
approving of Biden's job performance and 14% of Democrats disapproving.
More than half of political independents, 57%, said they disapprove of Biden's job
performance, while just 25% in that crucial voting bloc said they approve.
Biden is getting virtually no crossover support from Republicans, with 95% saying
they disapprove of his job and 2% approving.

"COVID," Tim Malloy, polling analyst for Quinnipiac, said of the main factor behind
Biden's polling slide. "It's a looming cloud over the country right now and over the
presidency."
For most of his presidency, Biden's handling of the COVID-19 pandemic had been
his top polling strength. But the new poll found his support in this area
has cratered, with 39% of Americans saying they approve of Biden's response to the
coronavirus, compared to 55% who disapprove.
The majority of Americans also gave Biden a thumbs down on the economy.
Thirty-four percent of poll respondents said they approve of Biden's handling of the
economy, compared to 57% who disapprove, and 35% said they approve of his
handling of foreign policy, while 54% disapprove.
In November, the Quinnipiac poll found Biden's approval rating at 36% among all
American adults and 38% among registered voters. Other recent polls this year have
found Biden's approval rating between 40% and 45%.
The Real Clear Politics average of polls shows 42% of Americans approve of Biden's
job performance and 53% disapprove.
After riding high during his first six months in office, Biden's job approval dipped
below 50% in several polls for the first time in August, coinciding with his
administration's chaotic withdrawal in Afghanistan and the rise of the delta
COVID-19 variant. It picked up slightly in December, but has dropped again in
polling taken so far in 2022.
"The president is at a steady, slow, undramatic slide, and it continued in this poll,"
Malloy said.
He called 33% "not a devastatingly low number," noting that other presidents,
including President Donald Trump, polled at similar clips.
"But this is not a great one-year anniversary for him. That's for sure."
Other findings in the poll include:
► In the generic congressional ballot, 43% of American adults said they want to see
Republicans in control of Congress compared to 42% who said they prefer Democrats
►58% of Americans said democracy is in danger of collapse, compared to 37% who
said it is not
►53% of American adults said it is either likely or somewhat likely there is another
attack in the U.S. similar to what happened at th Capitol Jan. 6, 2021
► 61% of Americans said they support the House committee investigating the Jan. 6
attack, while 33% oppose it
►57% of Americans said they believe there was not widespread fraud in the 2020
election, compared to 34% who believe there was
► 59% of those polled said they would not like to see Trump run for president in
2024

A new national holiday, redistricting reform and more: What's in Dems' latest
voting bills
Jane C. Timm - NBC News
Democrats are making a renewed push to get federal voting legislation through the
closely divided Senate, a move President Joe Biden continues to advocate.
Two voting bills are being weighed in the Senate.
The first is a wide-ranging measure called the Freedom to Vote Act, a compromise
bill crafted by Senate Democrats after Sen. Joe Manchin, D-W.Va., said he wouldn't
support a more expansive House bill, the For the People Act.
That bill, which was first introduced in 2019 — before the latest surge of restrictive
bills passed by Republican legislatures — included a lengthy list of Democratic
priorities.
The second bill, the John Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act, is an update to the
Voting Rights Act of 1965. Sen. Lisa Murkowski, R-Alaska, signed on as a co-sponsor.
A version of the legislation has already passed the House.
White House puts pressure on Senators Manchin, Sinema after Biden’s voting rights
speech. Democrats say passing a voting bill is imperative. Fueled by former President
Donald Trump's stolen election lie, 19 states passed restrictive voting laws last year,
and some legislatures are expected to consider more this year.
Both bills have the support of all 50 Democrats and independents in the Senate, and
Majority Leader Chuck Schumer, D-N.Y., has promised to bring both up for votes
before the Martin Luther King Jr. holiday on Monday.
But without the support of 10 Republicans, whose votes would be needed for the
legislation to clear the 60-vote threshold, the legislation is likely to fail.
Democrats say they will then pivot to try to change the Senate rules to kill the 60-vote
requirement, a move Biden endorsed Tuesday. But the move is unlikely to get the
support of all 50 Democratic-voting senators it needs to pass.
Here's what's in the proposals:
National standards for voting access
The Freedom to Vote Act would create a set of standards for federal elections to
ensure that voters have similar access to the ballot box across the country.
Advocates say the provisions would neutralize the restrictions to the ballot box that
many states have advanced in the last year and are considering advancing this year,
while also establishing standards that would make U.S. elections look more similar
from state to state.
States would be required to offer a minimum number of days of early voting and the
ability to vote by mail for any reason. Some of the recently enacted restrictions have
limited early voting hours and days.

After mail-in voting was heavily relied upon during the coronavirus pandemic,
Republican-controlled states — some of which already limited mail-in voting to
people with excuses like medical conditions or travel — imposed new requirements
and regulations.
If states choose to require voter ID, the bill would create a national standard of
acceptable forms; the standard would allow a wider range of identifying documents
— and electronic copies — than some states with strict voter ID laws now permit.
The bill would also make Election Day a national holiday, which advocates say would
make it easier for people to vote. Others have warned that it would again
disproportionately make it harder for shift workers and those with child care
concerns to cast ballots.
To crack down on long lines, which have historically disproportionately affected
communities of color, the bill would require states to keep voting lines to 30 minutes
or less.
The Justice Department used to review polling site closures that can lead to long lines
under the Voting Rights Act before the Supreme Court gutted it in 2013; since
then, hundreds of polling sites have closed down in Southern states.
The bill would also create or increase penalties for intimidating and deceiving voters
to counteract misinformation and disinformation about elections, which have run
rampant since 2020.
The Freedom to Vote Act would restore federal voting rights to people with felony
convictions after they have been released from prison. State-level limits on voting by
ex-felons prevented more than 2 million people from voting in 2020, according to the
Sentencing Project, an advocacy organization.
In Florida, voters sought to re-enfranchise people with felony convictions, only for the
Republican Legislature to reimpose restrictions.
Voter registration would also become easier in many states, which would be required
to offer online registration and automatic registration at state motor vehicle agencies.
States would also have to allow Election Day voter registration at polling places,
which Republicans say they fear would create opportunities for voter fraud and
confusion at the polls.
Redistricting reform
The Freedom to Vote Act would also outlaw partisan gerrymandering in
congressional maps and require neutral redistricting standards for all states and
mandate transparency in the process.
That would be likely to fuel legal challenges in states that have already enacted new
legislative maps for this year's elections and force states that haven't yet drawn their
maps to adopt the new standards.
Protecting election workers and records, and giving legal recourse

The Freedom to Vote Act would make it a federal crime to intentionally harass,
intimidate, threaten or coerce election officials, poll workers and election volunteers
for doing their jobs.
In a survey of election workers last year, about 1 in 3 reported feeling unsafe because
of their jobs; 1 in 6 said they have been threatened, as well.
Conservative critics have argued that the legislation could intimidate partisan poll
watchers, who monitor election officials' work.
The bill would also reaffirm voters' ability to sue in federal court if they believe their
votes or the right of those votes to be fairly counted have been infringed upon, which
advocates say they believe would give voters recourse against election subversion.
Advocates hope the measure would instruct federal courts to continue enforcing
voting access.
Election records and paper ballots would be subject to new requirements and
regulations to keep election materials from being used in partisan ballot reviews like
the one in Maricopa County, Arizona, after the 2020 election. Those machines were
later decertified by Arizona Secretary of State Katie Hobbs because of the work of
inexperienced third-party contractors. Official audits, however, would be required
after elections to boost public trust and transparency.
Campaign finance reform
While the Freedom to Vote Act is often discussed as a reform of voting and election
administration, as well as a response to Republican-advanced restrictions, it would
also address a longtime Democratic priority, campaign finance laws.
To curb the effect of anonymous money in elections, the bill would require the
disclosure of major donors by entities that spend more than $10,000 in an election
reporting cycle while also subjecting super PACs to new rules to keep their
operations separate from campaigns.
Campaign finance limits have been a wish-list policy item for Democrats since the
Supreme Court's Citizens United ruling in 2010 lifted limits on campaign contribution
by corporations. Republicans oppose limits as an infringement of free speech, but they
have been open to increased disclosure rules.
The bill would also create a small-dollar donor matching program for House
candidates who opt in, seemingly an effort to empower smaller donors.
The Federal Election Commission, which has been stymied by partisan gridlock,
would be reworked to be less dependent on a majority of the commission to approve
new investigations and to instead allow the commission's general counsel to
investigate and issue subpoenas.
Update the Voting Rights Act
A separate and much narrower bill would update the Voting Rights Act of 1965. A
House version of the legislation, named for John Lewis, the civil rights leader who

served in Congress for more than 30 years and died in 2020, passed the House in
August. Murkowski and other senators updated the bill in the Senate in November.
The Voting Rights Act of 1965 was landmark legislation that barred discriminatory
election laws and gave the Justice Department the authority to challenge new state
laws in jurisdictions with histories of discrimination before they were implemented,
through a process known as preclearance.
In 2013, the Supreme Court said in Shelby County v. Holder that the formula used to
decide which states were subject to preclearance was unconstitutional; the bill would
update the formula, subjecting states with at least 15 voting rights violations over 25
years — or 10 if one of them was committed by the state itself — to the process.
A state could remove itself from the preclearance process if it avoided violations for a
decade. At the time of the Shelby decision, all or part of 15 states were subject to
preclearance.
Wendy Weiser, an expert at the Brennan Center for Justice at the New York
University School of Law, testified before the Senate Judiciary Committee in
October that seven states — Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Texas and Virginia — and Cook County, Illinois, would qualify for
preclearance, with a long list of voting rights violations among them. Alabama and
Florida are "on the cusp" of qualifying, she added.
The bill would also make it easier for advocates to successfully sue under Section 2 of
the Voting Rights Act, bolstering the law's protections for groups of voters who are
disproportionately harmed by voting rules; the Supreme Court limited the use of
Section 2 in a ruling last year.
The bill would also adds a Native American Voting Rights Act, which includes a
number of provisions to make it easier for voters on tribal lands. The bill would
require states to offer polling sites and voter registration on tribal lands.

'No power whatsoever': Romney warns Dems of 2022 consequences if they change
filibuster
Savannah Behrmann - USA TODAY
WASHINGTON – Sen. Mitt Romney, R-Utah, warned Democrats of potential
consequences if they change the Senate filibuster and the GOP retakes control of both
chambers of Congress in the 2022 midterms.
The Utah senator was responding to Biden's speech from Georgia on Tuesday
when the president argued the future of democracy is at stake and urged Congress to
pass two voting rights bills that have stalled in the Senate.
Biden also threw his support behind an effort to exempt the measures from a GOP
filibuster so they could be put to a vote.

Senate Democrats have been unable to pass several pieces of legislation focused on
voting rights due to the legislative hurdle known as the filibuster, where 60 votes are
needed to pass bills. With the upper chamber split evenly 50-50 between the political
parties, much of the Democrats' agenda, including voting rights, has stalled.
Senate Majority Leader Chuck Schumer, D-N.Y., has said that if Congress doesn't
pass voting rights legislation this week, he will put a vote on the floor to change
Senate rules by Martin Luther King Jr. Day next week.
Romney said Tuesday that there is a "reasonable chance Republicans will win both
houses in Congress, and that Donald Trump himself could once again be elected
president in 2024."
"Have Democrats thought what it would mean for them — for the Democrat minority
— to have no power whatsoever?" he continued.
Romney said, "The United States Senate is one of our vital democratic institutions,
and the power given to the minority in the Senate and the resulting requirement for
political consensus are among the Senate’s defining features."
"Note that in the federal government, empowerment of the minority is established
through only one institution: the Senate," he continued.
"The majority decides in the House; the majority decides in the Supreme Court; and
the president, of course, is a majority of one. Only in the Senate does the minority
restrain the power of the majority."
He called allowing the minority to have power "critical" because then bill
passing through the Senate will be aimed to be bipartisan and not "originate from the
extreme wing of either [party]."
He criticized Biden's Tuesday speech where the president said it was Republicans'
"endgame" to "turn the will of the voters into a mere suggestion.”
"President Biden goes down the same tragic road taken by President Trump —
casting doubt on the reliability of American elections," Romney said.
"This is a sad, sad day. I expected more of President Biden, who came into office with
the stated goal of bringing the country together."
Romney has been an outspoken force on Capitol Hill against Trump's false claims
that the 2020 election was stolen.
He voted to convict Trump not once, but twice, in the Senate impeachment trials,
where both charges were related to the election.
The first happened in 2020 over Trump's efforts to pressure Ukraine into announcing
investigations of political rivals, including then candidate Joe Biden, in exchange for
releasing nearly $400 million in congressionally approved military aid.

The second was related to Trump's role in the Jan. 6 insurrection and breach of the
U.S. Capitol on the date Congress was counting the electoral votes certifying Biden's
win.
Schumer told MSNBC on Wednesday he thought Romney's response was
"unbelievably amazing that he would equate Donald Trump and Joe Biden."
"To equate that with Democratic upsetness at wanting to change the rules, so that we
can have fair and free elections, is just an absurdity, and Mitt Romney knows that.
Mitt Romney knows that. He knows that Joe Biden and Donald Trump are not the
same," Schumer continued.
Schumer highlighted Democrats' argument for wanting to change the filibuster to
pass voting rights laws: state legislatures making sweeping changes to voting laws.
In the months after the 2020 election — which saw historic voter turnout amid a
global pandemic — disputes over voting rights and election security have become a
central debate in statehouses across the country.
According to the Brennan Center for Justice, a nonpartisan policy group affiliated
with the New York University School of Law, in 2021 at least 19 states passed 34 laws
restricting access to voting.

CPI December 2021: Inflation Jumped at Fastest Pace Since 1982
Jeanna Smialek and Ana Swanson - The News York Times
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George Etheredge - The New York Times
Inflation climbed to its highest level in 40 years at the end of 2021, a troubling
development for President Biden and economic policymakers as rapid price gains

erode consumer confidence and cast a shadow of uncertainty over the economy’s
future.
The Consumer Price Index climbed 7 percent in the year through December, and 5.5
percent after stripping out volatile prices such as food and fuel. The last time the
main inflation index eclipsed 7 percent was 1982.
Policymakers have spent months waiting for inflation to fade, hoping supply chain
problems might ease and allow companies to catch up with booming consumer
demand.
Instead, continued waves of the coronavirus have locked down factories, and shipping
companies have struggled to work through extended backlogs as consumers continue
to buy foreign goods at a rapid clip.
Forecasters expect price gains to fade this year, but how quickly that will happen is
unclear, posing a big economic policy question for Mr. Biden and the Federal
Reserve.
“Obviously 7 percent is a pretty big sticker shock,” said Omair Sharif, founder of the
research firm Inflation Insights. He added that inflation could plateau around 7
percent, but will take time to ease back from that peak. It is likely to end 2022 lower,
but still above the near-2 percent level that policymakers prefer.
“It’s just a lot of wood to chop to get down to anything approaching the good old
days,” Mr. Sharif said.
The fresh data released on Wednesday showed the cost of used cars and food both
increasing quickly, and provided further evidence that price gains are broadening
beyond just a few pandemic-disrupted categories.
Rents continue to pick up at a solid pace, and restaurant meals are more expensive,
possibly a sign that recent wage increases are beginning to feed into higher prices as
employers look to cover higher labor costs.
That price increases are becoming more widespread — and creeping into areas that
are not so directly affected by the pandemic — is a worrisome development for
economic policymakers, who are now poised to respond.
Federal Reserve officials have indicated that they expect to raise interest rates several
times this year as they try to cool demand and the economy in an attempt to prevent
the pandemic-era burst in prices from becoming a permanent feature of the economic
landscape.
Jerome H. Powell, the Fed chair, emphasized on Tuesday that the central bank was
shifting into inflation-fighting mode after nearly two years of trying to prop up the
pandemic-stricken economy by keeping interest rates near zero.
Officials expect price gains to slow considerably, but are closely watching how
quickly that happens as they consider the pace of rate increases. Investors expect four

rate moves this year, and policymakers penciled in three as of their December
meeting.
“If we see inflation persisting at high levels longer than expected, if we have to raise
interest rates more over time, we will,” Mr. Powell told lawmakers during a Senate
Banking Committee hearing on Tuesday.
Fed officials target a separate inflation index, the personal consumption expenditures
measure. The C.P.I. data released Wednesday feeds into those figures and are
released earlier, which is why they draw investor and policymaker attention.
Controlling inflation is primarily the Fed’s job, but rising prices are a political
liability for Mr. Biden. Democrats are heading into a challenging midterm election
year when they will battle to retain control of Congress.
Republicans have increasingly accused Mr. Biden and his party of driving prices
higher by flooding the economy with too much money in 2021, including a third round
of stimulus checks, and the president’s poll numbers are showing
dissatisfaction among voters.
Inflation concerns are also complicating Mr. Biden’s ability to pass his sprawling
climate and social policy bill. Senator Joe Manchin III, the West Virginia Democrat
who holds a key vote given the razor-thin majority his party hold in the Senate, has
cited high prices as one of the reasons he won’t back the legislation.
Mr. Biden and his advisers have tried to put a positive spin on the numbers, while
acknowledging the pain that price increases are causing consumers. They point to the
economy’s quick rebound from the pandemic-induced 2020 recession, including
falling levels of unemployment.
The administration is also trying to use its executive powers to alleviate supply chain
problems and cool off costs — pushing ports to extend their opening hours and
releasing strategic petroleum reserves to help bring fuel prices down — though most
economists say that those moves only help around the edges.
On Wednesday, the administration highlighted that the monthly gain in headline
inflation had ticked down slightly — to 0.5 percent from 0.8 percent in November —
though the monthly rise is still unusually rapid.
“This report underscores that we still have more work to do, with price increases still
too high and squeezing family budgets,” Mr. Biden said in a statement following the
report.
Policymakers and economists had initially hoped that rapid price gains would fade
quickly in 2021, and many still expect them to moderate throughout 2022. But
economists are paying attention to a few factors that could keep prices rising too
quickly for comfort.

Housing costs, based on what it costs to rent a place to live, make up about a third of
the Consumer Price Index, so the fact that landlords are charging more will matter to
overall inflation.
“My gut feeling is that the pace of appreciation is going to be slower in 2022 than it
was in 2021,” said Jeff Tucker, a senior economist at Zillow. “But I don’t see rents
actually dropping or getting more affordable.”
Global supply chains also continue to experience disruptions that are leading to
shortages of parts and products and pushing costs higher across broad array of
consumer goods.
The price of food grew 6.3 percent and apparel rose 5.8 percent in the year to
December. Used cars and trucks — a big driver of price gains since last spring, along
with new vehicles — surged 37.3 percent.
Auto manufacturers have been struggling to obtain parts — particularly computer
chips imported from Asia — delaying production of new vehicles and pushing up
demand for a finite supply of used ones.
More disruptions could be in store. The Omicron variant is leading to worker
shortages for factories, ports, trucking companies and warehouses in the United
States and overseas.
And recent lockdowns in China meant to contain the coronavirus, inspired by the
country’s continued embrace of a zero-tolerance policy when it comes to the
pandemic, could exacerbate the chip shortage, among other supply chain issues.
“If they stick to their zero-case doctrine, a global supply chain disaster is on the
horizon,” Tinglong Dai, a professor of operations management at Johns Hopkins
University Carey Business School, said about China.
There have been early signs that shipping route snarls and depleted inventories may
be moderating, but many businesses say they have seen little improvement.
The price to ship a 40-foot container from Asia to the U.S. West coast hit $14,572 this
week, down slightly from a peak of more than $20,000 in September, but still nearly a
tenfold increase from two years ago, according to data from Freightos Group.
The group’s data also showed that delivery times for ocean shipments from China to
the United States stretched to a record 80 days in December, up 85 percent from
2019.
“Much of the tumultuous nature of the supply chain that occurred over the entire last
year continues, and unfortunately there is not a lot of relief in sight,” said Douglas
Kent, the executive vice president of strategy and alliances at Association for Supply
Chain Management.
That’s become clear to Caroline McCroskey, 27 and from Tulsa, Okla., who manages
marketing for a furniture manufacturer that imports pieces from China and Cambodia

and sells them to major retailers. The company has seen sharp cost increases as
shipping container prices have rocketed higher.
“The freight is bad enough, but we’ve seen a dramatic increase in leather hides and
fabrics” along with other raw materials including steel and foam, she said.
“Nobody is feeling super optimistic about shipping rates returning to normal anytime
soon.”
As it lingers, high inflation has been denting many Americans’ confidence in the
economy, based on consumer surveys.
Economists and Wall Street analysts tend to focus on a measure of prices that strips
out food and fuel costs, because they jump around from month to month, but those
expenses matter to household pocketbooks.
Gas prices moderated somewhat in December, providing some relief for consumers,
but “food at home” costs have been growing steadily more expensive and prices for
meals at limited-service restaurants surged by 8 percent in 2021.
Jon Willow, 55, of Interlochen, Mich., has seen grocery costs climb steeply since the
pandemic started — so much that she and her partner have tried to move away from
purchased produce by canning vegetables from their garden and heating their
henhouse through the winter so that their chickens keep producing eggs.
“We have a no-food-left-behind policy at the house now — we use everything,” she
said, noting that they had preserved tomatoes, squash and asparagus.

Eastern US on alert for a thumping from another major winter storm
Alex Sosnowski - AccuWeather
AccuWeather forecasters are putting a large segment of the eastern United States on
notice for another major winter storm expected to hit in the days ahead.
The wintry weather will be the result of a disruptive storm that will bury the
Heartland under heavy snow then unleash substantial snow and ice across parts of
the Southeast before taking an unusual route to the north from Sunday into Monday.
As it makes the trek north, it will trigger heavy snow, ice and rain throughout the
mid-Atlantic, central Appalachians and New England.
The path the storm is predicted to take is extremely rare in that it will dive well to the
south and southeast across the Central states before making a sharp turn to the north
and northeast along the Atlantic Seaboard, according
to AccuWeather meteorologists.

Atmospheric conditions, including the position of the jet stream and different pieces of
energy, will come together in such a way that it is likely to do just that. On top of that,
the storm is likely to strengthen rapidly as it moves along.
It could intensify quickly enough to become what meteorologists refer to as a bomb
cyclone, which could enhance impacts as it pounds the Northeast.

AccuWeather Eastern US on alert for a thumping from another major winter storm
A bomb cyclone is a storm that strengthens so fast that the barometric pressure at the
storm's center plummets by 0.71 of an inch of mercury (24 mb) or more in 24 hours.
A storm that rapidly intensifies in this manner is able to grab copious amounts of
moisture due to strengthening winds and, in turn, can unload heavy precipitation.
The conditions ahead of the storm will be primed for winter weather mayhem.
"A separate storm over the North Atlantic at the end of this week will create a wedge
of cold air in the Northeast and at the same time will prevent the next major storm
from escaping out to sea during Sunday and Monday," AccuWeather Senior
Meteorologist Joe Lundberg said.
The winter storm is still days away from impacting the eastern U.S., and because of
that, meteorologists are still analyzing the precise track the storm is bound to take.
As of midweek, some of the energy that will factor into the Sunday to Monday storm in
the East was still out over the northern Pacific.
AccuWeather forecasters are examining different possibilities for the future track of
the storm, and the scenarios range from a storm that hugs the East Coast to a storm
that will track inland of the coast.
In either case, and even though the storm's strength is not expected to reach the
magnitude of the Blizzard of '93 or the Blizzard of '96, the storm from Sunday to
Monday has the potential to pack a punch with a period of heavy snow on its cold

northwestern flank and heavy rain or heavy snow changing to rain on its warmer
southeastern side.
The Blizzard of '93 brought significant snow to Atlanta, as this storm may do, and
went on to bring both heavy rain and heavy snow to New York City and Washington,
D.C. Both forms of precipitation are possibilities in these metro areas with the
upcoming storm.

AccuWeather Eastern US on alert for a thumping from another major winter storm
"Enough cold air is likely to be in place for an all or mostly snow event from near and
west of Interstate 81 corridor in the Northeast states, while near and south and east of
I-95, rain is likely to be the primary form of precipitation," AccuWeather Senior
Meteorologist Bill Deger said, adding that in between snow, ice and rain may fall.
In portions of the central Appalachians during the height of the storm and at the onset
of the storm close to the Atlantic coast, snow may fall at a furious pace of 1-3 inches
per hour.
A snowfall rate of this intensity can quickly bury roads and overwhelm road crews,
especially along roadways that experience a heavy volume of traffic.
Snow is likely to fall throughout the duration of the storm in parts of the Appalachians,
and a foot of more of snow could pile up. Conditions will deteriorate quickly in the
all-snow zone as increasing winds will lead to significant blowing and drifting of
snow.
Even in some areas where rain is likely to take over at the height of the storm along
I-95 in the mid-Atlantic and part of New England, a few inches of snow can fall
beforehand. The speed of the change to rain or even a wintry mix, including ice, will
determine snow accumulations.

AccuWeather Eastern US on alert for a thumping from another major winter storm
However, AccuWeather forecasters noted that a shift in the storm's track by as little
as 50 miles will affect the outcome.
"Should the storm manage to drift 50 miles or so off the coast while heading
northward, I-95 cities from Washington, D.C., to Philadelphia, New York City
and Boston could be buried in snow with little or no rain and ice mixing in," Deger
said.
In that case, a true nor'easter would unfold, and even blizzard conditions might
develop along the I-95 corridor.
If the storm takes a path farther to the west, right along or even west of I-95, the
heaviest snow will instead fall along the western slopes of the Appalachians to
portions of the Ohio Valley and part of the Great Lakes region. A rainstorm would
unfold along the I-95 corridor.
In between, a wintry mix could create slippery travel along the I-81 corridor,
according to Deger. In that scenario, the worst of the storm would avoid the major
travel hubs up and down the Eastern Seaboard, but some delays would still be
possible.
As the storm moves north-northeastward along the Atlantic coast, other hazards are
likely to unfold. Increasing winds from the strengthening system will lead to a period
of coastal flooding and beach erosion.
On the southeastern edge of the storm, thunderstorms may become strong enough to
bring the risk of severe weather. That could occur from Florida to the coastal
Carolinas and perhaps Long Island, New York, and eastern New England.
Major disruptions to travel, shipping, supply chain and COVID-19 testing are
anticipated due to areas of rapid snow accumulation, icy conditions and even
flooding rain.

The storm has the potential to strand travelers on the highways and at airports as
people move about for the long weekend.
Pipeline spills 300,000 gallons of diesel in St. Bernard Parish
Rob Masson & Mykal Vincent - Associated Press (AP)

Shreveport KSLA-TV
NEW ORLEANS (WVUE) - A severely corroded pipeline ruptured and spilled more
than 300,000 gallons (1.1 million liters) of diesel fuel just outside New Orleans after
the operator delayed needed repairs, according to federal records.
Most of the fuel drained into two artificial ponds called “borrow pits” and thousands
of fish, birds and other animals were killed, state and local officials said Wednesday.
The spill also contaminated soil, according to state and federal officials.
The pipeline’s owner said 315,000 gallons (1.2 million gallons) of fuel with some
water mixed in had been skimmed and recovered, primarily from the ponds. Cleanup
work is ongoing.
The spill from the 16-inch-diameter (40-centimeter-diameter) line operated by Collins
Pipeline Co. was discovered Dec. 27 near a levee in St. Bernard Parish, just east of
New Orleans, according to documents from the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials
Safety Administration. The spill had not been previously publicly reported.
St. Bernard officials say more than 7,700 gallons of fuel has been recovered from the
site.
An inspection of the 42-year-old Meraux Pipeline more than a year earlier, in
October 2020, revealed external corrosion along a 22-foot (7-meter) section of pipe
at the same site as the spill, federal records show.

The pipe had apparently lost 75% of its metal where the corrosion was worst, which
would have required immediate repair, according to the records.
But work was delayed and the line continued operating after a second inspection
concluded the corrosion was not bad enough to require immediate repair under
federal rules, the records show.
The spilled fuel also contaminated soil in an environmentally sensitive area near the
Mississippi River Gulf Outlet, a closed canal, according to state and federal officials.
A small amount of diesel remains in the two borrow pits, said Louisiana Department
of Environmental Quality spokesman Gregory Langley.
The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries is working to examine, wash, and
release animals impacted by the spill.
The spill killed 2,300 fish and more than 100 other animals, including 39 snakes, 32
birds, a few eels and a blue crab, according to statistics provided by Robert “Trey”
Iles, a spokesman for the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries.
Nearly 130 animals — 72 alligators, 23 birds, 20 snakes and 12 turtles — were
captured for rehabilitation, he said.
Diesel is a highly toxic petroleum product that can kill fish and plants that come into
direct contact with it, according to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration. Fuel from small spills can evaporate or disperse naturally in just a
couple of days but larger spills can take months to degrade.
A pipeline safety advocate said it was “maddening” that the corrosion was known
about for more than a year prior to the spill yet fuel kept flowing through the
125-mile-long (200-kilometer-long) line from Chalmette to a storage terminal in
Collins, Mississippi.
“It’s especially maddening to learn that Collins Pipeline’s initial analysis deemed the
pipe in such poor condition that it warranted an immediate repair,” said Bill Caram
with the Pipeline Safety Trust.
The Bellingham, Washington-based organization advocates for more stringent
oversight of the nation’s sprawling network of pipelines transporting oil, natural gas
and other hazardous fuels.
Collins Pipeline is a subsidiary of Parsippany, New Jersey-based PBF Energy Inc.,
which owns six petroleum refineries in the U.S. including the Chalmette Refinery in St.
Bernard Parish.
The company repaired the line at a cost of $500,000 and resumed operations last
Saturday, PBF Vice President Michael Karlovich told The Associated Press in an
email.
An environmental damage assessment is pending, he said.

“Although we continue to remediate and monitor the area, on-water recovery
operations have been completed,” Karlovich said.
He said the site is about 4.5 miles (7 kilometers) from the Mississippi River, not just a
few hundred feet away as federal officials said.
In an order to PBF Chairman Thomas Nimbley describing the steps the company had
to take before it restarted the line, the associate administrator of the federal pipeline
safety agency, Alan Mayberry, identified the probable cause of the spill as “localized
corrosion and metal loss” based on preliminary reports.
More than two months before the spill, a PBF Energy representative said in an
October 2021 email to federal pipeline regulators that the company had completed
repairs on another flawed section of the line, but was still awaiting approval to
address the corrosion found in the vicinity of the rupture site, according to federal
records.
The company already had reduced pressure inside the line in November 2020, shortly
after the corrosion was first found. The company reduced the pressure it slightly more
in November 2021 because it had not repaired the line within a time frame required
under federal regulations, according to pipeline officials.
Federal regulators have initiated six enforcement cases against Collins Pipeline since
2007. They include a 2021 warning letter alleging management problems at the
company’s pipeline control room in Texas and a 2011 warning for not conducting
external corrosion tests frequently enough, federal records show.
No fines or other penalties were levied against the company, according to the
records.
The Memo: Biden's over-promising problem
Niall Stanage - The Hill

The Hill

President Biden's troubles are coalescing into one major problem - the perception
that he promised more than he has delivered.
The days when left-wingers like Sen. Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.) predicted Biden could be
the most progressive president since Franklin Delano Roosevelt look long gone.
Biden's own claim, made six months ago, that the nation was on the brink of defeating
the COVID-19 pandemic sounds equally anachronistic.
A University of Massachusetts Amherst/YouGov poll released Tuesday indicated that
55 percent of adults felt Biden had "fallen short of expectations" - way up from the 36
percent who felt that way in a previous UMass survey in April.
There is no sign of a corner being turned. Biden's biggest priorities are mired in
difficulty - or worse. His effort to enact the largest expansion of the social safety net
in decades, via the Build Back Better plan, is on life support. Even if legislation
passes in the end, it will be much more modest than was once envisioned.
The delta and omicron variants have put paid for now to the idea of vanquishing
COVID-19.
Even previously sympathetic commentators have begun to scrutinize the
administration's approach to testing, masking guidelines and communication strategy.
On Tuesday, Anthony Fauci predicted that "just about everybody" will eventually be
infected by coronavirus.
Biden is in the middle of a push to protect voting rights but many Democrats wonder
if that is more about showing a willingness to fight than crafting a realistic strategy
for success.
A number of prominent voting rights activists declined to attend Biden's big speech in
Atlanta on Tuesday. The most high-profile of them all, Georgia gubernatorial
candidate Stacey Abrams, cited a scheduling conflict as she stayed away.
Much of the Democratic base feels other cherished objectives, such as climate change
and police reform, have also been neglected. Action on the former has been far less
sweeping than activists would like, while the chances for the latter appear to have
dwindled entirely.
Put it all together and it's hardly surprising that progressives, in and out of elected
office, are anguished, while the public at large has grown disenchanted with Biden.
Sanders called for a "major course correction" and accused the Democratic Party of
having "turned its back on the working class" in a recent interview with The
Guardian.
"Winning elections is not about looking good. It's about being good," Rep. Cori Bush
(D-Mo.) told The Hill earlier this week. "The path forward is to actually enact
policies that address the pain people are feeling across the country, not pretend that
pain doesn't exist."

Johnetta Elzie, a prominent civil rights activist, told this column that Biden's effort on
voting rights was "definitely late" and should have been granted "top priority" long
before now.
Taking a wider view, Elzie characterized Biden as returning to the moderate
incrementalism that marked his three decades in the Senate - the same record that
made the left so wary of him during the 2020 Democratic primary process.
Elzie argued that, in the run-up to the 2020 election in particular, Biden had engaged
in "some kind of performance of being more progressive than he actually is. I think
we just returned to moderate Biden, and the progressive agenda is going to be
completely gone by the wayside."
Those kinds of sentiments are a big problem for the president.
The midterm elections are just 10 months away. Biden faces stiff headwinds, given
that his approval ratings are mediocre and there is a strong historical trend of a new
president's party losing seats in the first midterms.
To avoid that fate - or even to keep Democratic losses to a non-catastrophic level Biden needs to somehow swing the general public to his side and keep his base revved
up.
"If Democrats come into the midterm elections with a message of 'We tried; please
vote for us so we can try again,' they are going to lose," said John Paul Mejia,
national spokesperson for the Sunrise Movement, a youth-oriented progressive group.
"They have a responsibility from now on to truly show the American majority they can
deliver on those promises."
The White House pushes back with vigor on those critiques.
In recent weeks, key aides like White House chief of staff Ron Klain and press
secretary Jen Psaki have been emphasizing Biden's economic record, which includes
the creation of more than six million jobs in his first year.
Defenders of the administration also note that Biden's two big legislative
achievements - a COVID-19 relief bill passed last March and the infrastructure deal
passed in November - are hardly petty matters.
The first offered needed relief to millions of Americans, the latter was the most
significant investment in decades, and together they total almost $3 trillion.
The problem, though, isn't that Biden has done nothing. It's that many of the people
who voted for him wanted a lot more - and that he fed those hopes with his own
words.
The danger of replicating that pattern on voting rights looks high.
Biden endorsed a carve-out to the Senate filibuster during his Atlanta speech. He also
compared the battle for legislation to epochal struggles of past generations, including
the Civil War and the fight against segregation in the 1950s and 1960s.

But the chances of action appear slim, with key Democratic Sens. Joe Manchin
(W.Va.) and Kyrsten Sinema (Ariz.) giving no public sign they will be shifted out of
their opposition to filibuster reform.
The whole landscape deepens progressive dismay.
"Biden ran as a supposed deal-maker, but so far the only thing he has done is deal
away any leverage he had for his own agenda," said Mejia.
Centrist Democrats would contend such criticisms are unfair, and premised upon the
idea that Biden can somehow defy the laws of math when it comes to his razor-thin
congressional majorities.
But fair or not, the creeping suspicion that Biden is falling short could have
politically lethal consequences.

Biden's speech didn't cover emerging critical threats to US elections
Quardricos Bernard Driskell - opinion contributor) - The Hill

Associated Press/Patrick Semansky
For months, many voting rights activists and civil rights organizations have expressed
disappointment and questioned President Biden's absence in advocating for voting
rights reform.
So much so, the media harped on the number of civil rights activists that would not be
in attendance for his speech. After all, this administration campaigned on two
significant issues important to the core of the Democratic base: criminal justice and
voting rights reform.
Moreover, Biden enthusiasts harkened back to then-Sen. Biden in 2006, when he
presided over what was designed to be an extension of the Voting Rights Act for the
next 25 years.

Regrettably, those 25 years didn't come because, in 2013, the Supreme Court ruled
in Shelby v. Holder that Section 5 of the 1965 Voting Rights Act was unconstitutional.
Section 5 required certain jurisdictions with a history of discrimination to submit
proposed changes in voting procedures to the Department of Justice or to a federal
district court before those changes went into effect to ensure they would not harm
racial minority voters.
So, in all fairness, what Biden and Vice President Harris attempted Tuesday in
Atlanta, Ga., - on the grounds of the largest consortium of Historically Back Colleges
and Universities in the country, with a legacy of student activism that has nurtured
minds and souls from Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. and James Weldon Johnson to
voting rights activist and Georgia gubernatorial candidate Stacey Abrams - was to
apply pressure on the U.S. Congress, especially the Senate.
Biden's speech hit the right tone with a curated crowd of students behind him adorned
in collegiate gear. It had the passion the issue deserves, he attacked the filibuster and
called for its amendment as a tool to create change, but is it a little too late?
Or is it simply insufficient as Sens. Joe Manchin (D-W.Va.) and Kyrsten Sinema
(D-Ariz.), other Senate Democrats and every Republican - including the 16 who voted
for the 2006 Voting Rights legislation - will not change the filibuster rules, and Biden
knows that? Democrats would need their senators to back them in a chamber split
along tensed political lines.
But the speech gave him a much-needed bully pulpit during midterms, something he
has not used since his election.
"This is the moment to defend our democracy...I think the threat to our democracy is
so great that we must find a way to pass this voting rights bill," Biden said. It would
take an epiphenomenon for the Senate to pass the Freedom to Vote Act.
But unfortunately, there was no plan of action, no strategy, and the speech, while
focused on voting rights, obscured the more significant threat to the country's election
integrity for the midterms and the 2024 presidential election: the idea that a future
election loser could subvert the country's electoral machinery to take power.
Trump's crusade to overturn the 2020 election failed, but not wholly, for across the
country, between Jan. 1 and Dec. 7, 2021, at least 19 states passed 34 laws restricting
voting access. More than 440 bills with provisions that restrict voting access have
been introduced in 49 states in Republican-led 2021 legislative sessions.
Unfortunately, the momentum around this legislation continues. According to the
Brennan Center for Justice, at least 13 bills restricting voting access have been
pre-filed for the 2022 legislative session in four states.
In addition, at least 88 restrictive voting bills in nine states will carry over from 2021.
These early indicators - coupled with the ongoing mobilization around Trump's "Big
Lie" that the 2020 election was stolen from him - suggest that efforts to restrict and
undermine the vote will continue to be a severe threat this year and beyond.

These bills have called for rewriting statutes to seize partisan Republican control of
decisions about which ballots to count and which to reject, about which results to
certify, and which to discard.
In addition, these Republican-controlled legislatures are plotting to pillage power
from election officials who refused to go along with the scheme last November,
aiming to replace them with backers of the Big Lie.
Here is the unfortunate scenario for the future of our elections, especially our
presidential election - the Electoral College notwithstanding, thousands of votes will
be discarded, if not millions. Then, the winner will be avowed the loser. Finally, as
Trump attempted to do, the loser will be certified, president-elect.
And this is why regardless of the failures of this administration and Congress, it is
vitally important that progressives, liberals, African Americans, and all who care
about the future of America vote in the forthcoming elections. No matter what it takes,
frankly.
Furthermore, I'd encourage civil rights activists and others to start acting along
dimensions of meaningful civil protest and lobbying their senators. When the
legislative arena comes to a standstill, then the strategy, first and foremost, must
enlarge the playing field and go outside of Congress to build pressure.
Aside from making fiery speeches to rouse activists, a president is limited to an extent
in what they can do to enlarge the field. It's the activists who need to be developing
plans to create a broader context to make recalcitrant legislators more susceptible to
White House efforts.
Even President Lyndon Johnson conveyed to King and other movement leaders that
their actions could help force his hand and the hand of Congress.
Some of today's voting rights activists are under the illusion that all that has to
happen is for Biden to say 'do it' and it will happen. However, Biden proudly touts
himself as an institutionalist of the Senate.
Could he like, LBJ cajole his former colleagues to get voting rights done?
Could he attach and refuse federal money to states that restrict voting access?
The measure of his speech will be determined when Biden and Harris return to
Washington, especially if the Senate vote fails.
But in the meantime, Democrats are lining up to execute their well-rehearsed and
deeply ingrained circular firing squad formation, but the target this time is the federal
republic.
Democracy is already in crisis; I fear the inaction of the Democrats and the refusal of
Republicans coupled with their complicity will lead to the downfall of America.

Pray God I am wrong.

Russia demands US, NATO response next week on Ukraine
Vladimir Isachenkov (Associated Press) - AP
MOSCOW (AP) — Russia on Friday strongly reaffirmed its demand that NATO
doesn't expand eastward despite the rejection of that by the military alliance amid a
Russian troop buildup near Ukraine.
Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov warned that Moscow wouldn't wait indefinitely for
the Western response, saying he expects the U.S. and NATO to provide a written
answer next week.
Lavrov described Moscow’s demands for binding guarantees that NATO will not
embrace Ukraine or any other ex-Soviet nations, or station its forces and weapons
there as essential for the progress of diplomatic efforts to defuse soaring tensions
over Ukraine.

Associated Press Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov gestures while speaking
during his annual news conference in Moscow, Russia, Friday, Jan. 14, 2022.
He argued that NATO's deployments and drills near Russia’s borders pose a security
challenge that must be addressed immediately.
“We have run out of patience,” Lavrov said at a news conference. “The West has
been driven by hubris and has exacerbated tensions in violation of its obligations and
common sense.”

Associated Press FILE - Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov, left, presidential
aide Yury Ushakov, center, and Defense Minister Sergei Shoigu wait for the
beginning of the Russia-Turkey talks in the Kremlin in Moscow, Russia, Jan. 23,
2019.
While demanding a halt to NATO's eastward expansion, Moscow has also urged the
U.S. and its allies not to deploy weapons or conduct any military activities in Ukraine
and other ex-Soviet nations.
Amid the tensions, Ukraine sustained a massive cyberattack Friday, which hit
websites of multiple government agencies.
This week's negotiations in Geneva and a related NATO-Russia meeting in Brussels
were held amid a significant Russian troop buildup near Ukraine that the West fears
might be a prelude to an invasion.
Russia, which annexed Ukraine’s Crimean Peninsula in 2014, has denied having
plans to attack its neighbor but warned the West that NATO's expansion to Ukraine
and other ex-Soviet nations is a “red line” that mustn't be crossed.
Washington and its allies firmly rejected Moscow's demand for security guarantees
precluding NATO's expansion, but Russia and the West agreed to leave the door open
to possible further talks on arms control and confidence-building measures intended
to reduce the potential for hostilities.

Associated Press Russian tanks T-72B3 take part in drills at the Kadamovskiy firing
range in the Rostov region in southern Russia, Wednesday, Jan. 12, 2022.
Russia has rejected Western complaints about its troop buildup near Ukraine, saying
it deploys them wherever it deems necessary on its own territory.
Lavrov said that those issues are secondary in respect to Moscow's main demand for
the non-expansion of NATO and the non-deployment of its weapons near the Russian
territory, emphasizing that the Russian proposals represent a “package, not a menu.”
"They must understand that the key to everything is the guarantee that NATO will not
expand eastward," Lavrov said.
He countered the U.S. and NATO's argument that Russia doesn't have veto power to
prevent other nations from joining the alliance by pointing to international
agreements emphasizing that the security of some states mustn't be achieved at the
expense of others.

Associated Press A Russian tank T-72B3 fires as troops take part in drills at the
Kadamovskiy firing range in the Rostov region in southern Russia, Wednesday, Jan.
12, 2022.

Russia has rejected Western complaints about its troop buildup near Ukraine, saying
it deploys them wherever it deems necessary on its own territory.
Russia's top diplomat warned that “if our proposals are rejected ... we will make a
decision on how to ensure our security in a reliable way,” citing President Vladimir
Putin's warning that Moscow will take unspecified "military-technical measures" if
the West stonewalls its demands.

Associated Press Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov speaks during his annual
news conference in Moscow, Russia, Friday, Jan. 14, 2022.
Lavrov's deputy, Sergei Ryabkov, who led the Russian delegation at the talks in
Geneva, said Thursday that he would “neither confirm nor exclude” the possibility of
Russia sending military assets to Cuba and Venezuela if the U.S. and its allies don’t
curtail their military activities on Russia’s doorstep.
U. S. national security adviser Jake Sullivan dismissed the statements about a
possible Russian deployment to Cuba and Venezuela as “bluster in the public
commentary.”
The negotiations took place as an estimated 100,000 Russian troops with tanks and
other heavy weapons are massed near Ukraine’s eastern border. The U.S. and its
allies urged Russia to deescalate by pulling troops back to their permanent bases, but
Moscow has rebuffed the demand, saying it's free to deploy forces on its territory
wherever it deems necessary.
Lavrov called the Western demand “absurd,” noting that “while they are demanding
that we pull troops on our own territory back to their barracks, the U.S. and British
troops are deployed to the Baltics.”
The Russian Defense Ministry said Friday that troops stationed in eastern Siberia and
the far east region have been scrambled for movement across the country as part of
snap drills to check their “readiness to perform their tasks after redeployment to a
large distance.”

The ministry noted that “a special attention will be given to the assessment of the
country's transport infrastructure to ensure the movement of troops,” adding that the
troops will conduct drills involving firing live ammunition after the redeployment.
Russia seized the Crimean Peninsula after the ouster of Ukraine’s Moscow-friendly
leader and in 2014 also threw its weight behind a separatist insurgency in eastern
Ukraine.
More than 14,000 people have been killed in nearly eight years of fighting between
the Russia-backed rebels and Ukrainian forces in the country's industrial heartland
called Donbas.
Ukraine's military intelligence said Friday that separatist forces have launched drills
involving firing live ammunition that are overseen by Russian military officers.
Ukraine and the West have accused Russia of deploying its troops to Donbas to back
separatists — accusations that Moscow has denied.
(Yuras Karmanau in Kyiv, Ukraine, contributed to this report.)

Russia, at an Impasse With the West, Warns It Is Ready to Abandon Diplomacy
Anton Troianovski - New York Times

Associated Press Russian tanks T-72B3 take part in drills at the Kadamovskiy firing
range in the Rostov region in southern Russia, Wednesday, Jan. 12, 2022.
VIENNA — Russian officials signaled that they could abandon diplomatic efforts to
resolve the security crisis surrounding Ukraine, bringing a whirlwind week of
European diplomacy to an ominous end and deflating hopes that negotiators could
forge a path toward easing tensions in Eastern Europe.

One senior Russian diplomat said that talks with the West were approaching a “dead
end,” while another said the Kremlin would wait until it receives written responses
next week to its demands from Washington and from NATO before deciding how to
proceed.
It was clear that Russia’s next move would be up to President Vladimir V. Putin, who,
his spokesman said on Thursday, was being briefed regularly this week on
negotiations with the West.
“The United States and its allies are actually saying ‘no’ to key elements of these
texts,” Russia’s deputy foreign minister, Sergei A. Ryabkov, said, referring to the
draft agreements with NATO and Washington that Russia published last month.
“This is what we call a dead end or a different approach.”
The United States representative to Thursday’s meeting, Michael Carpenter, also
depicted the two sides as engaged in a standoff with no clear resolution.
“We must never stand for the flouting or erosion of our bedrock principles,” Mr.
Carpenter said.
“That means no tolerance for overt or tacit spheres of influence, no restrictions on
the sovereign right of nations to choose their own alliances, no privileging one state’s
security requirements over those of another.”
Echoing the growing pessimism in Washington that the week’s discussions had
de-escalated tensions, Mr. Carpenter told reporters that “the drumbeat of war is
sounding loud and the rhetoric has gotten rather shrill.”
Russia is demanding that NATO drastically scale back its presence near Russia’s
borders in Eastern Europe, including stopping all military cooperation with Ukraine
and providing legally binding guarantees that the country will never join the alliance.
Mr. Ryabkov said that dialogue with the United States was continuing but also
warned that Mr. Putin was receiving options from the military about what to do “in
the case of a deterioration of the situation.”
Those options, analysts and Western officials believe, are likely to involve new
Russian military action against Ukraine. Joining this week’s discussions for the first
time on Thursday, Ukraine said it had identified 106,000 Russian troops and 1,500
tanks near its border, and accused Moscow of pointing a “gun at our common
European security.”
Thursday’s gathering, the last of three negotiating sessions this week between Russia
and the West, took place in Vienna at a meeting of the 57-country Organization for
Security and Cooperation in Europe, a group that includes Russia and Ukraine as
well as the United States.
“It seems that the risk of war in the O.S.C.E. area is now greater than ever before in
the last 30 years,” Foreign Minister Zbigniew Rau of Poland, which took over the
rotating chairmanship of the organization this year, said in opening the session.
The West insists all countries must have the freedom to choose their alliances, while
the Kremlin says that NATO cannot expand eastward, and that Western military

cooperation with post-Soviet countries like Ukraine presents an existential threat to
Russia’s security.
While Russian officials said this week that they were impressed with the seriousness
with which the Biden administration — which the Kremlin sees as its main
counterpart — engaged in the talks, there was no sign on Thursday that the impasse
had been broken.
And while American officials say they are prepared to discuss some of Russia’s
concerns — such as military exercises and missile placement in Eastern Europe —
they reject discussion of Russia’s central demand to roll back NATO expansion.
In Moscow, Russia’s foreign minister, Sergey V. Lavrov, also adopted a pessimistic
tone.
“The hard reality right now is that we were promised a written reaction,” Mr. Lavrov
said in an interview aired on Thursday, according to the Interfax news agency.
“We will wait for it. And then we will determine our next steps.”
Mr. Carpenter, asked about Mr. Lavrov’s comments, said he did not know whether or
not such a written response was coming.
Ukraine, rejecting Russia’s denials that it had no plans to invade, said Russia’s
massing of troops near the Ukrainian border needed to be reversed.
“The Russian leadership proves once again Moscow’s voluntarism to point the gun at
our common European security at any moment they want,” said Ukraine’s
representative, Yevhenii Tsymbaliuk.
Thursday’s talks were at a lower diplomatic level than the negotiations in Brussels
and Geneva earlier this week, with no one above the ambassador rank in attendance
from the key countries involved. Their host, the O.S.C.E., is expected to serve as a key
venue for more negotiations if the Kremlin decides to pursue diplomacy.
“We are not indifferent to security objections voiced by participating states,” Mr. Rau,
the Polish foreign minister, said.
“I believe that the O.S.C.E. is the right platform to discuss every aspect of
comprehensive security.”
It was the latest sign that Western countries are scrambling to engage with Russia,
which has warned of a “military-technical” response if concerns over its security —
such as overt Western military cooperation with Ukraine — are not addressed.
While Russia denies it has plans to invade Ukraine, researchers have identified some
new signs of Russian troops moving toward the Ukrainian border in recent days.
Russia’s representative at the talks on Thursday in Vienna, Aleksandr Lukashevich,
underscored that Moscow was not ruling out the possibility of further negotiations.

Military analysts have noted that were Russia to invade Ukraine, the wintertime
frozen ground would be advantageous to its heavy armor.
“If we do not hear a constructive response on our proposals in a reasonable time
frame,” Mr. Lukashevich said in remarks released by his office, “we will be forced to
draw the corresponding conclusions and take all necessary measures to assure the
strategic balance and remove unacceptable threats to our national security.”
(David E. Sanger contributed reporting from Washington, and Oleg Matsnev
contributed from Moscow.)

Supreme Court blocks Biden vaccine-or-test mandate for large businesses
ABC News
The Supreme Court on Thursday issued a stay of the OSHA vaccine-or-test
requirement on private businesses of 100 or more workers, dealing a setback to the
Biden administration's effort to control the COVID pandemic.
SCOTUS blocks Biden vaccine-or-test mandate for large businesses. By a 6-3 vote,
with the three liberal justices -- Stephen Breyer, Sonia Sotomayor and Elena Kagan -dissenting, the court reasoned that the agency exceeded its authority to regulate
workplace safety.
"Although COVID-19 is a risk that occurs in many workplaces, it is not an
occupational hazard in most," the majority wrote.
At the same time, the justices voted 5-4 -- with Chief Justice John Roberts and Justice
Brett Kavanaugh joining the three liberals -- to allow the Biden administration to
require vaccination of health care workers at facilities that treat Medicare and
Medicaid patients, subject to religious and medical exemptions. Justices Samuel Alito
and Clarence Thomas dissented, joined by Justices Neil Gorsuch and Amy Coney
Barrett.
Business groups and a coalition of Republican-led states challenging the Biden
vaccine rules praised the rulings.
"Today's decision is welcome relief for America's small businesses, who are still
trying to get their business back on track since the beginning of the pandemic," said
Karen Harned, executive director of National Federation of Independent Business
Small Business Legal Center, which sued OSHA.
"As small businesses try to recover after almost two years of significant business
disruptions, the last thing they need is a mandate that would cause more business
challenges."
All of the court's conservatives were in agreement that Congress should have been
more specific and clear if it had intended to give an agency such sweeping power to
impose vaccination on more than 80 million Americans.

"This is no 'everyday exercise of federal power," the court's majority wrote.
"It is instead a significant encroachment into the lives—and health—of vast number
[sic] of employees. We expect Congress to speak clearly when authorizing an agency
to exercise powers of vast economic and political significance. There can be little
doubt that OSHA's mandate qualifies as an exercise of such authority."
In dissent, Justices Breyer, Kagan and Sotomayor argued that extraordinary times
can require extraordinary measures and that Congress gave the agency sufficient
charge to respond to emergencies.
"In our view, the Court's order seriously misapplies the applicable legal standards,"
they wrote.
"And in so doing, it stymies the Federal Government's ability to counter the
unparalleled threat that COVID–19 poses to our Nation's workers. Acting outside of
its competence and without legal basis, the Court displaces the judgments of the
Government officials given the responsibility to respond to workplace health
emergencies."
During nearly four hours of oral arguments last Friday in two highly expedited cases,
the justices all appeared to fully comprehend the gravity of the moment for American
public health; but many justices voiced fundamental disagreement with the federal
government's authority to impose vaccine mandates nationwide.
"I am disappointed in the court's decision, which is a major setback to the health and
safety of workers across the country," said Labor Secretary Marty Walsh, who
oversees OSHA. "Regardless of the ultimate outcome of these proceedings, OSHA will
do everything in its existing authority to hold businesses accountable for protecting
workers."
One rule by OSHA that took effect on Monday required private employers with 100 or
more employees to ensure they are vaccinated or subject the unvaccinated to a
mandatory mask-and-testing policy, at the company's expense.
The Department of Health and Human Services has separately ordered all health care
facilities that treat Medicare and Medicaid patients with federal funding to require
vaccinations for all workers and staff, with limited exemptions allowed for religious
or health reasons. The policy is in effect in roughly half the country after a federal
appeals court halted it in some areas.
Combined, both policies would cover roughly 100 million Americans, officials said.
In the case involving health care workers, five justices reasoned that federal law and
common practice have more clearly affirmed the HHS secretary's power to mandate
vaccines.
"Congress authorized the Secretary to promulgate, as a condition of a facility's
participation in the programs, such 'requirements as [he] finds necessary in the
interest of the health and safety of individuals who are furnished services in the
institution,'" the majority wrote, quoting from the statute.

"Relying on these authorities, the Secretary has established long lists of detailed
conditions with which facilities must comply to be eligible to receive Medicare and
Medicaid funds," they wrote. "Such conditions have long included a requirement that
certain providers maintain and enforce an 'infection prevention and control
program.'"
The majority also pointed out that most hospitals and health systems do not oppose
the rule and, in fact, commonly require employees to be vaccinated for hepatitis B,
influenza, measles, mumps and rubella.
MORE: 103 Marines booted for refusing COVID vaccine as services begin
discharges
Thomas and Alito took a narrower view in dissent, saying federal law does not
authorize such a mandate.
More than 10.4 million health care workers at 76,000 federally-funded facilities will
now be covered by the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services vaccine mandate,
according to the administration.
President Joe Biden said he was "disappointed" with the court's decision in the OSHA
case but said a ruling upholding the requirement for health care workers will save
lives.
"The lives of patients who seek care in medical facilities, as well as the lives of
doctors, nurses, and others who work there," Biden said in a statement. "We will
enforce it."
Twenty-two states already mandate COVID-19 vaccinations for health care
workers while six states explicitly ban them, according to the National Academy for
State Health Policy. No state issues a similar requirement for private businesses.
Hundreds of private businesses, however, have voluntarily imposed their own vaccine
requirements for employees. Those policies are unaffected by the court's ruling.

Biden all but concedes defeat on voting, election bills
Brian Slodysko, Lisa Mascaro & Alexandra Jaffe (Associated Press) - AP

Associated Press

WASHINGTON (AP) — All but conceding defeat, President Joe Biden said Thursday
he’s now unsure the Democrats' major elections and voting rights legislation can pass
Congress this year.
He spoke at the Capitol after a key fellow Democrat, Sen. Kyrsten Sinema of Arizona,
dramatically announced her refusal to go along with changing Senate rules to muscle
the bill past a Republican filibuster.
Biden had come to the Capitol to prod Democratic senators in a closed-door meeting,
but he was not optimistic when he emerged. He vowed to keep fighting for the
sweeping legislation that advocates say is vital to protecting elections.

Associated Press President Joe Biden leaves a meeting with the Senate Democratic
Caucus to discuss voting rights and election integrity on Capitol Hill in Washington,
Thursday, Jan. 13, 2022. (AP Photo/Andrew Harnik)
“The honest to God answer is I don’t know whether we can get this done," Biden said.
He told reporters, his voice rising, “As long as I’m in the White House, as long as I’m
engaged at all, I’m going to be fighting.”

Associated Press In this image from Senate Television, Sen. Kyrsten Sinema, D-Ariz.,
speaks on the floor of the U.S. Senate on Thursday, Jan. 13, 2022.

President Joe Biden is set to meet privately with Senate Democrats at the Capitol, a
visit intended to deliver a jolt to the party’s long-stalled voting and elections
legislation.
Before he arrived Sinema blunted the bill’s chances further, declaring she could not
support a “short sighted” rules change to get past a Republican blockade. (Senate
Television via AP)
Sinema all but dashed the bill’s chances minutes earlier, declaring just before Biden
arrived on Capitol Hill that she could not support a “short sighted” rules change.
She said in a speech on the Senate floor that the answer to divisiveness in the Senate
and in the country is not to change filibuster rules so one party, even hers, can pass
controversial bills. “We must address the disease itself, the disease of division, to
protect our democracy,” she said.
The moment once again leaves Biden empty-handed after a high-profile visit to
Congress. Earlier forays did little to advance his other big priority, the “Build Back
Better Act” of social and climate change initiatives. Instead, Biden returned to the
White House with his agenda languishing in Congress.
Biden spoke for more than an hour in private with restive Democrats in the Senate,
including Joe Manchin of West Virginia, who also opposes changing Senate rules.

Associated Press Senate Majority Leader Chuck Schumer, D-NY, speaks to the media
after Senate Democrats met privately with President Joe Biden, Thursday, Jan. 13,
2022, on Capitol Hill in Washington. ( AP Photo/Jose Luis Magana)
Manchin said in a statement later: “Ending the filibuster would be the easy way out. I
cannot support such a perilous course for this nation.”
Both senators went to the White House Thursday evening for an additional hour,
which the White House later described as “a candid and respectful exchange of
views.”

Since taking control of Congress and the White House last year, Democrats have
vowed to counteract a wave of new state laws, inspired by former President Donald
Trump’s false claims of a stolen election, that have made it harder to vote. But their
efforts have stalled in the narrowly divided Senate, where they lack the 60 votes out of
100 needed to overcome a Republican filibuster.

Provided by Associated Press Sen. Joe Manchin, D-WVa., speaks to the media after
senate democrats luncheon, on Capitol Hill in Washington, Thursday, Jan. 13, 2022.
Biden is meeting privately with Senate Democrats at the Capitol, a visit intended to
deliver a jolt to the party's long-stalled voting and elections legislation. ( AP
Photo/Jose Luis Magana)
For weeks, Sinema and Manchin have come under intense pressure to support rules
changes that would allow the party to pass their legislation with a simple majority —
a step both have long opposed.
Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell, R-Ky., called Sinema’s speech an
important act of “political courage” that could “save the Senate as an institution."
Her own colleagues weren't as charitable.
Sen. Angus King, a Maine independent who once opposed changing the Senate rules
said, "She believes that the risk of changing the filibuster is greater than the risk of
what’s going on in the states. I hope profoundly that she’s right. I fear that she’s
wrong.”
The Democratic package of voting and ethics legislation would usher in the biggest
overhaul of U.S. elections in a generation, striking down hurdles to voting enacted in
the name of election security, reducing the influence of big money in politics and
limiting partisan influence over the drawing of congressional districts.
The package would create national election standards that would trump the
state-level GOP laws. It would also restore the ability of the Justice Department to
police election laws in states with a history of discrimination.
Biden's trip to the Capitol, where he served for decades as a senator from Delaware,
was part of week long effort to jolt the stalled legislation. On Tuesday he gave a fiery

speech in Atlanta, likening opponents of the legislation to racist historical figures and
telling lawmakers they will be "judged by history.”
Republicans are nearly unanimous in opposing the legislation, viewing it as federal
overreach that would infringe on states’ abilities to conduct their own elections. And
they’ve pointed out that Democrats opposed changes to the filibuster that Trump
sought when he was president. But for Democrats and Biden, the legislation is viewed
as a political imperative.
Failure to pass it would break a major campaign promise to Black voters, who helped
hand Democrats control of the White House and Congress, and would come just
before midterm elections when slim Democratic majorities will be on the line.
During the closed-door meeting, Biden and the senators engaged in a spirited
conversation, the president drawing on his own years in the chamber, senators said.
He fielded questions and comments, including from Manchin, who expressed
reluctance to changing Senate rules. Biden's message to the senators: It's an
"opportunity to do something that will do so much good for so many at a time where
it’s so necessary,” according to Sen. Tim Kaine, D-Va.

Associated Press President Joe Biden, at center, leaves a meeting with the Senate
Democratic Caucus to discuss voting rights and election integrity on Capitol Hill in
Washington, Thursday, Jan. 13, 2022. (AP Photo/Andrew Harnik)
Democrats have still pledged to force a public showdown over the bill on the Senate
floor, which could stretch for days and carry echoes of civil rights battles a
generation ago that led to some of the most famous filibusters in Senate history.
Senate Majority Leader Chuck Schumer had initially set Monday's Martin Luther
King Jr. holiday as a deadline to either pass the voting legislation or consider
revising the filibuster rules.

But after one Democratic senator tested positive for COVID-19 and went into
isolation, denying the party a needed vote, Schumer canceled a planned Senate recess
week and said debate would instead begin Tuesday.
Democrats shifted their legislative strategy, too, as they sought to pressure Manchin
and Sinema. Under their new approach, which uses a procedural shortcut, they will
be able to debate the bill without being blocked by a filibuster — a feat after
Republicans used the filibuster four times in recent months to stop deliberation.
The mechanics work like this: The House amended and passed an unrelated bill that
was already approved by both chambers of Congress, combining Democrats' voting
proposals into one bill. Because that bill already passed both chambers, it can be
called for debate in the Senate with a simple majority, though Senate Republicans can
still block a final vote to pass the measure.
“Members of this chamber were elected to debate and vote, particularly on an issue
as vital to the beating heart of democracy as this one,” Schumer said late Thursday.
Democratic Sen. Raphael Warnock questioned the wisdom of Manchin and Sinema’s
reflexive pursuit of bipartisanship.
“It can’t be the only important thing," said Warnock, who is Georgia's first Black
senator. “Slavery was bipartisan. Jim Crow segregation was bipartisan. The denial of
women’s suffrage was bipartisan.”
(Associated Press Writers Colleen Long and Michael Balsamo contributed to this
report.)
Winter Storm Expected to Bring Snow From the Dakotas to the East Coast
Jesus Jiménez - New York Times

Kenny Holston - The New York Times
A large winter storm was producing snow over parts of North Dakota early Friday
and was expected to bring snow and ice to the South on Saturday before turning

toward the East Coast, where rain and snow were likely on Sunday or Monday,
according to forecasters.
Details on which East Coast cities would see snow and how much remained unclear.
But some airports and transportation departments were already bracing for potential
travel issues.
David Roth, a senior forecaster with the National Weather Service, said Thursday
evening that meteorologists expected the forecasts to evolve.
“There’s more uncertainty than usual,” Mr. Roth said. “When we’re dealing with the
difference between rain and sleet and freezing rain and snow, subtle changes make a
big difference.”
By early Friday, snow was falling across parts of central and eastern North
Dakota, according to the Weather Service in Bismarck. Road conditions were already
quickly deteriorating, they said.
Several cities were under a winter storm warning through Friday and parts of that
state could see a swath of heavy snow, totaling more than eight inches, meteorologists
said.
“This snow will combine with gusty winds to produce slippery, snow covered roads
and significantly reduced visibility,” the Weather Service said on Twitter.
“Travel will likely become hazardous to dangerous at times.”
The storm is expected to move southeast on Friday toward Iowa, where many cities
will be under a winter storm warning on Friday through early Saturday. Six to 10
inches of snow are possible in northern and central Iowa, according to the Weather
Service.
Southwest Airlines warned on Thursday that travelers passing through or from Des
Moines International Airport could see flights delayed, diverted or canceled. Other
cities under the airline’s travel advisory include St. Louis, Kansas City, Mo., and
Omaha, Neb. American Airlines and Delta made similar announcements related to
the weather.
The storm could bring wintry weather to parts of western Kentucky and Southeast
Missouri by Friday night, with snowfall amounts of up to four inches possible,
according to the Weather Service office in Paducah, Ky.
On Saturday, the storm system is expected to continue moving southeast toward
upstate South Carolina, northeast Georgia, and western North Carolina. Dozens of
cities in the region will be under a winter storm watch from Saturday evening through
Monday morning.
The Weather Service said mixed precipitation was possible in the area, with up to 10
inches of snow possible, along with possible accumulations of ice.

Dave Nadler, a meteorologist with the Weather Service office in Peachtree, Ga., said
in a briefing that some ice accumulation in northern Georgia could be significant.
“We are looking at the potential for a significant winter storm,” Mr. Nadler said.
“The looks of that and the confidence of that is starting to increase.”
The storm system will then head northeast toward the East Coast, Mr. Roth said.
Wintry weather will be possible in several cities, including Washington, Philadelphia
and New York City, but details on how much or what kind of precipitation were
unclear.
“We’d be in a transition zone where it might start as snow, then go to rain, then go
back to snow,” Mr. Roth said.
The uncertainty in the forecast could be unnerving for those who live along Interstate
95 in Virginia, after a snowstorm early this month left hundreds of drivers stranded in
their vehicles for more than 24 hours.
Although there is uncertainty in the forecast along the I-95 corridor and to the east,
the highest impacts and heaviest of any snow is expected west of the area, according
to the Weather Service.
Still, the Virginia Department of Transportation was not taking any chances, and on
Thursday its crews began spraying portions of I-95 with a solution of salt and brine,
which helps prevent ice from bonding to roadways.
“On Sunday, drivers should avoid unnecessary travel with the chance of dangerous
weather and road conditions during or even after the storm,” the department said in a
statement.
“Even with pre-treatment, icy to slick conditions remain possible.”
Finally, by late Sunday and into Monday, the system could bring snow to New York.
Parts of upstate could record up to six inches of snow or more, but New York City will
most likely not record significant snowfall amounts, the Weather Service said.

Biden backers 'not seeing the results' a year into his term
Steve Peoples (AP National Politics Writer) - AP

Associated Press
NEW YORK (AP) — Just over a year ago, millions of energized young people, women,
voters of color and independents joined forces to send Joe Biden to the White House.
But 12 months into his presidency, many describe a coalition in crisis.
Leading voices across Biden's diverse political base openly decry the slow pace of
progress on key campaign promises. The frustration was especially pronounced this
past week after Biden's push for voting rights legislation effectively stalled,
intensifying concerns in his party that fundamental democratic principles are at risk
and reinforcing a broader sense that the president is faltering at a moment of historic
consequence.

Associated Press FILE - Mary Kay Henry, International President of the Service
Employees International Union (SEIU) speaks before the second of two Democratic
presidential primary debates hosted by CNN, on July 31, 2019, in the Fox Theatre in
Detroit.

“People are feeling like they’re getting less than they bargained for when they put
Biden in office. There’s a lot of emotions, and none of them are good," said Quentin
Wathum-Ocama, president of the Young Democrats of America.
“I don’t know if the right word is ‘apoplectic’ or ‘demoralized.’ We’re down. We’re
not seeing the results.”
The strength of Biden's support will determine whether Democrats maintain
threadbare majorities in Congress beyond this year or whether they will cede
lawmaking authority to a Republican Party largely controlled by former President
Donald Trump. Already, Republicans in several state legislatures have taken
advantage of Democratic divisions in Washington to enact far-reaching changes to
state election laws, abortion rights and public health measures in line with Trump's
wishes.

Associated Press FILE - Sen. Bernie Sanders, I-Vt., makes comments to reporters
about Sen. Joe Manchin, D-W.Va., as he walks to the Senate Chamber for a vote, on
Dec. 15, 2021, in Washington.
If Biden cannot unify his party and reinvigorate his political coalition, the GOP at the
state and federal levels will almost certainly grow more emboldened, and the red
wave that shaped a handful of state elections last year could fundamentally shift the
balance of power across America in November's midterm elections.
For now, virtually none of the groups that fueled Biden's 2020 victory are happy.
Young people are frustrated that he hasn’t followed through on vows to combat
climate change and student debt.
Women are worried that his plans to expand family leave, child care and universal
pre-K are stalled as abortion rights erode and schools struggle to stay open.

Moderates in both parties who once cheered Biden’s centrist approach worry that
he’s moved too far left. And voters of color, like those across Biden’s political base,
are furious that he hasn’t done more to protect their voting rights.
“We mobilized to elect President Biden because he made promises to us,” Rep. Cori
Bush, D-Mo., told The Associated Press, citing Biden’s pledge to address police
violence, student loan debt, climate change and voter suppression, among other
issues.
“We need transformative change — our very lives depend on it,” Bush said. “And
because we haven’t seen those results yet, we’re frustrated — frustrated that despite
everything we did to deliver a Democratic White House, Senate and House of
Representatives, our needs and our lives are still not being treated as a top priority.
That needs to change.”
Facing widespread frustration, the White House insists Biden is making significant
progress, especially given the circumstances when he took office.

Associated Press FILE - Rep. Cori Bush, D-Mo., cries after it was announced that the
Biden administration will enact a targeted nationwide eviction moratorium outside of
Capitol Hill in Washington, on Aug. 3, 2021.
“President Biden entered office with enormous challenges — a once-in-a-generation
pandemic, economic crisis and a hollowed-out federal government. In the first year
alone, he has delivered progress on his promises," said Cedric Richmond, a senior
adviser to the president.
He pointed to more than 6 million new jobs, 200 million vaccinated Americans, the
most diverse Cabinet in U.S. history and the most federal judges confirmed a
president's first year since Richard Nixon.

Associated Press FILE - The U.S. Capitol is seen through a display of flags on the
National Mall, one day after the inauguration of President Joe Biden, on Jan. 21,
2021, in Washington.
Richmond also highlighted historic legislative accomplishments Biden signed into law
— specifically, a $1.9 trillion pandemic relief bill that sent $1,400 checks to most
Americans and a subsequent $1 trillion infrastructure package that will fund public
works projects across every state in the nation for several years.
In an interview, Vermont Sen. Bernie Sanders, a leading voice in the Democratic
Party's left wing, described Biden's pandemic relief package as among the most
significant pieces of legislation ever enacted to help working people.
"But a lot more work needs to be done," he said.
Like other Biden allies, Sanders directed blame for the president's woes at two Senate
Democrats: Joe Manchin of West Virginia and Kyrsten Sinema of Arizona. They are
blocking the president's plan to protect voting rights by refusing to bypass the
filibuster, having already derailed Biden's “Build Back Better” package, which calls
for investments exceeding $2 trillion for child care, paid family leave, education and
climate change, among other progressive priorities.’’
“It has been a mistake to have backroom conversations with Manchin and Sinema for
the last four months, or five months," Sanders said.
“Those conversations have gotten nowhere. But what they have done is demoralize
tens of millions of Americans.”
But blaming fellow Democrats will do little to improve Biden's political standing.
According to Associated Press-NORC Center for Public Affairs Research polling
released last month, the president's approval ratings have been falling among

virtually every demographic as the pandemic continues to rage, inflation soars and
the majority of his campaign promises go unfulfilled.
A series of legal setbacks in recent days stand to make things worse. The Supreme
Court on Thursday blocked Biden's vaccine and testing requirements for big
businesses.
About 7 in 10 Black Americans said they approved of Biden in December, compared
with roughly 9 in 10 in April.
Among Hispanics, support dipped to roughly half from about 7 in 10.
Just half of women approved of Biden last month compared to roughly two-thirds in
the spring.
There was a similar drop among younger voters: Roughly half of Americans under 45
approved of the president, down from roughly two-thirds earlier in the year. The
decline was similar among those age 45 and older. And among independents, a group
that swung decidedly for Biden in 2020, just 40% of those who don't lean toward a
party approved of Biden in December, down from 63% in April.
“Biden is failing us," said John Paul Mejia, the 19-year-old spokesman for the
Sunrise Movement, a national youth organization focused on climate change.
“If Biden doesn’t use the time he has left with a Democratic majority in Congress to
fight tooth and nail for the promises that he was elected on, he will go down in history
as a could-have-been president and ultimately a coward who didn’t stand up for
democracy and a habitable planet.”
Christian Nunes, president of the National Organization for Women, said she wants
to see more urgency from Biden in protecting women’s priorities.
“In these times, we need somebody who’s going to be a fighter,” she said.
Nunes called on Biden to work harder to protect voting rights and access to abortion,
which have been dramatically curtailed in several Republican-led states. A looming
Supreme Court decision expected this summer could weaken, or wipe away, the
landmark Roe v. Wade precedent that made abortion legal.
“We are in a really dire time right now. We’re seeing so many laws passed that are
really challenging peoples’ constitutional rights,” Nunes said.
“We need someone who’s going to say we’re not going to tolerate this.”
Charlie Sykes, an anti-Trump Republican who backed Biden in 2020, said the
president is also in danger of losing moderate voters in both parties unless he can
shift his party's rhetoric more to the middle when talking about public safety, crime
and voting.

“He ran as very much a centrist, center-left candidate, but I think that a lot of
moderate swing voters are feeling a little bit left out and wondering where the Joe
Biden of 2020 went,” Sykes said.
Having only been in office for a year, Biden may have time to turn things around
before the November midterms — especially as Trump reemerges as a more visible
player in national politics. In recent years, nothing has unified Democrats more than
Trump himself.
Mary Kay Henry, president of the two-million-member Service Employees
International Union, said her members want more from Washington, but they would
be out in full force this year to remind voters of the work Biden has already done to
address concerns about the pandemic and economic security.
“President Biden is not the obstacle,” Henry said, pointing to the “intransigent
Republican caucus in the Senate” who have unified against Biden's Build Back Better
package and his plan to protect voting rights. “We’re going to have this president’s
back.”
Not everyone is as willing to commit to the Democratic president.
“We need to see Joe Biden the fighter. That’s kind of where I’m at,” said
Wathum-Ocama, the Young Democrats of America president.
"The unifier is appropriate at times. But we need somebody who’s going to fight for
our issues if we’re going to come out and turn out for him in ’22.”

Headed to disaster? US, Russia harden stances in talks
Mathew Lee & Vladimir Isachenkov (Associated Press) - AP
WASHINGTON (AP) — The failure of last week’s high-stakes diplomatic meetings to
resolve escalating tensions over Ukraine has put Russia, the United States and its
European allies in uncharted post-Cold War territory, posing significant challenges
for the main players to avoid an outright and potentially disastrous confrontation.
Unlike previous disagreements that have arisen since the collapse of the Soviet Union,
the current Ukraine crisis and seemingly insurmountable differences between
Washington and Moscow carry real risks of debilitating economic warfare and
military conflict that are exacerbated by the dangers of miscalculation and
overreaction.
For the U.S. and its NATO and other European allies, nothing less than a vast
pullback of the roughly 100,000 Russian troops now deployed near the Ukrainian
border will prove that Russian President Vladimir Putin has any intention of
negotiating in good faith.
For the Russians, the West’s absolute refusal to consider a ban on NATO expansion
and the withdrawal of troops from Eastern Europe is proof of its perfidy.

Associated Press NATO Secretary General Jens Stoltenberg, right, welcomes Russia's
Deputy Foreign Minister Alexander Grushko, center, and Russia's Deputy Defense
Minister Alexander Fomin prior to the NATO-Russia Council at NATO headquarters,
in Brussels, on Jan. 12, 2022.
The failure of last week's high-stakes diplomatic meetings to resolve escalating
tensions over Ukraine has put Russia, the United States and its European allies in
uncharted post-Cold War territory. (Olivier Hoslet, Pool Photo via AP)
Potential concessions are complicated by the fact neither Putin nor President Joe
Biden wants to be seen as backing down before either domestic or foreign audiences.
The refusal thus far by each side to climb down from what the other regards as
unrealistic and maximalist demands has left the prospects for diplomacy in limbo,
with the U.S. and its allies accusing Russia of stoking tensions for no legitimate
reason and the Russians complaining again that the Americans are the aggressors.
Some believe the situation will have to become even more dire before the impasse can
be broken.
“The gap in perceptions is so broad that a new and dangerous escalation could be
necessary to make the parties open up their imagination and search for agreements,”
Fyodor Lukyanov, the head of the Moscow-based Council for Foreign and Defense
Policies, observed in a commentary.
For Western analysts, it seems a situation in which Putin will have to compromise if
conflict is to be avoided. Some think Putin's focus on NATO, which has struggled for
years with questions about its relevance, may have given the alliance a new lease on
life.
“This is an extremely uncertain and tense period without an obvious way out unless
Putin backs down,” said Jeff Rathke, a Europe expert and former U.S. diplomat who
is currently president of the American Institute for Contemporary German Studies at
Johns Hopkins University.

“He’s talked himself into a frenzy that is hard to walk away from if he doesn’t get the
fundamental redrawing of the European security architecture that he claims to want.
He’s shown he’s ready to play chicken with the threat of massive military force to
bring that about and he’s certainly gotten everyone’s attention, but he hasn’t changed
anyone’s views,” Rathke said.
US. officials from Biden, Secretary of State Antony Blinken and national security
adviser Jake Sullivan to chief negotiator Wendy Sherman have said it is Russia that
faces a “stark choice.”
De-escalate or face punishing sanctions and the opposite of what it wants: an
increased NATO presence in Eastern Europe and a more well-armed Ukraine.
Yet in Russia, officials say the shoe is on the other foot. They have cast their demands
as an “absolute imperative” and have argued that the Western failure to meet them
makes talks on other issues irrelevant.
Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov said Friday that Russia had vainly tried for years to
persuade the U.S. and its allies to engage in talks on the non-deployment of
intermediate-range missiles to Europe, limits on war games and rules to avoid
dangerously close encounters between Russian and allied warships and aircraft until
the U.S. and NATO expressed willingness to discuss those issues this week.
He attributed the change in approach to a U.S. desire to shift attention away from
Russia’s main demands, adding that Moscow will focus on NATO non-expansion. And
he insisted that it’s the U.S. that’s formulating the position in talks while other allies
just march on its orders.
“To be frank, everyone understands that the prospect for reaching a deal depends on
the U.S.,” Lavrov said.
He said whatever the U.S. says about the need to consult allies in negotiations "are
just excuses and attempts to drag the process out.”
Thus, the stalemate.
The West’s approach has been to have “as much diplomatic effort as possible to
de-escalate,” said Andrew Weiss, vice president for studies at the Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace, where he oversees research in Washington and
Moscow on Russia and Eurasia.
“The problem we’ve got is that the Russians mean business, and they’ve shown us in
a bunch of cases, in 2014, in 2008, that they’re prepared to go to war to get these
things, and we’re not," he said.
"And that’s the challenge."
The tough and uncompromising Russian positions have led some to believe that
Moscow will only up the ante after receiving what all sides expect will be formal,
written refusals from the U.S. and NATO to accede to its demands.

Indeed, the chief Russian negotiator in the talks, Deputy Foreign Minister Sergei
Ryabkov, suggested Thursday that Moscow might respond to rejections by escalating
matters outside of Europe through the potential deployment of troops to Cuba and
Venezuela. The U.S. has called such a suggestion “bluster” and said it would respond
decisively if it happened.
“The lack of a diplomatic solution logically leads to the further exacerbation of the
crisis,” wrote Dmitri Trenin, the head of the Carnegie Moscow Center, in an online
analysis.
Trenin predicted that a set of “military-technical measures” that Putin said Russia
would take if the West rejects its demands could include “a broad array of moves ...
from the deployment of new weapons systems in various regions to much stronger
military ties with Belarus and a closer coordination with the Chinese partners.”
Still, there's a risk that by focusing his ire on NATO, Putin may have inadvertently
strengthened its hand, especially with its newer members like the Baltic states,
Hungary, Poland and the Czech Republic.
“For countries that have joined NATO since the Cold War, you can definitely say that
NATO is more relevant to them now than it was a year ago or in 2014," Rathke said.
“Anyone who thought that NATO was no longer relevant to European security has
been taught a lesson in the last few months. And it’s only going to get worse.”

Algeria prepares for war with Morocco, panics due to Israel - report
Benjamin Weinthal - Jerusalem Post

REUTERS - Christian Hartmann

The People's Democratic Republic of Algeria - the formal name for the northern
Africa nation - is in a state of acute anxiety and paranoia over the growing military
cooperation between Israel and Morocco’s Royal Armed Forces.
The French news organization L'Opinion reported in late 2021 that "the tension rises
every day a little more between Algeria and Morocco, to the point that we are now
talking about war between the two Maghreb countries."
The Paris-based news outlet quoted sources close to the Algerian military who said
that "Algeria does not want war with Morocco, but it is ready to do so.”
A self-described “hawkish” source close to Algeria’s military told the French paper
that “if it has to be done, it is today, because we are militarily superior at all levels
and this may not be the case in a few years.”
The source added that what is upsetting the Algeria regime “is Israel's support for
Morocco. This will change the situation, within an estimated three-year period.”

The Jerusalem Post DEFENSE MINISTER Benny Gantz and Morocco’s Defense
Administration Minister Abdellatif Loudiyi sign a defense memorandum in Rabat last
month. (credit: ISRAEL DEFENSE MINISTRY)
According to a L'Opinion source, “the weapons that worry Algerians the most are
those related to electronic warfare and drones.
“For now, the Americans are telling the Israelis not to supply weapon systems that
could cause an immediate military imbalance in favor of Morocco.”.
In November, Israeli Defense Minister Benny Gantz signed the first-ever defense and
security memorandum of understanding with his Moroccan counterpart.
Defense News reported in November that "the Moroccan military has purchased the
Israeli counter-drone system Skylock Dome, and in the same month, media outlets

reported that Israel Aerospace Industries (IAI) secured $22 million deal to provide
Morocco with "kamikaze" drones.
L’Opinion reported that the appointment of former defense minister Amir Peretz as
head of IAI, creates additional worries for Algeria's regime. Peretz was born in the
city of Bejaad in the Moroccan province of Beni-mellal-Khenifra.
L'Opinion's sources said that the battle between Morocco and Algeria is for
“leadership in the region.”
The sources said that Algeria "must implement a more aggressive diplomatic
strategy.”
L’Opinion noted that “over the last ten years, Algiers has bought twice as much
equipment ($10.5 billion) as Morocco ($4.5).”
In 2018, Morocco, which established diplomatic normalization with Israel in 2020,
said the Iranian embassy in Algeria aided the Lebanese terrorist organization
Hezbollah in support of the Polisario independent movement in the
Moroccan-controlled Western Sahara.
“Hezbollah sent military officials to Polisario and provided the front with ... weapons
and trained them on urban warfare,” Nasser Bourita, Morocco’s foreign minister,
said in 2018.
The US and scores of governments in Europe, the Middle East and Latin America
have classified the Iranian-backed jihadi movement Hezbollah as a terrorist entity.
In 2018, Morocco evicted Iran’s ambassador from its territory and shuttered its
embassy in Tehran due to the Islamic Republic of Iran’s support for Hezbollah and
for the Polisario Front, a Western Saharan independence movement.
The US government declared that the Western Sahara region is part of Morocco’s
territory.
Morocco’s foreign minister Nasser Bourita said at the time that “a first shipment of
weapons was recently” sent to the Algerian-regime-backed Polisario Front through
an “element” at the Iranian’s regime embassy in Algiers.
“Morocco has irrefutable proof, names, and specific actions to corroborate the
complicity between the Polisario and Hezbollah,” Bourita said.
Observers of Algeria have noted that the nation is a hotbed of antisemitic and
anti-Israel rhetoric targeting Israel over the years, including efforts to undercut
Israeli-Moroccan diplomatic normalization.
Following the US negotiated breakthrough to establish relations between Morocco
and Israel in 2020, Algeria’s then-prime minister Abdelaziz Djerad was quoted as
saying that "there is now a desire by the Zionist entity to come closer to our borders.”
The Algerian minister of communication, Ammar Belhimer, said in September, that
Algeria was “the subject of a real and systematic war from several parties, foremost
of which is the Moroccan-Zionist alliance,” according to the Morocco World News.

Algeria has been in a state of enormous volatility since the Hirak movement—also
known as the Revolution of Smiles—started in February 2019 to protest the
then-president Abdelaziz Bouteflika’s announcement to run for a fifth term. The Hirak
movement seeks a democratic Algeria.
The Jerusalem Post reported in 2021 that Algerian President Abdelmadjid Tebboune
sacked his country's mediator Karim Younès on May 18 due to his daughter's
reported marriage with an Israeli-Arab.
Michael Rubin, a US foreign expert for the American Enterprise Institute, has long
argued that Morocco should be hailed as a model Muslim Middle East country for, by
way of example, its pro-American policies. In 1777, the Kingdom of Morocco was the
world's first country to recognize US independence.

In Effort to Slam Joe Biden, PA State Senator Wants to Send Relocated Migrants to
Delaware
Alex J. Rouhandeh - Newsweek
A Republican state senator in Pennsylvania announced his intentions to present
legislation that would transport undocumented migrants residing in Pennsylvania to
President Joe Biden's home state of Delaware.
State Senator Mario Scavello, who served as a state representative for 12 years
before being elected to the Pennsylvania State Senate in 2015, told Newsweek that he
intends to push the measure next month "or sooner."
He said that he was inspired to introduce the action, which is being co-sponsored by
fellow GOP State Senator Doug Mastriano after he noticed that migrants were being
flown to the airports near his district, Pennsylvania's 40th, and put up hotels around
the area.
The idea to transfer the migrants out of the state was inspired by Republican
Governor Ron DeSantis' $8 million proposal to take the same action in Florida,
Scavello said. He said he chose for them to potentially be moved to Delaware in order
to better grab the president's attention.
"If he's not going to protect the border, maybe he'll protect Delaware," Scavello said.
"They belong back at the border, but the president isn't enforcing it."

Pennsylvania State Senator Mario Scavello believes America is the land of
opportunity but said bringing migrants to his district burdens tax payers. Here, he
appears in a state senate portrait.
Since Biden took office, U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) has encountered
almost 1.78 million migrants at the southwest border.
While avenues for them to seek asylum in the United States remain largely cut off due
to the Title 42 public health order, some qualifying individuals are eligible to enter
the country and may be placed in states through the Office of Refugee Resettlement.
The Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) also transfers migrant
children who are left in its care.
Scavello told Newsweek that being an immigrant himself (he emigrated from Italy
when he was five years old) he still sees America as "the land of opportunity."
However, he decided that this measure needed to be presented because taxpayers in
his community should not have to front the expenses that he believes migrants will
place on the area's medical facilities and schools.
"(The federal government), they're not funding the education of these kids. It's on the
backs of the people that live in those communities," Scavello said.
"I'm one of those that always looks for a way to help, especially the seniors that are
really hurting paying their school taxes."
The state senator said that he is optimistic that the bill will pass. However, he expects
that the state's Democratic Senator Tom Wolf will look to veto it.
Scavello said he has not spoken with the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) or
any officials with the Biden administration regarding the transfers.
Newsweek contacted DHS and HHS inquiring about the Pennsylvania transfers.

