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"I'm not much of a conspiracy theorist... but has anyone ever seen Biden and Beavis
in the same room," a user asked rhetorically.

North Korea has the world's largest special-operations force. A defected spy offers
hints about how they'd be used in a war.
Stavros Atlamazoglou (insider@insider.com) - Business Insider

North Korea frequently taunts its rivals with a nuclear destruction, and despite its
own dire economic and social situation, Pyongyang certainly has the military
capabilities to instigate a war that could kill hundreds of thousands, if not millions.
Nuclear weapons, ballistic missiles, thousands of artillery pieces, and millions of
fanatical troops are the core of the North Korean threat. But Kim Jong Un has
another ace up his sleeve: potent special-operations forces.
Not much is known about this force, but recent revelations by a senior North Korean
spy who defected offer some insight into how Pyongyang's commandos train and
fight.
North Korea's commandos
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The Korean People's Army (KPA) is one of the largest in the world, with an
active-duty force of about 1.3 million. Pyongyang also has more than 200,000 special
operators organized in standard formations, such as brigades, regiments, battalions,
and in even smaller, more specialized outfits.
The typical special-operations unit has between 3,000 and 5,000 commandos and
falls under the different branches of the North Korean military and under
Pyongyang's intelligence service, the Reconnaissance General Bureau.
North Korean special-operations units can be divided by specialty.
Reconnaissance units specialize in collecting intelligence and passing it back to
headquarters. Airborne units can infiltrate by air and seize and hold targets like
airfields or bridges. Maritime units can infiltrate from submarines or ships and
conduct littoral raids. Commando units can conduct direct-action operations, such as
raids.
North Korean troops may appear very well equipped during parades in Pyongyang,
but those weapons and gear aren't necessarily distributed to the rest of the force.
Because of their special mission, North Korean special-operations units receive the
best equipment and training.
In a recent report, the US Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) said "North Korean
SOF are highly trained and well-equipped in comparison to other units, and, if
successfully infiltrated into the South, would be capable of disruptive attacks in the
rear area."
That gear is rudimentary compared to other countries' special-operations units, but
even with technological or logistical shortcomings compared to US and South Korean
special-operations units, North Korean commandos are a dedicated and dangerous
foe.
Crossing the line
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According to the US military, KPA doctrine and tactics for ground operations have
largely remained the same since the Korean War in the 1950s. Special-operations
forces play an important part in KPA's war-fighting doctrine, which seeks to attack an
enemy target simultaneously from numerous angles.
North Korean special-operations doctrine emphasizes speed and surprise.
Pyongyang's special-operations forces have two strategic missions: to infiltrate South
Korea and conduct unconventional warfare and sabotage on the US and South
Korean rear lines and to defend North Korea against US or South Korean
special-operations units.
If a major war broke out, the North Korean play would be to swiftly cross the
Demilitarized Zone and flood South Korea with troops, attempting a repeat of the
early stages of the Korean War, when communist forces almost drove South Korean
and UN troops into the sea.
In such a scenario, North Korean heavy infantry or mechanized units would strike at
South Korean and US forces' frontlines. North Korean special-operations forces,
organized in commando or light infantry units, would conduct unconventional
warfare to the rear or on the flanks, attacking supply lines, command-and-control
centers, and other strategic facilities.
By design, North Korea's commandos are aggressive and would prefer to be on the
offensive, which is in line with special-operations doctrine around the around.

STR/AFP via Getty Images North Korean special-operations forces during an
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They "would be a fierce enemy" if a war broke out, a former Green Beret who served
in South Korea told Insider.
The Kim regime has cultivated a cult of personality around its leaders, with public
pledges of loyalty by troops and military elites.

"We have the technological advantage and our planes and missiles can bomb them
back to the Stone Age, but they will be fighting for their 'god,'" the former Green
Beret said.
"Since birth, they have been brought up in this cultist environment where the supreme
leader is their 'god.' They are fanatical and tough. Korean winters are no joke, and
these guys have been trained to survive and operate in such environments. They
would fight to the last man."
Pyongyang might also use conventional military operations to distract US and South
Korean forces and allow its special-operations units to infiltrate the South
successfully.
In 2010, 46 sailors were killed when a South Korean vessel was sunk in a suspected
North Korean submarine attack. A few months later, North Korean artillery shelled a
South Korean island near the two countries' maritime boundary, killing four people.
In a recent interview with the BBC, Kim Kuk-song, a senior North Korean
intelligence officer who defected to South Korea, described how Kim Jong Un uses
North Korea's military and intelligence resources for personal enrichment or revenge
against real or perceived enemies. North Korean special-operations forces may also
facilitate such "gang-style" operations.
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In the event of a war with South Korea, North Korean commandos would also likely
attempt a strike against South Korea's leaders and command-and-control centers,
seeking to decapitate South Korean leadership and sow confusion in the initial hours
of the conflict.
It wouldn't be the first time North Korean commandos have tried something like that.
On January 31, 1969, a North Korean special-operations assault force infiltrated into
South Korea with the goal of assassinating South Korean President Park Chung-hee.

The commando team moved fast and aggressively and managed to reach Park's
residence in Seoul, even though they were spotted by some farmers along the way.
That's when everything unraveled, however, as the North Koreans didn't know the
code word to enter the residence and got into a running firefight with South Korean
troops.
In the end, only one North Korean commando managed to get back into North Korea,
with the rest captured or killed.
The threat of infiltration and of other attacks by North Korean commandos remains.
North Korea may exaggerate its military capabilities regularly, but its
special-operations forces are no joke.
(Stavros Atlamazoglou is a defense journalist specializing in special operations, a
Hellenic Army veteran (national service with the 575th Marine Battalion and Army
HQ), and a Johns Hopkins University graduate.)

France seizes British trawler as post-Brexit fishing row spirals
Al Jazeera

France has seized one British trawler for operating in its territorial waters without a
licence and fined another as a bitter dispute with the United Kingdom over
post-Brexit access to fishing grounds escalates.
The French maritime ministry said the ships were cautioned during checks by
maritime police on fishing vessels off the northern port of Le Havre overnight on
Wednesday, hours after Paris warned it needed to “speak the language of strength”
with London amid the smouldering row and warned of impending sanctions.

The seized trawler, now under the control of French judicial authorities, did not have
proof it was allowed to fish in French waters, the maritime ministry said.
It was subsequently rerouted to Le Havre and was tied up at the port’s quayside. The
boat’s captain could now face criminal charges and its catch may be confiscated.
The other boat was fined for initially resisting a check by the maritime police.
British Interior Minister Priti Patel described the seizure as “disappointing” as
Environment Minister George Eustice called for calm.
Eustice told the British Parliament that he had spoken to EU Commissioner
Virginijus Sinkevicius and stressed: “It is important we remain calm, de-escalate it.”
The incidents came after France threatened to take retaliatory measures from next
week over what it says is the UK’s refusal to grant its fishermen the full number of
licences to operate inside British waters that Paris claims is warranted.
The UK and the Channel Island of Jersey last month denied dozens of French fishing
boats the right to operate in their territorial waters, saying they did not supply
evidence to support their applications to do so.
France says the restrictions are contrary to the post-Brexit agreement that London
signed when it left the EU on January 31 last year.
London and Paris trade barbs
Negotiations between the UK and the European Commission, the European Union’s
executive arm, over the fishing rights dispute are ongoing.
After weeks of talks, UK authorities have issued more licences but the number still
accounts only for 50 percent of what France believes it “is entitled to”, French
government spokesman Gabriel Attal said on Wednesday.
Attal’s remarks came as the French ministers for Europe and for maritime affairs
said in a joint statement on Wednesday that Paris will bar UK fishing boats from
designated ports and impose extra customs checks on British goods entering France
from November 2 unless an acceptable agreement is reached before then.
That raises the prospect of more economic pain before Christmas for the UK, which is
currently facing labour shortages and rising energy prices.
Paris is also reviewing a second round of sanctions which “doesn’t exclude”
measures that would target energy supplies to the UK.
European Affairs Minister Clement Beaune told news channel CNews France needed
to “speak the language of strength since that seems to be the only thing this British
government understands”.

But the UK has defended its stance, with officials saying that fishing licences have
been issued to vessels able to show a track record of operating in its waters in the
years prior to its withdrawal from the EU.
A government spokesperson said on Thursday that France’s threatened actions “do
not appear to be compatible” with the UK-EU Brexit withdrawal agreement “and
wider international law”, before warning they will be met with an appropriate and
calibrated response if carried through.
“France’s threats are disappointing and disproportionate and not what we would
expect from a close ally and partner,” the spokesperson said.
Al Jazeera’s Andrew Simmons, reporting from London, said the dispute appeared to
be heading towards further “escalation”.
“It’s unclear how this will be resolved, because the threats are going in a very serious
direction,” Simmons said.
“This is a time of real tension between France and Britain over a raft of issues,” he
added, citing the row that erupted in the wake of the announcement of the AUKUS
security pact between the UK, the United States and Australia.
The trilateral agreement for the Indo-Pacific region led to Australia scrapping a multi
billion-dollar deal with France to build conventional submarines.
It will instead acquire at least eight nuclear-powered submarines with US and British
technology.

Joe Biden's Trip to Global Climate Talks Is Pointless, Arnold Schwarzenegger Says
Toria Barnhart - Newsweek

Then-Vice President Joseph Biden (R) speaks while flanked by then-Governor Arnold
Schwarzenegger (R-CA) (L) during an event in the Eisenhower Executive Office
Building on October 30, 2009 in Washington, DC.

Former California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger denounced President Joe
Biden's plans to travel to Europe for climate talks amid the Democrat's declining
approval rating.
Schwarzenegger, a Republican, was speaking at an environmental justice conference
on Wednesday when he criticized the lack of communication surrounding the
upcoming U.N. climate talks.
The former politician was disapproving of the organization's model that asks leaders
to reach agreements with no promise that their governments will pass the measures.
He specifically referenced the good intentions of former President Bill Clinton in
signing the Kyoto Protocol but upon his return, Congress didn't approve it.
"Same thing: Biden can go over to Glasgow and he can promise everything,"
Schwarzenegger said. "But as you could see, he cannot get anything passed right
now."
He continued, "So what does a promise and a pledge mean in the end? Nothing. Over
and over, year after year, they make these pledges and they come out to declare
victory, but then nothing is getting done. And so this is what I'm worried about."
Biden is set to attend the climate summit in Glasgow, Scotland, next week as
Democrat lawmakers quickly work to reach an agreement on the president's social
safety net and climate bill.
The political stalemate, Biden's handling of the coronavirus pandemic, delays in the
supply chain and withdrawal of U.S. troops from Afghanistan have caused the
president's approval rating to drop as he risks losing more support from Democrats.
According to a Tuesday Suffolk University poll of likely Virginia voters, 52 percent of
respondents said they disapproved of Biden and 66 percent said they felt the nation
was headed in the wrong direction.
One day prior, Biden's approval rating was scored at 43.5 percent. The Democrat's
disapproval rating was 50.6 percent, according to a poll of polls created by data
website FiveThirtyEight.
Within the president's own party, progressive Democrats have vowed to oppose the
bipartisan infrastructure bill unless key issues like affordable housing, Medicare
expansion and climate change are included in Biden's Build Back Better act.
Aspects of Biden's social safety net and climate bill continue to be cut as moderate
members oppose the legislation's cost.
The Congressional Progressive Caucus, made up of nearly 100 progressive members,
even tweeted that "we have a moral obligation and a governing mandate to pass"
policies pertaining to social issues, and a number of members hinted that they may no
longer support the bipartisan public works measure.

Similarly, while Schwarzenegger wouldn't specify what he'd change about the U.N.'s
method, he said the organization needs to take a different approach.
"Environmentalists have this kind of great problem talking to each other and trying to
outdo each other with how smart they are and how much research they've done,"
Schwarzenegger said.
"But in the meantime, they're missing the most important thing, which is
communicating the proper way with the public."
Newsweek reached out to the White House for comment.

Four Intelligence Agencies Produced Reports on Afghanistan, but Failed to Predict
Kabul's Collapse
Vivian Salama & Warren P. Strobel - The Wall Street Journal
WASHINGTON—Leading U.S. intelligence agencies failed to predict the rapid
Taliban takeover of Afghanistan prior to the final withdrawal of American troops and
instead offered scattershot assessments of the staying power of the Afghan military
and government, a review of wide-ranging summaries of classified material by The
Wall Street Journal shows.

Karim sahib/Agence France-Presse/Getty Images Four Intelligence Agencies
Produced Reports on Afghanistan, but Failed to Predict Kabul's Collapse
The nearly two dozen intelligence assessments from four different agencies haven’t
been previously reported. The assessments charted Taliban advances from spring
2020 through this July, forecasting that the group would continue to gain ground and
that the U.S.-backed government in Kabul was unlikely to survive absent U.S.
support.

The analyses, however, differed over how long the Afghan government and military
could hold on, the summaries show, with none foreseeing the group’s lightning sweep
into the Afghan capital by Aug. 15 while U.S. forces remained on the ground.
A month after President Biden announced his decision to withdraw all U.S. troops,
for instance, the Central Intelligence Agency issued a May 17 report titled
“Government at Risk of Collapse Following U.S. Withdrawal.” The report estimated
that the government of Afghan President Ashraf Ghani would fall by year’s end,
according to a summary.
Less than a month later, the agency issued another analysis titled: “Afghanistan:
Assessing Prospects for a Complete Taliban Takeover Within Two Years,” according
to a summary.
A June 4 Defense Intelligence Agency report, meanwhile, said the Taliban would
pursue an incremental strategy of isolating rural areas from Kabul over the next 12
months, according to a summary. In an “Executive Memorandum” on July 7, the DIA
said the Afghan government would hold Kabul, according to a person familiar with
the report.
The intelligence shortfalls underpinned some of the policy failures that resulted in
chaotic mass civilian evacuations in the deadly final weeks of the U.S.’s 20-year
Afghan war.
The summaries of the reports, which start in April 2020, provide the most detailed
picture to date of what the U.S. intelligence community was telling Mr. Biden, and
President Donald Trump before him, as each president sought to end the war that
killed 2,400 U.S. military personnel and by some estimates cost more than $2 trillion.
Policy makers across the national-security apparatus rely on such intelligence reports
to shape their decisions and planning. While varied and conflicting assessments are
common, the disparities may complicate efforts among decision makers to reach
consensus.
For the Afghan withdrawal, contingency planning, including the evacuation
operations, relied heavily on the intelligence assessments, U.S. officials with
knowledge of the policy planning said.
Members of Congress have been scrutinizing many aspects of the tumultuous exit
from Afghanistan, including the performance of the intelligence community, after the
administration was blindsided by the Taliban’s rapid advance.
Assumptions that the Afghan security forces and government could hold out for some
time were central to the administration’s withdrawal plans. Those called for the U.S.
military to draw down rapidly while the embassy remained well-staffed to provide
visas and other support to Afghan allies weeks and months after American troops left.
When the Afghan government cratered, the U.S. military—much of which had left the
country by August—reversed course, sending thousands of troops to evacuate the
embassy and Afghans. In the ensuing rush, a suicide bombing and other violence

killed scores more Afghans and 13 U.S. service members. Tens of thousands of
Afghan allies and about 200 Americans were left behind.
The Journal reviewed titles, dates and summaries of reports from the CIA, the DIA,
the Office of the Director of National Intelligence and the State Department’s
intelligence bureau. The documents represent a portion of the intelligence produced
by those and other agencies on the deteriorating security situation in Afghanistan.
Representatives of the CIA, the DIA, the State Department and the Office of Director
of National Intelligence, which coordinates all U.S. intelligence agencies, declined to
comment.
“Directionally, they were all correct that things were going to deteriorate,” a senior
administration official said, while acknowledging that the agencies provided a
“mixed picture.” “They’re not oracles,” he said.
Mr. Biden promised to withdraw from Afghanistan when he ran for president, and the
U.S. officials with knowledge of the policy planning said the varying intelligence
assessments had little impact on his decision to withdraw.
National security adviser Jake Sullivan said in August that the administration would
conduct a “hotwash” of the withdrawal to determine “where we can do better, where
we can find holes or weaknesses and plug them, as we go forward.”
An administration official said various agencies have begun or will soon begin their
reviews.
CIA Director William Burns, among others, has defended the intelligence agencies’
overall performance while acknowledging that events unfolded faster than predicted.
“There’s a very sobering picture that we painted of some very troubling trend lines”
in Afghanistan, he said at a Stanford University appearance last week.
“So does that mean that we, with mathematical precision, can say that, you know,
former President Ghani in Afghanistan is going to flee his office and not tell his
senior-most aides on the 15th of August? No.”
Mr. Ghani fled the country as the Taliban entered Kabul.
Current and former officials said that intelligence agencies’ ability to track the course
of the war outside Kabul eroded rapidly as U.S. troops began withdrawing from
Afghanistan under Mr. Trump and closing far-flung bases used as collection
platforms.
That diminishing intelligence-collection capacity became a growing concern among
lawmakers in the months leading up to the fall of Kabul, a Senate aide said.
“As you pull troops back, you’re not able to have collectors forward,” said Army Col.
Thomas Spahr, who helped manage the drawdown of military intelligence assets in
Afghanistan from summer 2019 to summer 2020. The CIA, he said, ceased to conduct
annual district-by-district assessments in the country.

Sen. Mark Warner, the Virginia Democrat who chairs the Senate Intelligence
Committee, said that after reviewing intelligence reports leading up to the evacuation
and holding classified hearings, “the intelligence was fundamentally accurate and
on-point in predicting the trajectory of the Taliban takeover.” That a rapid
withdrawal would be chaotic “should have come as no surprise,” he said in a
statement.
Bill Roggio, a senior fellow who follows Afghanistan at the Foundation for Defense of
Democracies, a hawkish think tank in Washington, said intelligence agencies and
policy makers bear responsibility for being blindsided by the Taliban’s swift
battlefield success.
Mr. Roggio said individual analysts at several agencies he was in touch with foresaw
a rapid Taliban takeover, “and for whatever reason that didn’t make it to the top.”
“The intelligence community needs to take a long, hard look at how it provides
assessments to senior leadership,” Mr. Roggio said. The White House, he said,
seemed intent on the troop withdrawal.
After then-President Trump in February 2020 agreed with the Taliban to withdraw
U.S. troops from Afghanistan by May 2021, a CIA report warned that the
U.S.-supported government in Kabul was unlikely to survive.
The April 13, 2020, report titled, “How Afghanistan Collapses After U.S. Pullout”
came from the CIA’s “Red Cell,” whose mission is to conduct alternative assessments.
It projected the demise of Mr. Ghani’s government once U.S. troops and funding were
gone.
Another report, “Implications of Full US Troop Withdrawal,” was published on Dec.
14, 2020, by the National Intelligence Council, which conducts long-range strategic
analysis for the Director of National Intelligence. The NIC foresaw a rapid Taliban
takeover but said the group’s gains would accelerate after a U.S. troop withdrawal.
In April, Mr. Biden announced the full withdrawal of U.S. troops from Afghanistan no
later than Sept. 11, 2021. Former CIA Deputy Director Michael Morell said that
announcement—and not the departure of the last U.S. soldier in August—started the
clock ticking on how long the Afghan government could survive.
“That’s when the psychology changed for everybody in Afghanistan,” he told an
event at George Mason University’s Hayden Center in September. “It was the
moment the Taliban knew it was going to win.”
Mr. Morell said: “Throughout the history of the 20 years, CIA was by far—by
far—the most pessimistic agency about how the war was going.”
Intelligence from the CIA and DIA diverged in part, officials said, due to their
differing missions. Overall, CIA assessments focused more on long-term and policy
implications of the withdrawal, while the DIA, which serves the Pentagon, focused on
military intelligence and tactical assessment and didn’t explore collapse scenarios,
said an official familiar with the intelligence.

The senior administration official said the DIA “bought into some of the myths”
about the capability of the Afghan military, which had been trained by the U.S.
In late April, DIA said that the Afghan National Defense and Security forces are
“likely to hold Kabul while Taliban focuses elsewhere,” according to one summary. A
week later, the agency raised the potential for the Afghan government to splinter but
said it would keep control of Kabul.
A June 8 report noted the potential for Afghan security forces to collapse in key
provinces, but still Kabul would hold.
The CIA, by contrast, consistently warned of potential collapse after a U.S. pullout,
the summaries show. During the last year of the Trump administration, the CIA
reported that it saw three different scenarios after a U.S. military withdrawal: a
garrison state, where Mr. Ghani’s military would control Kabul and its environs; a
divided country with the government and Taliban each controlling parts of
Afghanistan; or a complete Taliban takeover.
By April 2021, the CIA was warning of isolated highways, which jeopardized the
Afghan government’s tenuous grip on power, and that Afghanistan would pose a
terrorism threat outside its borders once the U.S. exited.
A month later, the CIA predicted the government’s collapse without U.S. support, but
saw that occurring a short time after the U.S. withdrawal.
Members of the Afghan government also foresaw a short time frame, according to a
July 23, 2021, DIA report titled, “Afghanistan stability update - senior officials fear
govt collapse.” The report said Afghan Vice President Amrullah Saleh thought his
own government would fall in October, while the country’s foreign minister believed
it would be in September.

Biden plans to fundamentally alter the US economy. Here's how we know.
Justin Haskins - Fox Business
The notion that President Biden is an ideological "moderate" is a myth. It’s cooked up
by political operatives seeking to normalize Biden’s sweeping leftist policy proposals
and appeal to independent voters in swing states.
Perhaps the best and most recent evidence is Biden’s recent decision to nominate
Cornell University professor Saule Omarova to head the Office of the Comptroller of
the Currency (OCC). The OCC is an influential regulatory office that "charters,
regulates, and supervises all national banks, federal savings associations, and federal
branches and agencies of foreign banks."
REBEKAH KOFFLER: BIDEN NOMINEE PREFERS SOVIET SYSTEM TO
FREE-MARKET ECONOMY – DON'T LET THEM DESTROY THE US

In choosing Omarova, Biden signaled not only that he is committed to appealing to
left-wing activists—and perhaps even socialists—but also that he fully intends to
fundamentally alter the U.S. economy.
Republicans and conservative pundits have already made hay over the facts that
Omarova was educated in the Soviet Union; wrote her college thesis about communist
godfather Karl Marx (which she refuses to hand over to members of the Senate
Banking Committee); and her previous statements about effectively ending much of
the private banking industry in favor of expanding the role of the Federal Reserve.
But these concerns only scratch the surface.
SAULE OMAROVA COULD BE NEXT BIDEN NOMINEE TO GO DOWN WITH
BANKING COMMITTEE DEMS RELUCTANT TO SUPPORT HER
Omarova is truly one of the most radical individuals ever to be nominated for a
position in the federal government. Over the course of her long career, she has
repeatedly called for a dramatic transformation of the U.S. economy that would, by
design, limit consumer choices, heavily restrict businesses, and put government
bureaucrats in charge of most economic activity.
For example, in a 2020 interview with MSNBC’s Chris Hayes, Omarova called for a
"new public institution" called the National Investment Authority (NIA).
Omarova told Hayes the NIA "would be charged with the task of devising and
implementing and financing a coherent strategy of sort of economic restructuring,
making sure that our U.S. economy as a national enterprise, right, is structured in a
way that actually has a future and that we actually work toward making our economy
more resilient in the face of shocks, big pandemics, big climate change, big whatever
kind of shocks we experience that we have resources that we can mobilize and
reapportion in the way we need it."
BIDEN NOMINEE SAULT OMAROVA CALLS FINANCIAL SERVICES
‘QUINTESSENTIAL A------ INDUSTRY’
According to Omarova, the NIA would be a key economic "public manager" led by a
politically appointed governing board of seven to nine members, each serving terms
lasting 10 to 12 years.
"The mandate of that board would be to devise and implement the coherent national
strategy of economic development," Omarova said. "So economic growth, structurally
balanced geographically and sectorally [sic] and so on and so forth."
Under her model, NIA would control the U.S. economy by making substantial
investment decisions in the areas deemed worthy by central planners—so as to ensure
businesses are operating in line with left-wing goals.
For example, to battle climate change, NIA might invest huge sums of cash into solar
companies, while effectively closing off financing to fossil-fuel companies.
Omarova has proposed other shocking reforms as well. In a paper titled "Bank
Governance and Systemic Stability: The ‘Golden Share’ Approach," Omarova called

for the creation of a "golden share" for the federal government—which could be used
to control virtually all corporations.
"In the context of government action, the term golden share denotes a wide range of
legal arrangements giving the government special, exclusive, and nontransferable
corporate-governance rights in privately owned enterprises," Omarova wrote.
"As a holder of the golden share," she continued later in the paper, "the government
could have disproportionate voting power with respect to the election of the
company’s directors and various strategic decisions affecting the operation of the
company, including decisions to merge, dispose of material assets, or enter or
discontinue a particular line of business."
Omarova’s extraconstitutional "golden share" and National Investment Authority
would transform U.S. markets into a top-down, command-and-control, Soviet-style
economy that’s managed directly or indirectly by government bureaucrats or
appointees.
Free-market economic decision-making would be a thing of the past—as would the
pursuit of any economic activity not in line with the desires of those in power.
Even if the Democrat-controlled Senate ends up rejecting Omarova, the fact that
President Biden believes she would be a good choice for the OCC proves that his
administration’s long-term goal is to replace America’s market economy with a
quasi-socialist system.
Why else would Biden nominate a highly controversial academic like Omarova, who
offers absolutely no political advantages for the White House nor for congressional
Democrats?
President Biden campaigned with the promise that he would unite the United States
and help Americans "return to normal" after they were forced to endure far-reaching,
catastrophic coronavirus lockdown.
But now that Biden is in office, Americans are learning the hard way that talk is
cheap and that Biden’s "moderate" persona was nothing more than a political tactic
meant to fool voters.
The nomination of Saule Omarova proves that beyond any doubt.
(Justin Haskins (Jhaskins@heartland.org) is the director of the Stopping Socialism
Center at The Heartland Institute and the co-author, with Glenn Beck, of the
forthcoming book, "The Great Reset: Joe Biden and the Rise of 21st Century
Fascism.")

The President's Gamble: Biden Implores Democrats to Support His Agenda
Michael D. Shear & Jim Tankersley - New York Times

WASHINGTON — President Biden was blunt. Democrats had to rally behind
his $1.85 trillion economic and environmental spending bill, he told them on
Thursday, because nothing less than his presidency was at stake.

Sarahbeth Maney/The New York Times President Biden, fourth from left, met with
Democratic lawmakers at the Capitol on Thursday to ask for their support of his
revised proposal.
“I don’t think it’s hyperbole,” he said as he unveiled a revised proposal and pleaded
with Democratic lawmakers to support it during a last-minute morning meeting at the
Capitol, hours before he left for a six-day trip to Europe to meet with world leaders.
“The House and Senate majorities and my presidency will be determined by what
happens in the next week,” Mr. Biden told the lawmakers during the hour-long
session, according to a person who was at the meeting.
The president’s proposals, while about half as costly as his original plan, still amount
to a transformative agenda that would touch the lives of millions of Americans and
serve as the core of his party’s argument to stay in power through the 2022 midterm
elections and the 2024 presidential contest.
And even as party members have engaged in a fierce, ideological debate among
themselves, the months long negotiation has thrown into stark relief the differences
between Democrats and Republicans, almost all of whom have refused to back
spending on child care, climate change, preschool, expanded Medicare services, free
community college or higher taxes on corporations and the wealthy.

Sarahbeth Maney/The New York Times Mr. Biden presented the final, detailed outline
for the spending bill, which he said he was confident would earn the support of every
Democratic senator.
Mr. Biden and his aides gambled on Thursday, effectively calling for a final decision
on his economic and environmental agenda and daring holdout Democrats not to
back it. Senior administration officials said that the decision to go all-in was a
product of the president’s belief that he had exhausted all avenues in the talks and
secured the best possible package he could — and, crucially, that the package could
command support from all corners of a fickle Democratic caucus.
But as he prepared to land in Rome, Mr. Biden’s bet had not yet paid off. He had not
ended months of intra-party squabbling that has dragged down his poll ratings,
jeopardized Democratic candidates and raised deep doubts among Americans that his
presidency can deliver on the promises of a vast social and economic agenda.
In the closed-door session on Thursday, Speaker Nancy Pelosi told Democratic
lawmakers that “when the president gets off that plane, we want him to have a vote of
confidence from this Congress.” She urged them to vote on Thursday on a separate,
bipartisan $1 trillion infrastructure measure that progressives have seen as their best
leverage to ensure passage of the rest of Mr. Biden’s agenda.

Sarahbeth Maney/The New York Times Mr. Biden left for the G20 conference in Italy,
where he will have to persuade world leaders that he will prevail with his agenda.
Instead, for the second time in a month, Ms. Pelosi pulled back from plans on that
vote after progressive Democrats objected again. They ignored the president’s
entreaties, signaling their continued mistrust of moderate Democratic senators, whom
they fear will not back Mr. Biden’s larger social spending bill when it finally comes to
a vote.
Senior White House officials shrugged off the setback, saying the president’s formal
request on Thursday set in motion the final act of a months long political drama. They
expressed confidence that votes on both bills would happen soon.
The bickering among Democrats would fade, one senior official said, when
Americans started seeing the benefits of Mr. Biden’s plans, like when the
administration breaks ground next year on new electric vehicle charging stations. The
official asked for anonymity to speak about closed-door negotiations.
Administration officials also said they were not surprised by the public comments
from Senators Joe Manchin III of West Virginia and Kyrsten Sinema of Arizona,
moderate Democrats who had forced the original $3.5 trillion proposal to be halved.
The two delivered halfhearted statements that pointedly did not promise that they
would support the president’s new framework for a deal on the spending bill.
But White House officials concluded that it was time for Mr. Biden to put down his
final marker, explicitly asking Democratic lawmakers for their support on a specific
proposal. Having the president leave for a week on his trip without doing so would
have left the process in limbo, administration officials said.
And yet, the legislative disarray of the moment had the potential to leave Mr. Biden
no better off than he had been 24 hours earlier. He was set to arrive in Rome without
tangible evidence that he could break the political logjam that has stalled progress on
his promises.
He had only the outlines of an agreement, with no firm proof that it would pass. It will
fall to him in several days of meetings this weekend to persuade world leaders that he
will prevail with his plans for corporate taxation, climate change and more.
The president’s agenda might eventually make its way to his desk. Lawmakers said
they planned to continue working throughout the weekend toward votes on both bills.
But in the meantime, Mr. Biden is left without a concrete plan that has the support of
Congress to present at the G20 gathering or the climate change summit next week.
Still, he appeared to reach a critical juncture on Thursday on the strategy for his
agenda, which he has pursued for months. The president initially proposed trillions in
spending to overhaul the government’s role in the economy, but he has consistently
said he is willing to compromise.
That challenge has required a delicate balance in his own party, which controls
Congress by razor-thin margins. Mr. Biden first had to negotiate with Republicans on

an infrastructure bill, largely to unlock support from Senate centrists on a larger
spending bill that was meant to carry the portions of his agenda that could not win
bipartisan support. He then had to balance the concerns of centrists, who worried
about spending and taxing too much in the larger bill, with the complaints of
progressives who wanted him to spend trillions more than he was ultimately able to
get.
Bringing the Democratic Party together took months. Mr. Biden pushed centrists to
come up from their original demands that the bill cost $1.5 trillion or less. He also
pushed progressives to compromise for far less than they had hoped, and to jettison
programs that Mr. Manchin and Ms. Sinema opposed.
Officials suggested that shortly before leaving for Europe, Mr. Biden had reached a
natural conclusion of those discussions: He had pushed the centrists to come up as
far as they could, they said, and was making the case to progressives that there would
not be a better possible deal.
Mr. Biden started Thursday by unveiling what White House officials said was a
detailed outline for the spending bill, telling reporters that the administration was
“confident that this historic framework will earn the support of every Democratic
senator and pass the House.” Even as the president pitched the plan to lawmakers,
his chief of staff was hailing it as “transformational,” and interest groups were
congratulating Mr. Biden.
Back at the White House, with Marine One roaring on the South Lawn to whisk him
off on his trip, Mr. Biden said he had secured “a historic economic framework” and
suggested that the time for bickering over the details was over. “No one got
everything they wanted, including me,” he said. “But that’s what compromise is.
That’s consensus. And that’s what I ran on.”
But in a rebuke that played out over the next several hours, Democrats refused to
immediately come together behind the leader of their party.
And Mr. Manchin and Ms. Sinema remained steadfast in their opposition to including
parts of the progressive agenda — like free community college, a large Medicare
expansion and tax rate hikes on the wealthy — in the president’s social policy
legislation. They made clear that they would not be swayed by the refusal of the
progressive members to vote for the infrastructure measure.
Even as the day started, Mr. Biden seemed to sense the tensions.
In his remarks at the White House after the meeting with lawmakers, the president did
not deliver the do-or-die message that he did behind closed doors. Instead, he hailed
his framework as the logical result of “compromise” and “consensus” and delivered
a version of the detailed speech he has been giving for months.
“That decision alone to invest in our children and their families was a major part of
why we were able to lead the world for much of the 20th century,” Mr. Biden said of
landmark spending by previous administrations. “But somewhere along the way, we
stopped investing in ourselves, investing in our people.”

His pitch to lawmakers was simple, and personal: He made promises to voters during
the 2020 presidential campaign, and now it was time to make good on them.
“This agenda — the agenda that’s in these bills — is what 81 million Americans
voted for,” the president said. “More people voted than at any time in American
history. That’s what they voted for. Their voices deserve to be heard, not denied — or,
worse, ignored.”
(Michael D. Shear reported from Washington, and Jim Tankersley from Rome.)

Facebook is making the same mistake Microsoft did
Rizwan Virk - NBC News
There’s nothing that Silicon Valley loves more than the next big thing, and after years
of murmurs, the next big thing has suddenly become the metaverse, which big tech is
calling the next generation of the internet.
The metaverse is a catch-all term for a connected set of immersive virtual experiences
that you explore online via your three-dimensional avatar, a character on the screen
that may or may not resemble what you look like in the real world.

Provided by NBC News
Unlike the World Wide Web, which consists of flat, two-dimensional pages that we
access via browsers, the metaverse would be more like a video game where each
destination is a three-dimensional space. The metaverse is often associated with using
virtual reality (VR) headsets, like that depicted in the 2018 blockbuster “Ready
Player One,” to immerse yourself in a digital world.
The chorus of big tech chief executives who say their companies will help build the
metaverse include the heads of Epic, makers of the wildly popular video game

Fortnite, Nvidia, the leader in chips that facilitate graphic displays, and even
industry stalwart Microsoft.
But no one has stepped up to the plate like Facebook CEO Mark Zuckerburg. First,
Zuck announced that his business was going to become a metaverse company.
Recently, Facebook said it has plans to hire 10,000 engineers in Europe to build the
metaverse. And just Thursday, Facebook announced that its company name going
forward will be Meta to reflect its focus on being a metaverse company.
Some suspect that Zuckerburg’s metaverse obsession is just a way to distract from all
the negative news coming out about Facebook. But those in geekdom know that his
obsession isn’t entirely new: He’s been talking about it at least since the social media
giant purchased Oculus, the first consumer VR headset company, for $2 billion almost
a decade ago.
Zuckerburg clearly wants to become the dominant on-ramp to the next generation of
the internet, an “embodied internet” in which we don’t just passively browse by
looking at screens on our phones and computers, but which we explore with our
avatars akin to the way you might visit an actual place.
Facebook is betting big that the metaverse will be accessed through virtual reality
headsets, like Facebook’s own Oculus Quest. Facebook is also betting that
lighter-weight augmented reality (AR) glasses, like the ones that Facebook is
releasing in conjunction with Ray-Ban, will allow the metaverse to move beyond the
computer, making it appear that virtual objects are in the world around us.
This would allow Facebook to get around the gatekeepers that dominate the on-ramps
for our current web-based internet, which is increasingly accessed through mobile
devices controlled by Apple and Google. (I own stock in Google, Facebook and
Microsoft.)
It’s not surprising that Silicon Valley, an industry obsessed with turning science
fiction into reality, has turned its sights on the metaverse and is using video game
technology like headsets as a jumping off point.
Video games are more popular than ever (the size of the video game industry in 2020
was expected to reach almost $180 billion, bigger than Hollywood’s box office), and
a whole new generation is becoming comfortable with representing themselves as
avatars online in games and virtual environments like Fortnite, Roblox, Minecraft
and League of Legends, which boast hundreds of millions of players every month.
But those chasing the metaverse, particularly Facebook, may well be using the wrong
imaginary — a term for how a vision from science fiction inspires real life — and as a
result could end up missing the boat.
The idea of the metaverse is manifesting and changing before our eyes based on
innovations and disruptions that weren’t anticipated even a few years ago, and the
idea that the mega-tech companies of today can define the terms of that is unlikely.

In the past, major disruptive technologies — like Facebook — have left existing
industry leaders scrambling to catch up. When the web became big, for example,
Microsoft, a company that led in desktop operating systems and applications, tried
hard to become the on-ramp of the internet.
It fought to kill off the popular web browser startup, Netscape (which it did), but it
was a pyrrhic victory at best as new native web companies like Google became
dominant instead.
Similarly, the metaverse is evolving today before our eyes, and while virtual reality
and augmented reality will certainly be a part of what emerges, they may not even be
the most important part.
For one thing, virtual reality headsets haven’t caught on nearly as quickly as most of
us thought they would. And in the original concept — coined by science fiction writer
Neal Stephenson in his classic cyberpunk novel “Snow Crash” way back in 1992 —
the metaverse was much more dispersed, and constructed and managed via standards.
That makes it not unlike how the internet and the web have been built, rather than
being dominated by only one company or group.
One of the interesting aspects of Stephenson’s metaverse that still holds sway is that
there need to be multiple ways to access it, adapting to your connection speed, device
and user interface — mobile, desktop computer or headset.
And as we’ve seen in the past, it is usually innovative startups whose disruptions fuel
new technology waves. The metaverse will likely be no different. In fact, there is
already another set of innovations that are defining the metaverse, and these all have
to do with portability and accessibility.
These include portable digital identity (think avatars that don’t belong to any one
video game and can instead be used on any website or virtual world); ownership of
digital goods (think objects you can put on your avatars like virtual clothes and
sneakers); and digital property (think of owning a piece of a virtual map like that
inside video games).
These last two are starting to be implemented through blockchains, which are used to
keep track of transactions for cryptocurrencies like Bitcoin and Ethereum (both of
which I own). A recent innovation on the blockchain are NFTs, or nonfungible tokens,
which allow for a way to record who owns what in the virtual world, and allows those
objects to be portable without requiring one big player like Facebook or Fortnite or
Roblox.
Everyone from Reese Witherspoon to the NFL to Gucci are experimenting with
creating NFTs for the metaverse generation. Who owns the blockchains that keep
track of these NFTs? No one; they are managed in a decentralized way across
thousands of computers.
So while there are many in Silicon Valley and beyond who worry, given Facebook’s
record with social networks, that it will “take over the metaverse,” I would argue that

Facebook is still operating on an old and soon to be outdated conception of what the
future will be.
Innovation and disruption are the real forces that will drive the metaverse, and this
tends to advantage new players, not old ones trying to bring dated visions of the
future to life. To paraphrase Yogi Berra, if we have learned one thing from the
technology waves of the past, it’s that when the future arrives, it’s rarely what it used
to be.

France calls captain of seized British boat to court; UK warns 'two can play that
game'
Joseph Ataman, Martin Goillandeau & Nada Bashir - CNN
The captain of a British fishing trawler detained in France was ordered to appear
before a French court over allegations of illegal fishing, as the war of words between
the two countries over post-Brexit fishing rights escalated on Friday.

Sarah Meyssonnier/Reuters A British trawler is seen moored in the port of Le Havre
after it was seized by France on Thursday.
French authorities seized the vessel, fined another British boat and announced the
closure of nearly all of France's ports to trawlers from the UK on Thursday, a major
escalation in the long-running spat between the allies.
France's European affairs minister, Clement Beaune, said in an interview on French
TV station CNEWS that aside from a few exceptions, all French ports will no longer
be accessible to British boats, referring to vessels that offload fish and produce.
The captain of the Cornelis, Gert Jan, is expected to appear in court on August 11,
2022 over the alleged "unauthorized fishing by a non-EU vessel in French maritime
waters," according to a statement from deputy prosecutor Cyrille Fournier.

"Upon inspection, the captain of the vessel was not in possession of the required
authorization to fish in the French exclusive economic zone," Fournier said in a
statement.
Juliette Hatchman, CEO of the South West Fish Producers Organization, told CNN
she believes the vessel's crew was "in possession of the appropriate license to fish in
European Union waters and was therefore fishing totally legally at the time of the
boarding by French authorities." However, Hatchman noted that it "appeared the
vessel may have been missed off an approved UK list."
The latest French measures come in response to the UK government's refusal to grant
post-Brexit fishing licenses to several French fishermen. An EU commission
spokesperson told journalists on Tuesday that as of October 1, the UK had granted
licenses to 15 out of the 47 smaller French vessels that applied to fish in UK
territorial waters.
Of the remaining vessels, France has agreed to rescind applications for 17 vessels
whose evidence of their fishing activity in British waters pre-Brexit was considered
poor, the spokesperson said.
'Two can play at that game,' UK says
UK Environment Secretary George Eustice said Friday that the British government
"reserves the ability to respond in a proportionate way" to France's retaliatory
measures, telling Sky News that "two can play at that game."
"The things that they are suggesting doing -- which is basically to start to be difficult
at the borders and to close ports and so on — this is a clear break of not only the
Trade and Cooperation Agreement that we've got with them, but also of EU law,"
Eustice said. "The comments that have been made by France on this are completely
disproportionate. They're unacceptable."
Eustice added that the latest incident concerns a "very small number of vessels that
just don't qualify under the terms of the agreement" reached.
A UK government spokesman said: "We repeat that the Government has granted 98%
of license applications from EU vessels to fish in the UK's waters and, as has
consistently been made clear, will consider any further evidence on the remainder."
The French minister for the sea, Annick Girardin, said the boat that was detained
Thursday was not listed on the EU's approved list of UK fishing vessels, and the
regional government director "immediately issued" an order to divert the boat to the
French port of Le Havre.
A second boat was fined for not complying with orders to allow French authorities to
board the vessel to conduct checks, the statement tweeted by Girardin said. Additional
checks by French maritime gendarmes found no further infraction of fishing
regulations.

Asian spider takes hold in Georgia, sends humans scurrying
SUDHIN THANAWALA (Associated Press) - AP
ATLANTA (AP) — A large spider native to East Asia has spun its thick, golden web
on power lines, porches and vegetable patches all over north Georgia this year — a
proliferation that has driven some unnerved homeowners indoors and prompted a
flood of anxious social media posts.

Provided by Associated Press The joro spider, a large spider native to East Asia, is
seen in Johns Creek, Ga., on Sunday, Oct. 24, 2021. (AP Photo/Alex Sanz)
The spider has spun its thick, golden web on power lines, porches and vegetable
patches all over north Georgia this year – a proliferation that has driven some
unnerved homeowners indoors and prompted a flood of anxious social media posts.
(AP Photo/Alex Sanz)
In metro Atlanta, Jennifer Turpin — a self-described arachnophobe — stopped
blowing leaves in her yard after inadvertently walking into a web created by the Joro
spider. Stephen Carter has avoided a walking trail along the Chattahoochee River
where he encountered Joro webs every dozen steps.

Provided by Associated Press The joro spider, a large spider native to East Asia, is
seen in Johns Creek, Ga., on Sunday, Oct. 24, 2021. (AP Photo/Alex Sanz)
The spider has spun its thick, golden web on power lines, porches and vegetable
patches all over north Georgia this year – a proliferation that has driven some
unnerved homeowners indoors and prompted a flood of anxious social media posts.
Farther east in Winterville, Georgia, Will Hudson's front porch became unusable
amid an abundance of Joro webs 10 feet (3 meters) deep. Hudson estimates he's killed
more than 300 of the spiders on his property.
“The webs are a real mess," said Hudson, an entomologist at the University of
Georgia. “Nobody wants to come out of the door in the morning, walk down the steps
and get a face full of spider web.”
The Joro — Trichonephila clavata — is part of a group of spiders known as orb
weavers for their highly organized, wheel-shaped webs. Common in Japan, China,
Korea and Taiwan, Joro females have colorful yellow, blue and red markings on their
bodies. They can measure three inches (8 cm) across when their legs are fully
extended.

Provided by Associated Press The joro spider, a large spider native to East Asia, is
seen in Johns Creek, Ga., on Sunday, Oct. 24, 2021. (AP Photo/Alex Sanz)
The spider has spun its thick, golden web on power lines, porches and vegetable
patches all over north Georgia this year – a proliferation that has driven some
unnerved homeowners indoors and prompted a flood of anxious social media posts.
It's not clear exactly how and when the first Joro spider arrived in the U.S. In
Georgia, a researcher identified one about 80 miles (128 km) northeast of Atlanta in
2014. They have also been found in South Carolina, and Hudson is convinced they
will spread across the South.
It's also not clear why they are so abundant this year, though experts agree their
numbers have exploded.
“We see natural ebbs and flows in the populations of many different species that may
be linked to local conditions, particularly slight changes in rainfall,” said Paula
Cushing, an arachnologist at the Denver Museum of Nature & Science.
Cushing and other experts say Joros are not a threat to humans or dogs and cats and
won't bite them unless they are feeling very threatened.
Hudson said a researcher collecting them with her bare hands reported the
occasional pinch, but said the spiders never broke her skin.
Researchers, however, don't agree fully on what impact, if any, the spider will have
on other species and the environment.
Debbie Gilbert, 67, isn’t waiting to find out. She has adopted a zero-tolerance policy
for the spiders around her home in Norcross, Georgia, winding their webs with a
stick, bringing them down and stomping them.
“I don’t advocate killing anything. I live in peace with all the spiders around here and
everything else,” she said. “But (Joros) just don’t belong here, that’s all.”

Turpin, 50, tried to set a Joro spider web on fire at her East Cobb home, but then got
scared it would fall on her and fell into a hole as she quickly backpedaled. She had a
neighbor remove it instead.
“I just don’t think I’m going to do yard work anymore,” she said.
Nancy Hinkle, another entomologist at the University of Georgia, said Joros help
suppress mosquitoes and biting flies and are one of the few spiders that will catch and
eat brown marmorated stink bugs, which are serious pests to many crops.
“This is wonderful. This is exciting. Spiders are our friends,” she said. “They are out
there catching all the pests we don’t want around our home.”
Ann Rypstra, who studies spider behavior at Miami University, was more cautious in
her assessment of the Jora's potential impacts, saying more research was needed.
“I'd always err on the side of caution when you have something that establishes itself
where it's not supposed to be," she said.
Researchers at South Carolina's Clemson University also were more circumspect,
saying in a factsheet published online in August that they “do not yet know if there
will be any negative impacts from this non-native species on the local ecology of
South Carolina.”
Amateur gardeners and naturalists have raised concerns about the safety of native
spiders and bees and other pollinators.
Cushing said Joros are probably big enough to take on large pollinators caught in
their webs, but those insects may be an insignificant part of their diet. Rypstra has
studied a similar spider species and said their webs are used by other spiders as a
source of food, so the Joro might help native spiders. But she said there was also
evidence Joros compete with other orb weavers.
The bottom line: there are many unknowns.
Most of the Joros are expected to die by late November, but they may return in
equally large, or even larger, numbers next year, though scientists say even that is
hard to predict with any certainty.
Anthony Trendl, a homeowner in Suwanee, Georgia, is enjoying them for now. He has
started a website, jorospider.com, to share his enthusiasm about the spiders and
foster understanding of them. While they raise concerns and can be creepy, they are
also beautiful, he said.
“It’s been a rough go of things," he said. "I wanted to find some good in this world.
To me, nature’s an easy place to find it.”

Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez Calls Meta 'Cancer to Democracy'

Toria Barnhart - Newsweek
New York Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez voiced her not-so-subtle
disapproval of news that Facebook will change its corporate name to Meta in a tweet
aimed at the social network.

MANDEL NGAN/AFP via Getty Images Ocasio-Cortez listens as Facebook CEO
Mark Zuckerberg testifies before the House Financial Services Committee on "An
Examination of Facebook and Its Impact on the Financial Services and Housing
Sectors" in the Rayburn House Office Building in Washington, DC on October 23,
2019.
New York Democrat Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez voiced her not-so-subtle disapproval
of news that Facebook will change its corporate name to Meta by issuing a tweet
aimed at the social network.
"Meta as in 'we are a cancer to democracy metastasizing into a global surveillance
and propaganda machine for boosting authoritarian regimes and destroying civil
society... for profit!'" the Democratic congresswoman tweeted in response to
CEO Mark Zuckerberg's Thursday announcement.
Meta as in “we are a cancer to democracy metastasizing into a global surveillance
and propaganda machine for boosting authoritarian regimes and destroying civil
society… for profit!” https://t.co/jzOcCFaWkJ
— Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (@AOC) October 28, 2021
The social media site, as well as Instagram and WhatsApp, won't be changing their
names but will fall under the Meta umbrella, Zuckerberg explained.
He said that the change was to reflect what the company is and what they hope to
build, and will remain dedicated to "bringing people together."

"Now we have a new north star," Zuckerberg said. "To help bring the metaverse to
life."
The CEO's rebranding announcement comes as the company faces backlash over
internal documents released by a whistleblower and other controversies connected to
spreading hate speech and misinformation. They're also facing an antitrust lawsuit
filed by the Federal Trade Commission (FTC).
The Real Facebook Oversight Board, a watchdog group that monitors the social
media company, echoed Representative Ocasio-Cortez's statement.
"Changing their name doesn't change reality: Facebook is destroying our democracy
and is the world's leading peddler of disinformation and hate," the group said. "Their
meaningless name change should not distract from the investigation, regulation and
real, independent oversight needed to hold Facebook accountable."
Ocasio-Cortez was also critical of Facebook earlier this month when the company
experienced blackouts soon after the whistleblower came forward. She took
to Twitter to point out how domineering Zuckerberg's tech enterprise had become.
"It's almost as if Facebook's monopolistic mission to either own, copy, or destroy any
competing platform has incredibly destructive effects on free society and democracy,"
she wrote. "Remember: WhatsApp wasn't created by Facebook. It was an independent
success. FB got scared & bought it."
If Facebook’s monopolistic behavior was checked back when it should’ve been
(perhaps around the time it started acquiring competitors like Instagram), the
continents of people who depend on WhatsApp & IG for either communication or
commerce would be fine right now. Break them up.
— Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (@AOC) October 4, 2021
She continued, "If Facebook's monopolistic behavior was checked back when it
should've been (perhaps around the time it started acquiring competitors like
Instagram), the continents of people who depend on WhatsApp & IG for either
communication or commerce would be fine right now. Break them up."
Zuckerberg lost $6 billion in the hours that his company's apps and brands were
offline and Facebook stock also dropped, Bloomberg reported.
Marketing consultant Laura Ries compared Facebook Inc's rebranding to BP
changing its name to "Beyond Petroleum" following criticism over the 2010
Deepwater Horizon oil spill, according to the Associated Press.
"Facebook is the world's social media platform and they are being accused of
creating something that is harmful to people and society," she said. "They can't walk
away from the social network with a new corporate name and talk of a future
metaverse."
Zuckerberg has previously described the metaverse as a "virtual environment" that
you can enter rather than just look at on a screen.

Newsweek reached out to Ocasio-Cortez's office for comment.

Trouble ahead for Dems: A barrage of attacks over the economy
By Megan Cassella - Politico
The U.S. economy is growing at its slowest pace since the recovery began. Faster
inflation is likely to linger well into next year. Millions remain unemployed even as
small businesses struggle to hire workers.

Chip Somodevilla/Getty Images President Joe Biden delivers remarks about his
proposed Build Back Better social spending bill on Oct. 28.
And Republicans are readying attacks on President Joe Biden over all of it.
GOP lawmakers and strategists are seizing on news Thursday that the
economy expanded at an anemic pace in the third quarter to slam Biden and the
Democrats, accusing them of bungling the recovery from the pandemic recession and
then piling on trillions of dollars in spending programs.
Republicans plan to put economic issues front and center in the 2022 midterm
campaigns by highlighting the soaring price of gasoline and some groceries and
blaming Democrats for driving up inflation.
It’s a double-barreled attack designed to zero in on the pain American consumers are
feeling while ginning up opposition to legislation that Biden is hoping will become the
linchpin of his economic agenda.
Voters are “sick and tired of paying higher prices for everything because of these
big-government Democrats and their reckless spending,” said Rep. Tom Emmer
(R-Minn.), who chairs the National Republican Congressional Committee. “We’re
going to win back the majority on those kitchen-table economic issues that Democrats
always fail to deliver on.”

Government data showed the U.S. economy grew at a weaker-than-expected 2 percent
annual rate from July through September, the worst showing in a three-month period
since the economic recovery began last year — and one that shows how much the
surge in coronavirus cases due to the Delta variant and supply chain disruptions are
dragging on growth.
New numbers on Friday showed prices are continuing to rise at a rapid clip, climbing
4.4 percent in September compared to the same month last year. That comes after the
latest employment report earlier this month showed the economy added fewer than
200,000 jobs in September — far less than projected — while prices are continuing to
rise at a rapid clip.
By next year, “the economy will reflect the problems that this country is having, and
voters are going to act accordingly,” said Rep. Ken Calvert (R-Calif.), a deputy chair
of the NRCC.
“If inflation is high, food prices are high, wages aren’t able to keep up with costs, the
job market’s not coming back as quickly as we would like … it’s not going to be a
difficult argument to make,” he said.
The Biden administration counters that inflation data must be looked at in the
broader context of an economy that is recovering, with wages rising and Americans
continuing to return to work. Top economic adviser Jared Bernstein told POLITICO
this week that GDP numbers are backward looking, and he and many economists
predict growth will jump back up through the fourth quarter this year.
A White House official defended job and economic growth on Thursday as "well
above anything President Biden's predecessor ever imagined" and said the
administration is concentrating on "making long term investments through legislation
that Republicans oppose to prevent these sorts of problems in the future.”
Biden's $1.75 trillion Build Back Better package, officials say, will help create more
jobs and bring more people back into the labor force. And more spending on
infrastructure and social programs will not exacerbate the jump in prices because it
will be fully paid for and doled out over an extended time frame, according to
economists.
Treasury Secretary Janet Yellen on Friday told CNBC that the package, if passed,
would reduce inflation by cutting major household costs and boosting "the economy's
potential to grow."
But strategists and lawmakers say voters are likely to care little about details as long
as the economic hurt remains obvious — not just higher prices, but more business
closures as labor shortages persist, for example, and slower delivery times as supply
chains remain clogged.
“The reality of the campaign situation is the Democrats are in charge and inflation is
here,” said Curt Anderson, a Republican strategist. “That’s a really bad place for the
Democrats to be.”

It's not just Republicans who are assigning responsibility to the administration for the
rocky economic recovery, polls show. The percentage of Americans who have
confidence in Biden’s ability to ensure a quick post-pandemic rebound dropped to 44
percent in October from 52 percent in January, an Axios/Ipsos poll this week found.
All the losses were among Democrats and Independents.
The National Republican Senatorial Committee, in a its own poll of suburban voters
in battleground states this month, also found that 65 percent of those surveyed agreed
with a statement that excessive government spending is hurting middle-class voters by
sparking inflation. Less than one-third disagreed.
Republicans see that one path toward winning back a congressional majority in 2022
involves, among other things, holding and enlarging support among the working class,
a group of historically Democratic voters, many of whom began to shift toward the
GOP because of Donald Trump.
Biden’s sweeping social spending plan is aimed in part at shoring up support among
those voters by lifting them up through capping child care costs, for example, and
reducing health care premiums.
But Republicans are warning that plan could backfire if the additional spending
required to fund those programs allows inflation to spiral out of control — or if it’s
merely perceived that way.
“You may have a situation where this bill will do more damage than good —
significantly more damage than good,” Calvert said.
Democrats, however, say passing the plan in some form is the best path forward for
the party and for the country, arguing that the investments it makes will accelerate the
recovery while helping Americans over the long term.
And they downplay the concern over individual data points, such as the sluggish
third-quarter GDP growth, by emphasizing that the path back from the
pandemic-induced recession was never going to be a straight line.
“Democrats in Congress are in it for the long haul,” Rep. Don Beyer (D-Va.), who
chairs the Joint Economic Committee, said Thursday.
CORRECTION: An earlier version of this report misidentified which organization
conducted the poll of suburban voters. it was the National Republican Senatorial
Committee.

Mark Zuckerberg just laid out his vision for the metaverse. These are the five things
you should know.
Chris Velazco - Washington Post
The age of the “metaverse” is upon us — or at least that’s what Mark Zuckerberg
would have us believe. The CEO of Meta, which up until this afternoon was called

Facebook, spent more than an hour Thursday walking viewers of the company’s
annual Connect developer conference through his expectations for how this next
version of the Internet will work, as well as the hardware and software that will get us
there.
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Meta’s event was ambitious, especially by developer conference standards, which
means there’s plenty to unpack. Here’s what you should know about Meta’s plans and
what that means for the people who may (eventually) use it.
The metaverse in broad strokes
The first half-hour of Meta’s presentation was dominated by Zuckerberg’s vision of
the metaverse, made up of virtual public rooms, spaces for games, and people’s
personal domains — “home spaces” that you can customize with art and dedicated
work spaces. (As the name sort of suggests, you can invite other people into your
virtual home space, or choose to keep it totally private.)
But that’s just the start. According to Zuckerberg, the metaverse will also contain full
“worlds” as well as places plucked out of time. One example: When talking about the
value of the metaverse for education, Meta’s chief business officer, Marne Levine,
suggested that people would be able to watch the Forum being built in ancient Rome.
What is the ‘metaverse’? Facebook says it’s the future of the Internet.
The metaverse as a concept is steeped in science fiction history, so it’s no surprise to
see the company lean in to the lingo. When you’re ready to move from one space to
the next, you’ll “teleport into it” by performing the metaverse’s equivalent of clicking
a link.
And the “you” that Meta believes eventually wanders between these virtual spaces
will be represented by an avatar — or multiple avatars, depending on what you’re
trying to do.
Think of these as the equivalent of profile pictures: Just as you probably present
yourself differently on LinkedIn and Instagram, you might select a more photorealistic

avatar for a meeting and save the fun ones for spending time with your friends and
family.
Don’t expect to jump into the metaverse soon
Meta looks at the metaverse as a sort of successor to the mobile Internet, which took
more than a decade to assume its current form. Similarly, anyone waiting for the
metaverse to become the vast collection of worlds Zuckerberg described in his
keynote shouldn’t hold their breath.
“This may sound like science fiction, we’re starting to see a lot of these technologies
come together,” Zuckerberg said. “In the next five to 10 years, a lot of this is going be
mainstream.”
That’s partly because of the time and effort needed to craft the underlying systems
that make the metaverse work, but also because the kinds of gadgetry needed to make
people feel “present” in the metaverse isn’t ready for regular people yet.
You’ll need some sophisticated hardware
Fun fact: Nearly every non-Meta employee who appeared to be engaging with the
metaverse in the company’s hour-plus presentation was wearing stylish glasses —
even a woman going full-speed on an exercise bike. Maybe Meta’s vision of the future
is one where shortsightedness runs rampant, but it’s more likely a nod to the kinds of
gadgets you’ll need to steep yourself in the metaverse.
Zuckerberg argued that, once the metaverse becomes a reality, our devices “won’t be
the focal point” of our attention any more — instead we’ll come to rely on hardware
that allows people to feel properly present in whatever online world they’ve wandered
into. And to start, that means some kind of wearable display.
Nobody can see your eyes when you wear a VR headset. Facebook wants to change
that.
Among other things, Meta teased a new, high-end “mixed reality” headset
code-named Project Cambria that offers high-resolution, full-color video
pass-through.
That means you’ll be able to see the physical world around you in reasonable clarity,
and weave digital elements like art and virtual computer screens into your
surroundings. Project Cambria is also meant to look at you, too, to make sure your
facial expressions and skin tone are accurately reflected in the metaverse.
And to really capture the sort of presence Meta thinks will be key to life in the
metaverse, it once again showed off its wrist-worn “neural interface” — a set of
funky-looking smart bracelets essentially that it hopes will eventually let people type
at full speed and access controls while their hands are resting.
The metaverse will be shaped by virtual (and real) economies
Maybe your home space could use some art. Or maybe you’re tired of your avatar’s
outfit. Meta believes that, at some point, you’ll want to spend money on virtual goods
to use in its virtual world, and the company is keen on building out a digital economy
to support the people who create those products.

“At the end of the day, it is really the creators and developers who are going to build
the metaverse and make this real,” Zuckerberg said, before noting that those people
need to be able to “make a good living doing this work.”
The public face of that economy will be the Horizon Marketplace, where Meta will let
those creators sell their wares. For now, it’s unclear whether that will be the only
place we shoppers will be able to purchase digital items, but considering how
Zuckerberg seemed to subtly swipe at Apple during his address, that might not be the
case.
“I’ve come to believe that the lack of choice and high fees are stifling innovation,
stopping people from building new things and holding back the entire Internet
economy,” he said, after lamenting having to develop products for other platforms. As
a result, Meta plans to continue subsidizing its devices and in some cases selling them
at cost to “make them available to more people.”
That may ultimately mean you’ll pay less for the hardware to access the metaverse
and the stuff you’ll buy when you’re inside it, but the kind of rapid growth Zuckerberg
seems to be encouraging has led to problems for Facebook (the platform) in the past.
Trying to build the metaverse responsibly
Emphasis on “trying.” Zuckerberg argued that privacy would be a key component of
the metaverse, and pointed to a few ways people can safeguard themselves.
“You’ll get to decide when you want to be with other people, when you want to block
someone from appearing in your space or when you want to take a break and teleport
to a private bubble to be alone,” he said.
Because the metaverse is still in its infancy, though, it’s not yet clear what other tools
people might have for looking after themselves.
Consider blocking, for instance: If a troll harasses you on Twitter, you can prevent
them from seeing your tweets or interacting with you. But what happens if you wander
into a shared virtual or public space — say, a concert’s after-party — and see
someone you absolutely don’t want to engage with?
Will you be able to block them in a virtual world? What would they see if you did
block them? It’s far too early to tell. Meta also addressed the role regulators could
play in shaping the development of the metaverse.
“The way I look at it is that in the past the speed that new technologies emerge
sometimes left policymakers and regulators playing catch-up,” said Nick Clegg,
Meta’s vice president of global affairs. “And I really think that it doesn’t have to be
the case this time around, because we have years until the metaverse we envision is
fully realized.”
Lawmakers have grown more sophisticated in the way they approach the nuances of
social media, and with conversations around the metaverse becoming more popular,
we’ll probably see them play a role in defining how some of its systems should work.
But as The Post’s reporting on the Facebook Papers has shown, Zuckerberg — who is

known to be a very hands-on executive — has made decisions that emphasized growth
over people’s safety.
Whether regulators will be able to curb the effects of his product decisions over the
next few years is something only time can tell.

White House Press Protest Over Ban on Live Coverage of Biden's Pope Visit
Tom Fish - Newsweek
Joe Biden's meeting with the head of the Roman Catholic Church Pope Francis at the
Vatican will not be broadcast live.

Andrew Caballero-Reynolds/AFP/Getty Images Pope Francis waves, next to US Vice
President Joe Biden, on a balcony after speaking at the US Capitol building in
Washington, DC on September 24, 2015.
Joe Biden's historic first meeting as U.S. President with Pope Francis in Rome will
not be broadcast
Vatican-accredited journalists and photographers have not been granted access to the
initial handshake and have objected in writing to the Vatican's cancelation on
Thursday.
Associated Press confirmed in a statement on Thursday that it, along with members of
the Vatican Correspondents' Association, had complained to the Vatican about the
canceled live broadcast and had demanded explanations.

Pre-pandemic Vatican protocols allowed journalists, including the president's media
pool, access to the greeting and the traditional and ceremonial gift exchange prior to
a private conversation.
Steven Portnoy, president of the White House Correspondents' Association,
announced its solidarity with Vatican reporters in "expressing our disappointment
that the world won't see live pictures of President Biden's meeting with Pope
Francis."
He wrote: "Reporters have been covering the papal audiences of American presidents
since Woodrow Wilson sat w/Benedict I in January 1919.
Most recently, members of our WH press corps helped bring the world pictures of
Francis's mtgs [meetings] with Obama & Trump.
"Our fully-vaccinated & masked pool of reporters is ready to continue this public
service, mindful of its own safety as well as the leaders', to ensure independent
coverage of the first Catholic president in 60 yrs [years] meeting with the head of the
Catholic church.
"The WH [White House] told us the bilateral meeting would involve Biden & Francis
discussing substantive matters of global significance 'including ending the COVID-19
pandemic, tackling the climate crisis, and caring for the poor.' Such an international
news event demands independent coverage."
Newsweek has contacted the White House, the Vatican and the White House
Correspondents' Association for updates.
White House Press Secretary Jen Psaki addressed the Vatican's media restricted
access during a press briefing, stating: "What I can assure you of is that we are
working, through every lever we have, to advocate for access for the press pool and
for press when the president visits the Vatican.
Steven Portnoy is the president of the WHCA. https://t.co/aDHBg0JXUk
— WHCA (@whca) October 28, 2021
"We believe in the value of the free press. We believe in the value of ensuring you
have access to the president's trips and his visits overseas."
Biden has met Pope Francis three times, but this will be his first as the U.S.
president—the country's second Catholic chief.
Next stop: Rome. pic.twitter.com/hl7WML3Zqw
— President Biden (@POTUS) October 28, 2021
According to the White House, the president plans to discuss "ending the COVID-19
pandemic, tackling the climate crisis, and caring for the poor."
The meeting comes as U.S. bishops are to attend in a few weeks an annual fall
convention. One of its agenda items has been inspired by conservatives who say that

Biden's support for abortion rights should disqualify him from receiving Communion,
according to the Associated Press.
While Pope Francis has described abortion as "murder," he has also said bishops
should be pastors, not politicians. Pope Francis previously visited the U.S. in the
immediate aftermath of the death of Joe Biden's son Beau.
Biden recalled: "We had just lost my son. And he met with my extended family in the
hangar behind where the aircraft was. And I wish every grieving parent, brother,
sister, mother, father, would have the benefit of his words, his prayers, his presence.
He provided us with more comfort that even he, I think, will understand."
Pope Francis on Friday has urged world leaders meeting at Glasgow's COP26
climate summit, which is to begin on October 31, to respond to the environmental
crisis and give "concrete hope" to future generations.

The Internet Is Roasting Mark Zuckerberg's Announcement of Meta
Brady Langmann - Esquire

Elaine Chung
Happy Friday, dear reader. We're all going to die.
Everyone's favorite shill for Sweet Baby Ray's BBQ sauce, the mass of synthetic flesh
and bones we call Mark Zuckerberg, appeared from the digital netherworlds to
deliver yet another frightening announcement.
Thursday, at Facebook's virtual reality and augmented reality conference, Facebook
Connect, the recently freed West world host announced that the company will change
its name to Meta—and will put extra focus on its virtual reality hellscape, the
Metaverse.
"I've been thinking a lot about our identity as we begin this next chapter. Facebook is
one of the most used products in the history of the world," Zuckerberg said. "It is an

iconic social media brand, but increasingly it just doesn't encompass everything that
we do.

Well, what else does Facebook—er, Meta—do, Mark? There's this thing called the
Metaverse. You can glimpse it in the announcement video. It's our future virtual
paradise to where we can escape via an overpriced headset when our planet burns
and we have to shelter underground for safety.
Don't worry—you can play games and wear fun hoodies and float in space and
contemplate leaving your family forever to hang out with a big robot in the Metaverse!
It's OK. Don't think about it too much.
"We live for what we're building," Zuckerberg added. "And while we make mistakes,
we keep learning and building and moving forward."
If that isn't accountability for years of dealing with pesky, whistleblowing employees
and privacy issues, then I don't know what is!
Anyway. We, the human beings of this doomed Earth, are making memes about the
whole thing. And we're scared. We're scared and we're making memes. Here are the
best of them.

China's Submarine Fleet Is Catching Up to the U.S., Causing Partners to Panic
Tom O'Connor - Newsweek
China's push for mass military modernization includes new, more advanced
submarines to add to the world's largest navy, causing U.S. partners in the region to
scramble to acquire new capabilities of their own.

Chinese People's Liberation Army Northern Theater Command Surface ships and
submarines of the People's Liberation Army Navy Northern Theater Command sail in
this image published October 20, 2020.
Their answer to the rising underwater threat is a passenger plane-sized submarine
killer called the P-8 Poseidon, and orders for the aircraft are pouring in from
countries like Australia and India. Both are members of the Quadrilateral Security
Dialogue, which also includes the U.S. and Japan as part of a quasi-alliance that
seeks to enforce a "free and open Indo-Pacific."
And countries as far away as Germany, Norway and the United Kingdom have also
purchased the aircraft.
One senior Pentagon intelligence official said it's no coincidence that countries were
buying up the anti-submarine warfare platform.
"China is expanding their undersea warfare capability to extend beyond the South
China Sea, which presents a strategic threat to not only nations with territorial
disputes, but throughout the entire Pacific area," the official told Newsweek.
"It is essential for the national security of partner nations to have the ability to detect
and monitor Chinese submarines. The P-8 Poseidon is the best capability to perform
that task."

"With an advanced anti-submarine warfare suite," the official added, "the P-8 is the
best answer to countering Chinese submarines."
A spokesperson for Boeing, the U.S. aerospace company that produces the P-8 and its
submarine-fighting P-8A variant, said the aircraft was "deployed around the world,
with more than 135 aircraft in service, and over 400,000 collective mishap-free flight
hours."
But even with these new capabilities in stock, China's prowess continues to multiply,
presenting a formidable competitor as tensions simmer across the seas of Asia.
The U.S. military's latest assessment of Chinese military power, published in
September 2020, estimated that China had 50 diesel-powered attack submarines, six
nuclear-powered attack submarines and four nuclear-powered ballistic missile
submarines. The U.S. is estimated to possess roughly 68 submarines, all
nuclear-powered, but China's fleet is expanding rapidly.
The report described submarine development as a "high priority" for the People's
Liberation Army Navy, and estimated that the force "will likely maintain between 65
and 70 submarines through the 2020s, replacing older units with more capable units
on a near one-to-one basis."
China has set out to update two key submarine models, the Xia-class Type 092 and
the Jin-class Type 094, according to a report published last month by French
submarine expert Eric Genevelle and retired U.S. Navy submarine sonar technician
Richard W. Stirn.
This campaign includes vessels equipped with nuclear-capable submarine-launched
ballistic missiles (SLBMs), as well as an array of other weapons such as anti-ship
missiles and torpedoes.
The latest Chinese SLBM, known as JL-2A, has a range of nearly 8,600 kilometers,
more than 5,340 miles, putting potential targets as far as the U.S. mainland within
range, as estimated in Genevelle and Stirn's paper.
China's submarine fleet serves another important strategic function.
These quiet undersea craft traverse the depths largely undetected, making them ideal
for gathering intelligence as they conduct missions as far out as the Indian Ocean.
They also can serve to fortify Beijing's broad territorial claims across geopolitically
sensitive spots in the South China Sea and East China Sea, where Japan last month
sent both warplanes and warships in response to a suspected Chinese submarine
spotted too close for Tokyo's comfort to islands claimed by both countries.
With the U.S. and partnered nations seeking to challenge China's version of the world
map, the People's Republic views submarines as a key asset. Using advanced
monitoring equipment, China seeks to establish what it refers to as a "Great
Underwater Wall" to keep tabs on some of the world's busiest waterways in the South
China Sea.

Combined with an even more potent surface force, this project has helped fuel the
rush for the P-8, a plane best known for its premier reconnaissance capabilities.
"I think the purchase of P-8 maritime patrol aircraft by international partners is as
much a testament to the P-8's multi-role maritime patrol capabilities as it is to the
growing naval threat from China," Eric Wertheim, editor of the Naval Institute Guide
to Combat Fleets of the World, told Newsweek.
"The P-8s are indeed capable submarine hunters," he added, "but they are also a
potent tool for any type of marine domain awareness, intelligence surveillance and
reconnaissance, and anti-ship/anti-surface operations, just to name a few important
naval missions for the P-8."
Wertheim described the P-8 as a remarkably versatile aircraft.
"The P-8 has very capable radar and other sensors that make it valuable for tracking
submarines, but also tracking surface assets as well," he said. "The aircraft can also
carry a wide array of weapons including torpedoes and cruise missiles."
Wertheim said that "while the threat of Chinese submarines is certainly growing" for
regional countries using the P-8, like Australia, India, New Zealand and South Korea,
he argued that "so is the threat from Chinese surface ships and other naval assets,
and the P-8 is an important tool in helping deal with any potential naval threats."
In addition, he said the aircraft "are also very useful for peacetime activities and can
be invaluable assets for humanitarian assistance operations and research-and-rescue
duties as well."
But China's anti-aircraft options have also expanded.
The People's Liberation Army has deployed surface-to-air missile systems not just on
the mainland but also on islands in the middle of the South China Sea. Warships also
have P-8s in their sights, as evidenced by last year's February incident in which the
U.S. Navy accused the crew of a Chinese destroyer of shining a laser on one of the
Pentagon's top-of-the-line aircraft.
Beyond acquiring the P-8, a number of U.S. partners are also shaping up their own
submarine fleets to adapt to the modern maritime military environment. In fact, both
the U.S.-aligned bloc and China appear to be caught in a cycle of weapons
development in which Hu Bo, director of China's South China Sea Probing Initiative,
felt Beijing had the upper hand.
"The underwater arms race in the Asia-Pacific is intensifying, and similar operations
by the U.S. and others will only spur China to invest more in the underwater sector,"
Hu told Newsweek.
"Given China's extraordinary capacity for national mobilization, the result of China's
input could be even more challenging for the United States, which may run counter to
current American policy expectations."
"The great development of China's surface forces in the past 20 years have fully
illustrated this point," he added.

Australian Department of Defense A Royal Australian Air Force P-8A Poseidon
armed with AGM-84 Harpoon anti-ship missiles and MU-90 Impact lightweight
anti-submarine warfare torpedo is seen in this image shared in March 2018.
Yet the races goes on.
Australia, the U.K. and the U.S. announced a new alliance last month, along with
plans to help Australia develop its first nuclear-powered submarine. The news drew
quick condemnation from China, which accused the trio of pursuing destabilizing
moves in the region.
France issued immediate protests as the agreement effectively scrapped an ongoing
multibillion-dollar French deal to develop such a vessel for Australia.
Also last month, U.S. ally South Korea debuted its SLBM capacity, becoming the first
non-nuclear nation to enter this realm. Weeks later, rival North Korea launched an
SLBM, demonstrating that the nuclear-armed state was also investing in undersea
war fighting capabilities.
"Our ministry keeps monitoring the North Korea military situation, including its
submarine activity, closely," a South Korean National Defense Ministry spokesperson
told Newsweek.
While maintaining a robust alliance with Washington, Seoul has increasingly sought
to balance that relationship with its ties to Beijing. It has also measured deterrence
and diplomacy with North Korea, an ally of China.
When it comes to the underwater domain specifically, Blake Herzinger, a fellow at the
Hawaii-based Pacific Forum research institute who served as an intelligence officer
for a P-8 squadron that also included the plane's predecessor, the P-3,

told Newsweek that South Korea "is far more concerned about North Korean
submarines than they are about those of the People's Liberation Army Navy."
However, he noted that China's "goal of bolstering its blue water capabilities will
likely encourage the PLAN to continue sending its submarines farther abroad."
And for others in the region, "if that presence continues to increase, or becomes
persistent, states further from China's coastline, like India, Australia, and New
Zealand, would likely perceive a significantly greater threat," Herzinger argued.
Much focus has been given recently to China's other myriad military achievements,
marked most recently by reports in the Financial Times of two hyper-sonic missile
tests said to have been conducted over the summer.
This side of the next-generation arms race does evoke classic Cold War fears, but as
the U.S.-China rivalry plays out today primarily on open waters, the still mostly
unseen threat of the submarine continues to top the list of concerns for sailors on the
front-line.
"In very general terms, and in all submariners' fondest dreams, submarines are
certainly a threat both in terms of surveillance and kinetic maritime threat,"
Herzinger said.
Reciting what he called "an old adage," Herzinger said, "There are are only two types
of ships: submarines and targets."

Scientists Demand to See Wuhan Lab Coronavirus Data From EcoHealth Alliance
Ed Browne - Newsweek
Scientists have called on EcoHealth Alliance (EHA) to make its coronavirus research
data public amid an ongoing debate over whether COVID may have originated from
a lab.

Hector Retamal/AFP / Getty A photo shows security personnel outside the Wuhan
Institute of Virology in Wuhan, China, on February 3 2021. EcoHealth has worked
with the institute to study bat coronaviruses.
The U.S.-based organization has worked for years to research bat viruses with the
Wuhan Institute of Virology (WIV), which is based in the city where the first COVID
cases were reported.
Last week the National Institutes of Health (NIH) ordered EHA to hand over any
unpublished coronavirus research data it held.
The U.S. medical research agency accused EHA of failing to immediately report
findings that showed how an engineered bat coronavirus made mice sicker than a
normal version. The NIH said that not reporting this immediately violated the terms
of funding it had given EHA.
In a letter dated Tuesday seen by The Wall Street Journal and published on Thursday,
Peter Daszak, the president of EHA, denied any wrongdoing on the part of the
organization and said it reported the mouse data to the NIH in 2018 as part of its
Year 4 report. He said the NIH did not raise any concerns at the time.
Daszak confirmed EHA had this week supplied the unpublished coronavirus research
data to the NIH as requested, including virus sequencing data as well as "new
analyses." He said that these analyses were in the process of being made public
following peer-review.
The EHA president told The Wall Street Journal the organization intends to "get all of
the work we did in China made public, through peer-reviewed papers as soon as
humanly possible."
But scientists have criticized EHA's decision to put its coronavirus research analysis
through peer-review before making it public and demanded greater transparency
from both the organization and the NIH.
Angela Rasmussen, a virologist at the University of Saskatchewan in Canada, tweeted
in a response to the letter: "'As soon as humanly possible' is not a timeline. There is
no reason why sequence data from bat coronaviruses obtained in field collections
should be withheld until peer review is complete.
"This entire messy s***show is the result of EHA and NIH both not being forthcoming
with data generated with taxpayer funding."
"As soon as humanly possible" is not a timeline. There is no reason why sequence
data from bat CoVs obtained in field collections should be withheld until peer review
is complete. Depositing such data in a public repository isn't going to hurt a paper's
chances in peer review.
— Dr. Angela Rasmussen (@angie_rasmussen) October 28, 2021
Rasmussen also called on the NIH to respond to EHA's claims that the
aforementioned mouse study data had been released back in 2018.

Alina Chan, a molecular biologist at the Broad Institute of MIT and Harvard, called
on all relevant journals to immediately publish all EHA-WIV data submitted since
2017, even if it was rejected or revised.
This is unacceptable.
Daszak: “We’re going to continue our efforts to get all of the work we did in China
made public through peer-reviewed papers”
I call on all journals to immediately publish all EcoHealth-WIV manuscripts+data
submitted since 2017 even if rejected or revised.
— Alina Chan (@Ayjchan) October 29, 2021
And Craig Kaplan, an associate professor at the Department of Biological Sciences at
the University of Pittsburgh, tweeted: "What about good faith criticism? They
absolutely need to share the data."
Newsweek has contacted EHA and NIH for comment.
Amid the debate over when the data was reported, both the NIH and EHA have stated
that the experiments could not have resulted in the emergence of SARS-CoV-2, the
virus that caused the COVID pandemic.
Dr. Francis Collins, director of the National Institutes of Health (NIH), last week
issued a statement refuting "misinformation" about the origins of COVID.

A bitter pill: Biden suffers familiar defeat on prescription drug prices
Dan Diamond & Amy Goldstein - Washington Post
Sitting in the Oval Office in August, President Biden listened intently as a diabetic
patient told him the price of lifesaving insulin had shot up from $39 a bottle in 2001
to $280 today — “the same exact bottle of insulin, with the same exact formula,” the
patient Gail deVore said.

Nicholas Kamm/AFP/Getty Images President Biden departing the White House
Thursday after laying out the framework of $1.75 trillion social spending package
that omitted Medicare drug negotiation.
Biden had long argued for giving the government a stronger hand in curbing drug
prices, and he responded that day by vowing to tackle insulin’s cost as part of a social
spending bill before Congress. “The only thing that Medicare is not allowed to
negotiate for a price for is a prescription drug,” the president said, “and it’s long
past time we changed that.”
But the bill Democrats call their Build Back Better Act won’t change how Medicare
pays for drugs, at least under the framework Biden unveiled Thursday. The omission
of drug-price negotiations blindsided liberal Democrats who are the White House’s
allies and infuriated advocates, many of whom argue this is the party’s best
opportunity to lower pharmaceutical costs for the foreseeable future.
The apparent inability of even an ardent president and a Democratic-led Congress to
achieve that goal is a familiar one. For nearly 30 years, U.S. presidents have tried
and failed to contain the price of drugs like insulin.
Now Biden appears likely to join a list which includes former presidents Bill Clinton,
Barack Obama and Donald Trump. All of them pledged to tackle high drug costs, and
all of them failed at the hands of the deep-pocketed industry, which has spent more
than $1 billion on lobbying and advertising over two decades to torpedo initiatives
that could rein in its profits, according to data tracked by OpenSecrets, a government
transparency group. Which is why, experts say, Americans pay roughly twice as much
for their prescriptions as consumers in comparable countries.
“Is this hard? Hell yes,” said David Mitchell, a cancer patient and the founder of
Patients for Affordable Drugs Now, which has tracked at least $26.5 million in
spending by pharma lobbyists to influence this social spending bill. “We’re not giving
up. We’re going to fight until the last possible minute.”

Barring a last-minute reversal on Capitol Hill, the United States will continue to be
an outlier among wealthy, Western nations with such a scant government role in
determining the prices consumers pay for the medicines they need and, as a result,
drug costs far out of line with those in other countries.
Among the most expensive medications are treatments for life-threatening conditions
such as hepatitis C or cancers, a Rand Corp. report found this year, with some
patients saying they must choose between paying for medicine and other necessities.
“It’s a remarkable example of how there can be a perfectly common-sense piece of
legislation — that the government should get its money worth for what it buys, as it
does for any other procurement — that has been managed to get … demonized by
virtue of this massive public relations effort the industry has done so masterfully,”
said Jerry Avorn, a professor of medicine at Harvard Medical School who specializes
in drug epidemiology.
Advocates and some Democrats insist the final bill could still include some form of
drug-price negotiations, with House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) exploring a
more limited, last-minute measure, said several people with knowledge of the talks.
Rep. Frank Pallone Jr. (D-N.J.), chairman of the influential House Energy and
Commerce Committee, said Thursday that he remains “committed to finalizing an
agreement that includes price negotiation, a cap on seniors’ out-of-pocket drug
spending, and a penalty for Big Pharma companies that unfairly raise prices.”
Proponents also express anger and frustration with Sen. Kyrsten Sinema (D-Ariz.),
Rep. Scott Peters (D-Calif.) and a handful of other congressional moderates who
opposed liberals’ price-negotiation plan, noting the holdouts received significant
drug-industry contributions.
Just a few defectors are enough to tank the measure with Democrats’ razor-thin
margins — a 50-50 split in the Senate with Vice President Harris as a tiebreaker and
only three votes to spare in the House.
“The pharmaceutical industry is employing nearly 1,500 lobbyists in D.C. alone,” a
visibly frustrated Sen. Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.) told supporters Tuesday night, shortly
before the White House conceded it didn’t have the votes and dropped drug
negotiation from its framework.
“You got that? Nearly 1,500 lobbyists in Washington, including the former
congressional leaders of both political parties. That is almost three pharmaceutical
industry lobbyists for every member of Congress.”
“It has not been Congress that has been regulating the pharmaceutical industry,”
Sanders argued. “It has been the pharmaceutical industry that has been regulating
Congress.”

Drug industry lobbyists downplayed the donations, arguing the provision would have
harmed patients by depriving drugmakers of money for research and impeding the
development of new drugs.
“I can’t speak to why a member of Congress may take a certain position on a certain
issue,” said Brian Newell, a spokesman for PhRMA, the industry’s main trade group.
“Our focus has been educating policymakers about the solutions we are for to lower
costs for patients and the concerns we have with proposals like direct government
negotiations.”
‘Unreasonable’ costs
Americans have consistently said they back the idea of government drug-price
negotiations. Some 92 percent of Democrats, 85 percent of independents and 76
percent of Republicans said they strongly or somewhat support allowing the federal
government to negotiate with drug companies to get a lower price on prescription
drugs for people with Medicare and private insurance, according to a survey released
this month by the Kaiser Family Foundation.
More than 8 in 10 adults also said the cost of prescription drugs is “unreasonable,”
and 1 in 5 older adults reported trouble affording their medication, according to the
poll.
But despite such sentiment across the political spectrum, lawmakers have repeatedly
failed to agree on government action — a struggle that has its roots in Americans’
traditional hesitation to give the government a hand in setting health-care rates
overall, as well as an explicit bar on price negotiations when drug benefits were
added to the Medicare program in 2003.
After sporadic attempts going back to President Richard Nixon a half-century ago,
Clinton in the 1990s championed the idea of adding drug benefits to Medicare, with
some government regulation of the prices.
“That led to the drug companies moving directly into the opposition” to the Clinton
health-care plan, recalled John McDonough, a professor of public health practice at
the Harvard T.H. Chan School of Public Health. “And they were proud to be part of
the coalition of the unwilling that killed it.”
The 2003 law that created Medicare’s drug benefits was the creation of a GOP-led
Congress and a Republican administration under President George W. Bush. Unlike
every other part of Medicare, the drug coverage was set up as a private-sector
program in which for-profit health plans sell drug benefits to seniors.
It “was the only part of Medicare under private control …[with] no limitation on
price whatsoever,” said Paul Starr, a Princeton University professor of sociology and
public affairs.
“The … industry was successful in getting into the law a prohibition” on price
negotiation, said Larry Levitt, executive vice president of the Kaiser Family
Foundation. “Drugs are the anomaly in Medicare. Medicare sets prices for hospitals,

doctors, for all kinds of services, but it’s explicitly prohibited from setting prices for
drugs in the legislation that created the Medicare drug benefit.”
While Obama also had concerns about drug prices, his fledgling administration
worked out a deal with the pharmaceutical industry in 2009, early in its work on what
became the Affordable Care Act. It promised it would not seek to include drug-price
negotiations in exchange for an industry agreement to provide money to help expand
insurance coverage and not to oppose the law.
“Had PhRMA been on the other side, the ACA never would have happened,”
McDonough said.
Obama returned to the issue later in his administration, arguing in 2015 and 2016
that Medicare should be empowered to negotiate drug prices, although the proposal
sputtered in a Republican-controlled Congress.
Both Hillary Clinton and Trump pledged to negotiate prices in their 2016 campaigns,
although Trump backed away from the idea once in the White House, opting instead
to index U.S. drug prices to an average paid by several other nations — an idea that
was never implemented — and going after drug rebates, an idea the new White House
framework would repeal.
Lost opportunities
As presidents and lawmakers repeatedly backed away from the drug price issue in the
face of opposition, drug spending in the United States jumped by 76 percent between
2000 and 2017, and the costs are expected to increase faster than other areas of
health-care spending over the next decade as expensive new specialty medicines are
approved, according to the Rand study.
But experts say they’re also worried about the high prices for older drugs, such as
insulin — which was developed a century ago. Several experts cited a branded drug
called Humalog, which cost about $21 per vial when Eli Lilly introduced it in 1996.
Today, the price for that same vial lists at about $275.
“It’s the exact same product,” said S. Vincent Rajkumar, a Mayo Clinic physician
who’s studied the cost of insulin. “It’s like the original iPhone selling now for a price
10 times higher,” Rajkumar said.
Asked about the rising price of Humalog and other insulins, an industry official,
speaking on the condition of anonymity to discuss private conversations with
lawmakers, cited an array of discounts and rebates from manufacturers to health
plans and middlemen that the lobbying group said had lowered the net price of
insulins by 83 percent last year. Those, however, are largely hidden from public view
because they reflect confidential agreements negotiated between manufacturers and
buyers.
Eli Lilly also introduced a half-price generic version of Humalog in 2019, saying the
move would help more patients afford the drug. But Rajkumar faulted the generic
drug as a symptom of a broken health system, not a solution. “You have to ask

yourself, if the same company is selling the same product with just a different label at
half the price, what’s going on?” the doctor said.
Lawmakers of both parties have deemed the industry’s efforts insufficient. A
bipartisan Senate Finance Committee report released this year condemned
“pharmaceutical pricing practices that cause financial harm and worse health
outcomes for the American people,” with the panel’s outgoing Chairman Sen.
Charles E. Grassley (R-Iowa) and its then-top Democrat, Sen. Ron Wyden (Ore.)
demanding reforms.
“There is clearly something broken when a product like insulin that’s been on the
market longer than most people have been alive skyrockets in price,” Grassley said.
Outside health policy experts have reached similar conclusions. William B. Feldman,
a doctor and research fellow at Brigham and Women’s Hospital, and his colleagues
estimated the government could have saved between $1 billion and $4.4 billion in a
single year had Medicare been allowed to negotiate the price of insulin, like the
Department of Veterans Affairs.
With polls showing the public wants action to lower prices, some warn that
Democrats may pay a price in next year’s midterm elections for failing to address the
issue.
“You can’t go home to voters after promising this for decades with nothing to show
for it, when there is an opportunity,” said Bill Sweeney, senior president for
government affairs at AARP, the advocacy group for people 50 and older that has
supported drug negotiations. “The voters will know you didn’t deliver.”
PhRMA clout
The dynamic that prompted the defection of several moderates is a reprise of previous
defeats of drug-price initiatives. Earlier this year, as Democrats took control of the
legislative and executive branches, pharmaceutical industry lobbyists ramped up their
efforts, releasing a slew of white papers, purchasing advertisements and steering
donations in hopes of blunting the latest push for price negotiation.
For instance, Peters, a California congressman who represents a biotech-heavy
district and who had previously supported negotiation, warned Pelosi in a May letter
that he and nine allies were seeking more modest reforms than the negotiations
pushed by Democratic leadership.
Immediately afterward, he received thousands of dollars in contributions from
pharmaceutical interests, raking in $66,400 between May 4 and June 30 from
executives associated with Pfizer, Eli Lilly, Bristol Myers Squibb, Merck and the
industry trade group PhRMA, according to a Stat analysis.
Peters is a top recipient of drug company donations, having received $541,000 since
2007, according to a Kaiser Health News campaign contributions tracker.
The drug industry also circulated a Congressional Budget Office projection that
concluded drug-price negotiation “would result in fewer new drugs” as companies’

financial incentives shifted. The CBO this summer projected that Democrats’
legislation would lead to two fewer drugs within a decade of the bill taking effect,
although PhRMA’s own projections have been far more dire.
“We cannot accept that patients — who desperately need the latest treatments and
cures — simply might not have access to them because our government wanted to
‘negotiate,’ and, in doing so, created an environment where American patients are
subject to a system where a lifesaving cure exists but they might not be able to access
it, while people in other countries can,” PhRMA’s Gabby Migliara wrote in June.
But the drug industry’s claims have been largely rebuffed by policy analysts, who
insist the companies would still have incentives to pursue new cures and treatments.
“Not every drug is innovative. Not every drug is equal. Not every drug is a
breakthrough,” said Lovisa Gustafsson, a vice president at the Commonwealth Fund,
ticking off drugs that merely combined older drugs or copied existing formulas.
She noted the mRNA coronavirus vaccines, which lobbyists tout as the sort of
breakthrough that demonstrates pharmaceutical innovation, actually relied on basic
science funded by the National Institutes of Health. “What [the vaccines] showed was
the innovation of the government,” Gustafsson said.
‘My whole day revolves around insulin’
Patients and advocates say they are crestfallen by the White House decision to back
away from the drug-pricing initiative.
“My whole day revolves around insulin and checking my blood glucose,” said Iesha
Meza, a 30-year-old patient with Type 1 diabetes in Phoenix. Meza said she stopped
paying for food and electricity to afford insulin when she was uninsured in 2015 and
2016, ultimately suffering complications. “Hopefully Congress does the right thing.”
Biden unveils $1.75 trillion spending plan, but divisions delay economic agenda
AARP on Thursday blasted emails to Capitol Hill and sent a letter to millions of its
members, with congressional phone numbers, urging them to tell lawmakers to
embrace drug-price negotiation before the House and the Senate vote.
Even longtime Biden allies such as Leslie Dach — who founded Protect Our Care, a
health-care advocacy group — were unhappy.
Dach acknowledged that the bill achieved important goals by expanding Medicaid
coverage and lowering the cost of ACA health plan premiums. But “the failure to
address the cost of drugs is very disappointing,” he said.
“It’s a win for one greedy industry at the expense of the American people.”

