The latest News Around Us in Nov #3
Elon Musk calls the UN’s bluff to open a Pandora’s box
Rachel Marsden - Tribune Content Agency

Saul Martinez/Getty Images/TNS
PARIS – Multi-billionaire tech magnate Elon Musk built his Tesla Motors and SpaceX
empire on $4.9 billion in government subsidies. And now he’s calling out another
beneficiary of government largesse: the United Nations.
On November 1, the UN’s World Food Programme (WFP) announced in a press
release: “42 million people are at famine’s door — and $6.6 billion could save them
now.”
The headline didn’t escape one Twitter user’s notice. He pointed out that “2% of
Elon Musk’s wealth is $6B. In 2020 the UN World Food Program (WFP) raised
$8.4B. How come it didn’t solve world hunger?” Musk replied, “If WFP can describe
on this Twitter thread exactly how $6B will solve world hunger, I will sell Tesla stock
right now and do it.”
WFP executive director, David Beasley, then joined the online melee, inviting Musk to
discuss the matter. But in doing so, he had pivoted from the initial press release of
his own organization. He tweeted, “Headline not accurate. $6B will not solve world
hunger, but it WILL prevent geopolitical instability, mass migration and save 42
million people on the brink of starvation. An unprecedented crisis and a perfect storm
due to Covid/conflict/climate crises.”
The bait and switch didn’t escape Musk’s attention, either. “Please publish your
current & proposed spending in detail so people can see exactly where money goes.
Sunlight is a wonderful thing,” he replied. To which Beasley responded that he’d
meet Musk “anywhere” to show him their books.

Except that’s not at all what Musk was asking. He wants the UN program to open its
kimono for the whole planet to see and evaluate the funding and spending of this
global governance entity which has benefited from taxpayer largesse on a global
scale.
Instead, Beasley is offering special access to a potential rainmaking donor.
Something has long seemed amiss. How else can one explain that world hunger and
poverty are still global problems when governments have been tossing our money
down this particular well for at least as long as most of us have been alive.
World poverty should have been fixed a long time ago — unless the ultimate purpose
is to maintain the poverty industry in the manner to which it has become accustomed.
We all remember watching the ads on TV for UN fundraising campaigns — showing
cute kids in foreign countries starving — and wanting to do anything that we possibly
could to help. The message always has been that X amount of money, donated by you,
can save one child from going hungry for a day.
We collected coins in little boxes for the cause each Halloween and held bake sales
for which we undercooked brownies and burnt cookies. All because some of us really
wanted to believe that the money (or at least almost all of it) went straight from our
pockets onto a plate in need.
It’s not that simple with many of these multinational organizations, whose public
transparency regarding the breakdown of administrative, operational, and other costs
on a worldwide scale leaves a lot to be desired.
A 2008 publication in the Journal of Economic Perspectives noted that in 2004, 70
percent of the WFP’s aid went to “corrupt countries,” and ranked it near the bottom
for transparency and overhead.
Even more troubling is that one has to go back that far in order to find any detailed
sources that aren’t published directly by the organization itself. Why so discreet?
Since this assessment, the WFP has implemented biometric data collection and
verification control systems in the countries in which they operate. They claim that the
measures help prevent fraudulent distribution in the supply chain. Not a bad idea in
principle since the New York Times has previously reported, for example, that WFP
food had been misdirected to Islamist militant groups in Africa.
But it’s hard not to also be skeptical about the creation of a biometric data dragnet
for eventual use by the organization’s two largest public benefactors: the United
States and the European Union.
It would be interesting to know which private donors might have a particular interest
in such information. For instance, The Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation, founded by
Microsoft’s Bill Gates, donated $324.7 million to another UN program — the World
Health Organization (WHO) in 2017. That makes Gates the second-largest donor to
the WHO, including nation-states (right behind the U.S. at $401.1 million).

So, while Musk is playing social media footsie with the WFP and dangling a fortune
before their eyes, can we please know how much of a return on investment tech giants
like him could potentially be getting for their involvement? The only way to find out is
to see the current donor list, breakdown of costs, any earmarked program funding,
and a full list of vendors.
Speaking of vendors, in 2010, the American Enterprise Institute’s former visiting
fellow Jon Entine pointed out, citing the UN Monitoring Group on Somalia, that
“three Somali businessmen who held about $160 million in WFP transport contracts
were involved in arms trading while diverting the agency’s food aid away from the
hungry.” Is this just the tip of the iceberg? Let’s find out.
It’s long past time for someone to break open the books of the UN and its various
organizations. And if Musk succeeds in doing so with a bribe of $6 billion, it might
truly be the bribe to end all bribes.
(Rachel Marsden is a columnist, political strategist and host of an independently
produced French-language program that airs on Sputnik France. Her website can be
found at http://www.rachelmarsden.com.)

Youngkin's Virginia Win Offers Midterm Road Map for GOP, Warning for
Democrats
Aaron Zitner - Wall Street Journal (WSJ)
WASHINGTON—Republican Glenn Youngkin’s victory in the Virginia election for
governor on Tuesday gave his party hopes that it had found new strategies for
regaining control of Congress next year, while leaving Democrats worried about a
dispirited voter base.
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Mr. Youngkin’s triumph over Democrat Terry McAuliffe, which was called by the
Associated Press early Wednesday morning, was the first statewide win for
Republicans in Virginia since 2009 and marked a substantial swing from 2020, when
President Biden carried the state by 10 percentage points.
An unexpectedly close race for governor in New Jersey, which backed Mr. Biden by
16 points last year, added to the sense that Democrats were now facing an adverse
political climate. That contest remained too close to call as of Wednesday morning.
Many Democrats blamed their loss in Virginia in part on Mr. Biden’s inability to
move party priorities through Congress, and the outcome raised questions about
whether that task will get any easier now.
Some Democratic lawmakers, sensing a pressing need to energize the party’s core
voters, may be more eager to reach a compromise on a promised infrastructure bill
and climate and social-spending legislation, while others may fear being seen as too
liberal and too closely aligned with a president whose job approval ratings have sunk.
“This was an electroshock therapy for Democrats to stop infighting and start
delivering results for a very impatient electorate,” said former Rep. Steve Israel (D.,
N.Y.). “In the war between Democratic progressives and Democratic moderates, the
Republicans won.”
Mr. McAuliffe’s loss also punctured assumptions by some in the party about the
forces motivating voters.
Virginia Republicans turned out in large numbers, dashing Democratic hopes that
GOP voters would stay home when former President Donald Trump isn’t on the
ballot.
Democratic turnout didn’t keep pace, a sign that the anti-Trump anger that fueled the
party’s gains in 2018 and 2020 has diminished, at least for now, despite Mr.
McAuliffe’s consistent efforts in TV ads and campaign appearances to label his
opponent as another version of the former president.
Instead, the results suggested that Mr. Youngkin, a former private-equity executive
making his first bid for office, had accomplished a political balancing act by
motivating voters in areas of the state where Mr. Trump remains popular, while also
improving on the party’s recent showing in the suburbs, where distaste for Mr. Trump
had accelerated a voter shift away from the Republican Party while he was in office.
Some Republicans said Tuesday that Mr. Youngkin had become a model for GOP
candidates in competitive districts by talking about some of Mr. Trump’s priorities,
such as election security, but not campaigning with the former president.
“It’s OK to talk about Trump, but at the same time it’s OK to have your own brand,’’
said Sarah Chamberlain, president of the Republican Main Street Partnership, who
works to elect centrist and suburban GOP candidates. “You have to acknowledge

Trump, and then talk about what you’re going to do and how it will affect the
district.’’
Joshua Ulibarri, a Democratic pollster whose clients include Virginia’s House
Democratic Caucus, said it was necessary but not sufficient for his party to argue that
the Republican Party was too beholden to Mr. Trump.
“Our voters, and swing voters, very much needed to believe that Trump and the
Trump agenda were on the ballot,” he said. “For two cycles, that worked for us. But
now that we’ve defeated Trump and he’s not in the White House, many voters feel less
urgency.’”
At the same time, Mr. Ulibarri said, Democratic infighting that has stalled the party’s
promised legislation in Congress also dampened voter enthusiasm. “McAuliffe wasn’t
able to campaign on these Democratic achievements,’’ he said.
Mr. Youngkin’s strategy may be difficult to repeat next year. Democratic leaders say
they are on track to pass their legislation, which could energize the party’s voters. In
some states, such as Ohio, the major candidates for Senate aren’t keeping distance
from Mr. Trump, but casting themselves in his mold and competing for his
endorsement.
Republicans also said that Mr. Youngkin provided a road map for many other GOP
candidates by elevating a cluster of issues concerning education and parents’ rights
in the classroom.
Among other things, Mr. Youngkin promised to ban critical-race theory from the
classroom, even though state officials say the curriculum doesn’t include the
controversial set of ideas that hold, broadly, that racism is built into American
institutions to favor white people.
In Loudoun County, a Democratic-leaning suburb of Washington, D.C., where the
debates over critical-race theory and rules regarding transgender students’ access to
bathrooms have been at the center of confrontational school board meetings, Mr.
Youngkin drew 44% of the vote in nearly complete results, improving on Mr. Trump’s
37% showing last year.
“A lot of independent voters have been motivated by this issue, and they have given a
fresh look at their [party] affiliation as a result,’’ said Josh Holmes, a former chief of
staff to Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell (R., Ky.). He said Republicans
could successfully raise the issue of the parents’ voice in the classroom elsewhere,
“much like Obamacare fueled concerns about what the left was attempting to do with
the healthcare of all Americans.’’
The debate over Covid-19 safety measures didn’t appear to help Mr. McAuliffe in the
way that many Democrats felt it had helped Gavin Newsom, the Democratic governor
of California, survive a recall election less than two months ago.
Mr. Newsom had cast the leading Republican candidate as eager to roll back
public-health protections, such as a state mandate that healthcare workers be

vaccinated. Mr. Newsom had cast the leading Republican candidate as a danger to
public health for promising to roll back anti-Covid-19 measures, such as a state
mandate that healthcare workers be vaccinated.
Mr. McAuliffe, a former governor of Virginia, supported vaccine mandates for many
government workers and said he would create incentives for more businesses to
require vaccinations. Mr. Youngkin said he supports vaccines, but not mandates.
Polling found that coronavirus, however, trailed the economy and jobs as a top issue
facing the state.
The Virginia result comes as the parties are attempting to recruit candidates for
midterm races and lawmakers are making decisions about whether to run for
re-election. While the number of House members in each party choosing not to run
again is about equal, Democrats are losing more members to retirement from districts
that are competitive or likely to become so after states draw new House district lines
before the next election.
Democrats will have to grapple with signs of eroding support in some of their core
voter groups. In Virginia, according to preliminary results from AP VoteCast, a large
survey of voters who cast ballots in the election, Mr. Youngkin fought to a
51%-to-49% draw among white voters with college degrees, whose support has
become more important to Democrats as the party loses white voters without degrees.
Last year, Mr. Biden won those voters in Virginia by 11 points.
Suburban voters also split their vote evenly between the two candidates, the survey
found, where Mr. Biden had won the Virginia suburbs last year by 24 points.
Democrats had already been concerned about GOP gains among Hispanic voters in
the 2020 election. In Virginia, they backed Mr. Youngkin, the AP survey said, though
the sample size of the group was much smaller than for white and Black voters.
Overall, more people who voted called themselves Republicans than Democrats, by 6
percentage points, whereas the 2020 Virginia electorate had tilted Democratic by 4
percentage points. That was only one sign that Republicans were more eager than
Democrats to vote.
The difference in voter enthusiasm appeared in places such as Arlington County, a
populous suburb of Washington., D.C., that is home to government and technology
workers and gave 80% of its vote last year to Mr. Biden.
In nearly complete results, Mr. McAuliffe was drawing 68% of Mr. Biden’s vote total
in the county, while Mr. Youngkin was winning 96% of Mr. Trump’s total.
By contrast, in some Republican strongholds, such as Culpeper County, an exurb of
Washington in the foothills of the Blue Ridge Mountains, Mr. Youngkin was carrying
nearly 84% of the 2020 Trump vote in nearly complete results, while Mr. McAuliffe
was winning only 62% of the Biden vote.

NASA still has no idea what is wrong with the Hubble telescope
Chris Ciaccia - Dailymail.Com
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NASA said on Monday that it is still unsure what is wrong with the Hubble Space
Telescope, nearly 10 days after it stopped working for the second time this year.
The U.S. space agency 'is continuing to investigate why the instruments in the Hubble
Space Telescope recently went into safe mode configuration, suspending science
operations. 'The instruments are healthy and will remain in safe mode while the
mission team continues its investigation,' NASA added in a statement.
The agency did provide a little more clarity on the situation, adding that that error
codes on the Hubble's science instruments were issued at 1:46 a.m. EDT on October
23, 'indicating the loss of a specific synchronization message.'
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The engineers working on the Hubble reset the instruments and science operations
were resumed the following morning.
However, a second set of error codes were issued on October 25 at 2:38 a.m. EDT,
again indicating the loss of a specific synchronization message.
Subsequently, the instruments went into safe mode.
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When the Hubble is in safe mode, it does not observe any celestial objects or collect
data, but it is still powered up.
NASA said members of the mission are combing through data and system diagrams to
understand the synchronization issue and how to fix it, while gathering other data as
well. All of the activities are expected to take at least one week, NASA explained,
adding the 'rest of the spacecraft is operating as expected.'

The Hubble, which has been in space more than 30 years, first stopped working
in June after it ran into issues with a 1980s-era computer that controls its science
instruments.
On June 14, flight controllers at NASA's Goddard Space Flight Center in Maryland
tried to restart the computer after they noticed it stopped working on June 13, but they
ran into the same issue and could not get it to operate normally.

Daily Mail
Science operations on the Hubble resumed on July 17, following a month in which it
was halted due to a technical malfunction.
The switch 'was performed to compensate for a problem with the original payload
computer that occurred on June 13 when the computer halted, suspending science
data collection.'
The switch, which started on July 15, involved bringing the backup Power Control
Unit (PCU) online, as well as the backup Command Unit/Science Data Formatter
(CU/SDF) on the other side of the Science Instrument and Command & Data
Handling (SI C&DH) unit.
The PCU brings power to the SI C&DH components, while the CU/SDF sends and
formats commands and data. NASA added that other pieces of hardware on the
Hubble were also switched to alternate interfaces to connect to the backup SI C&DH.
The backup payload computer was then turned on, loaded with software and normal
operations mode.
Prior to being switched on in July, the backup payload computer had not been
powered on since it was installed in 2009 during Hubble's last servicing mission.
Hubble, a joint project of NASA, the European Space Agency and the Canadian Space
Agency, has been observing the universe for over three decades.
It has taken more than 1.5 million observations of the universe, and over 18,000
scientific papers have been published based on its data.

The telescope orbits Earth at a speed of about 17,000mph (27,300kph) in low Earth
orbit at about 340 miles in altitude, slightly higher than the International Space
Station.
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Launched in April 1990 from the Kennedy Space Center in Florida, Hubble is
showing more and more signs of ageing, despite a series of repairs and updates by
spacewalking astronauts during NASA's shuttle era.
The telescope is named after famed astronomer Edwin Hubble who was born in
Missouri in 1889 and discovered that the universe is expanding, as well as the rate at
which it is doing so.
The Hubble recently marked its 31st anniversary in space, doing so with an image of
a giant star that is 'on the edge of destruction'.
The U.S. space agency is going to replace the Hubble with $10 billion James Webb
Telescope. Following months of delays, the James Webb Telescope will launch into
space on December 18, 2021, on board the ESA's Ariane-5 rocket.
Last month, the telescope was successfully unpacked in French Guiana, where it will
head into space, following a 5,800 mile-long journey.

Elon Musk to Congress: Drop the billionaire tax. It will only mess with ‘my plan to
get humanity to Mars’

Sophie Mellor - Fortune
Elon Musk, the world's richest man, took to Twitter overnight to savage the so-called
billionaire tax proposal that's dividing Washington over ideological lines, and is
dominating the discourse on social media, too.
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The tax idea, which would target the 700 richest U.S. taxpayers, was dreamed up to
finance President Joe Biden’s $2 trillion “Build Back Better” campaign, which
carries a number of historic investments around childcare, education, healthcare, and
combating climate change.
The Democrat-led proposal though is facing a stiff blow-back in Congress—not just
from Republicans but also from more moderate Democrats. The thorniest part of the
"billionaire tax" is a 23.8% tax rate on the long-term capital gains on traceable
assets.
As it currently stands, it would be levied only on billionaires who either earn more
than $100 million in annual income or have $1 billion in assets. It would be a radical
re-write of the tax code, which currently taxes assets like shares in companies only
when they're bought or sold.
The new policy would treat millionaire's fortunes like business income, and tax their
assets on a mark-to-market basis each year. Such a move would hit hard tech titans
like Musk, Amazon founder Jeff Bezos and Facebook's Mark Zuckerberg.
Musk has been the most vocal of the bunch. Again on Wednesday he tweeted out
warnings that a tax on billionaires would only make a small dent on the federal deficit.
Washington, he ominously added, would eventually come after the general public,
too.

“Eventually, they run out of other people’s money and then they come for you,” he
tweeted. He tweeted today what he intends to use the money on.
Elon Musk could become the world's first trillionaire. Here's what that means.
"My plan is to use the money to get humanity to Mars and preserve the light of
consciousness."
Criticisms
According to the Bloomberg Billionaires Index, Musk's personal wealth is nearing
$300 billion, a 72% year-to-date gain that's fueled by a bull run in Tesla stocks and
his stake in the rocket-manufacturing company Space X. Bezos, at $196 billion, is a
distant second.
Musk's vocal opposition comes as tax watchdogs take aim at the ultra-wealthy use of
the tax code to shield their fortune from the full tax rate. For example, Musk paid
$455 million in income tax between 2014 and 2018, according to IRS data reported
by ProPublica.
On Twitter, progressive-minded commentators remind Musk that Tesla has been
highly reliant upon government stimulus spending through the years. For example,
the electric vehicle maker received a $465 million loan from the U.S. Energy
Department back in 2010 and more recently took a $2.9 billion contract from NASA
in 2019 to build a Moonlander.
In the end, it may be Democrats, and not billionaires, who ultimately kill the
billionaire tax bill.
The loudest Democrat critic is West Virginia senator Joe Manchin, who told reporters,
“I don’t like it. I don’t like the connotation that we’re targeting different people.” He
also praised billionaire's contribution to society by creating job and through their
philanthropic pursuits.
Meanwhile, Mark Warner, the second richest senator with a net worth of $215 million,
said that it made sense that the “absolute wealthiest Americans pay a fair share.” But
he also noted the “devil is in the details” and it was crucial to not favor “one asset
class over another.”

India ramps up Himalayan border defences after deadly China clashes.
bb/gle/leg/qan - AFP

Money SHARMA
On the winding road up to India's Himalayan frontier is a postcard view of gushing
streams and tranquil lakes -- punctuated occasionally by the sight of artillery barrels
and military bunkers.
A year after deadly high-altitude clashes with Chinese soldiers, India is ramping up
its border defenses along a treacherous mountain range that has long been a
flashpoint between the two countries.

Money SHARMA Arunachal Pradesh shares a common Buddhist cultural heritage
with Tibet
Arunachal Pradesh straddles the other side of the Himalayas from Tibet and shares a
common Buddhist cultural heritage with its northern neighbour.
The Dalai Lama fled through the state in 1959 after a failed uprising against Chinese
rule in his homeland and has lived in India ever since.

Beijing also claims ownership of Arunachal Pradesh -- which it refers to as South
Tibet -- and briefly occupied most of the territory, three years after the Buddhist
leader's flight, in a short but bloody war.

Money SHARMA Young monks walk to class inside the Tawang monastery
Tensions have flared again since mid-2020 when troops from both nations fought a
hand-to-hand battle further west along their shared frontier in Ladakh, leaving at
least 20 Indian and four Chinese soldiers dead.

Money SHARMA Indian soldiers on a Bofors gun positioned near Tawang
Each side routinely sends patrols into areas claimed or controlled by the other, and
India has also accused China of establishing permanent settlements near the border.

"We have observed some infrastructure development on the Chinese side," Lieutenant
General Manoj Pan de told journalists during a rare press tour through the region
last month. "That has led to (a higher) number of troops that are now located or
placed there."
New Delhi has responded by scaling up its defenses in Arunachal Pradesh, deploying
cruise missiles, howitzers, US-made Chinook transport choppers and drones built in
Israel.
- Fatal geography Officers in the region say last year's clash highlighted the urgent need to fortify the
military's frontier presence, after fruitless talks with Beijing to ease the border
build-up on both sides.

Money SHARMA Indian officers in the region say last year's clash highlighted the
urgent need to fortify the military's frontier presence.
Temperatures around the remote strategic hamlet of Tawang -- one of the closest
towns to Tibet, and a potential choke-point for any advancing forces -- often drop
below zero and the thin mountain air is starved of oxygen.
Nearby military outposts can be cut off from the outside world for entire weeks in the
winter. "The region's geography is against humans," an Indian army brigadier told
AFP. "It can be fatal if one isn't fully fit, trained or acclimatized."
Army engineers are building a huge road tunnel at 13,000 feet (4,000 meters) above
sea level, expected to open next year, to link the area to arterial routes further south
and expand the reach of soldiers.
"These tunnels... will mean all-weather connectivity for locals and security forces
deployed in Tawang," said Colonel Parikshit Mehra, the project's director.

A similar project is under way in Ladakh beneath the rocky terrain of the Zojila
mountain pass -- otherwise impassable during winter months -- that would help
troops quickly mobilise at the border from India's huge garrison in Kashmir.
- 'Pressure tactics' A statue of the Buddha overlooks the houses sloping up the uneven plateau on which
Tawang was built, reflecting the largely Buddhist population of the region.
Those living in the town have applauded the new focus on the region from New Delhi
and are anxious about future Chinese incursions, mindful of Beijing's efforts to
suppress Buddhism across the frontier.
China's officially atheist government has made clear it could seek to name a
successor to the 86-year-old Dalai Lama, the spiritual leader of Tibetan Buddhists
and a revered figure in Tawang.
"We share our culture with Tibet but China today is modifying Buddhism according
to its whims," said Dondup Gyaltsen, who runs a shoe store in Tawang's main
market.
Monpa Golang, who runs a pharmacy further down the street, said India should stand
strong against "Chinese pressure tactics".
"Our government should make it clear that no Buddhist will accept anyone China
imposes after the Dalai Lama," the 75-year-old added. "He may look human but he's
our god."
bb/gle/leg/qan

The US Air Force is trimming its fighter force. Here are the 4 jets it wants to fight
future wars.
Benjamin Brimelow (insider@insider.com) - Business Insider

US Air Force Two F-22s, top, and two F-35s. US Air Force.

The US Air Force is looking to right-size its fighter fleet as it reorients toward new
adversaries. Air Force officials say the service's current seven fighter air-frames are
too expensive to maintain. Officials say their plan is to trim the fighter force down to
four air-frames in the coming decades.
In September, two of the Air Force's highest-ranking officers warned that the service
is running out of time to develop the new assets and capabilities it needs to stay ahead
of emerging threats.
Gen. Charles Brown Jr., the Air Force chief of staff, called for the service to "move
with a sense of urgency" in response to strategic competition with China, which he
called "one of our nation's greatest challenges."
"We cannot wait for a catastrophic crisis, whether it be sudden or insidious, to drive
change for the Air Force and the Joint Force. If we do, it will be too late," Brown said
at the Air Force Association's Air, Space, and Cyber conference.
Lt. Gen. Clinton Hinote, deputy chief of staff for strategy, integration and
requirements, echoed that concern, telling the conference that he was "very
concerned about the direction of our force."
"I am concerned that tomorrow's airmen will not have what they need to defend the
nation in their time if we don't change now," Hinote said. "We are out of time."
The Air Force must implement changes to maintain the dominance it has enjoyed
around the world for decades, the officials said. One of those changes will be
restructuring the service's fighter fleet.
A need to change

STR/AFP via Getty Images A Chinese air force J-16 fighter jet performing in Jilin
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Like the rest of the US military, the Air Force is shifting from the counterinsurgency
operations of the last two decades to competition with peer militaries.
US officials often mention Russia, but there was no question who is seen as the
biggest threat.
"China is the pacing challenge, and they are actively working to erode our
competitive advantages," Brown said, noting the rapid expansion and development of
China's military, which now fields the largest aviation force in the Indo-Pacific
region and has the largest navy in the world.
With its military and economic might, China will challenge the US "in a way we have
not seen since World War II," Brown said, echoing previous comments about future
air warfare.
The Air Force is pursuing a number of upgrades and modifications to address those
new challenges. Streamlining and updating the fighter fleet has been a particular
focus.
"We are going to have to get out of the business of keeping seven fighter fleets in play
all the time." Hinote told reporters during the conference.
"That's too expensive. It's too many fleets."
The Air Force wants to retire its F-15C and D models, which have exceeded their
service life.
"They're increasingly unflyable," Hinote said.
"That means that many of them we [send to the] depot we end up having to ground
them."
The Air Force also hopes to retire the venerable A-10 ground-attack aircraft by 2030.
The four models left in service will be the F-22, the F-35, the F-15E and EX, and the
F-16.
"We're going to go from seven to four," Hinote said.
"We'll go to a modern fighter force with four distinct platforms."
F-22, NGAD, and the F-35
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The F-22 and the F-35 are the US's two fifth-generation fighters, the most advanced
in the fleet. The F-22 was introduced in 2005 and the F-35 in 2016.
Originally, they were meant to work in tandem - the F-22, an excellent air-superiority
fighter, focusing on aerial combat and the F-35 as a multi-role fighter with the ability
to connect assets across the battlefield.
F-35s are still being built, but F-22 production ceased in 2011, largely because of
budget restrictions and the lack of sophisticated aerial threats for it to counter.
The Air Force can't restart the F-22 program, so it plans to upgrade and keep its
roughly 180 F-22s in service until about 2030, when it will replace them with a
fighter from the Next Generation Air Dominance (NGAD) program.
Hinote described NGAD as "not just a platform but a suite of capabilities and
programs that will help us to ensure air superiority."
The Air Force has already built and flown a full-scale NGAD flight demonstrator. Lt.
Gen. Duke Richardson, the Air Force's top acquisition official, said at the conference
that the program "is progressing per plan."
The F-35, meanwhile, "has to be the cornerstone of our fighter force," Hinote said.
"It will be the part of fighter force that has the most platforms associated with it."
F-15 and F-16

Jim Hazeltine/US Air Force An F-16, front, and an F-35.
The F-15 family of jets remain among the most capable and successful in the world.
The US has retired its F-15A and B models, and the aging F-15C and D models will
soon follow them. The Air Force intends to keep its substantially
upgraded F-15E and F-15EX models in the sky.
The F-15E is a highly capable air-to-air and air-to-ground fighter. The recently
acquired F-15EX, officially known as the Eagle II, is heavily updated and features a
modern suite of electronics, including a new radar, mission computer, cockpit
displays, and the Eagle Passive/Active Warning and Survivability System.
The Air Force plans to buy a least 144 F-15EXs. Along with the F-15Es in service,
they will add muscle and numbers to the fleet without sacrificing quality, Air Force
officials say.
With the F-15EX, "we're taking advantage of a line that's open to produce good,
capable fighters at a fast rate to recapitalize that F-15C and D fleet," Hinote said,
likening to the F-15EX to "a 4.5 or a 4.6-generation fighter."

US Air Force/Samuel King Jr An F-15EX at Eglin Air Force Base in Florida, March
11, 2021.
The F-16, a longtime Air Force favorite, will remain in service but focused on a
different role. Upgraded and remodeled F-16s will add capacity to the fleet for
missions such as homeland defense, where "we don't necessarily need a high-end
survive-ability, but you need a good, capable, reliable fighter," Hinote said.
The fighter fleet could see other changes, but fighters are not the Air Force's only
priority. It wants to replace the aging Minuteman III ICBM, improve and expand
its aerial-refueling fleet, and invest in artificial intelligence. It also hopes
to acquire modern long-range air-to-air missiles.
To progress on those efforts and keep pace with new threats, the Air Force will have
to improve its own culture and work better with its partners, including those in
industry building its new assets.
"If we do not get our relationship with industry correct, we'll end up with
fifth-generation fighters shooting fourth-generation weapons against a
sixth-generation threat," Brown said in September.

Biden Administration Plans to Sell Oil, Gas Leases Despite Climate Change Report
Erin Brady - Newsweek
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Despite a damaging report on fossil fuels released by the Interior Department last
week, the Biden administration plans to sell oil and gas leases even after a campaign
pledge to end new drilling on public land.
The Associated Press is reporting that the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) is
leasing sales for oil and gas mining in states such as Wyoming, Colorado, Montana,
Utah, Nevada, and New Mexico.
The agency has scaled back leases in Wyoming and Montana due to potential impacts
on vulnerable animal populations. Despite this, Wyoming still has roughly 280 square
miles up for leasing.
However, the BLM said that there is not much they can do to prevent climate change
impacts from burning the fuels.
"BLM has limited decision authority to meaningfully or measurably prevent the
cumulative climate change impacts that would result from global emissions," the
agency said in a statement.
The Interior Department cited in its report that the social cost of these leases is
projected to range from $357 million to around $4 billion. These costs have caused
ire to those questioning why the administration is moving forward with the leases.
Harvard University economics professor James Stock is questioning the validity of the
agency's belief that they cannot stop the leases.
"To say it's too hard, they can't do that — that's simply not true," says Stock. "All of
those calculations have been done. This is very surprising to me and inconsistent with
the Biden administration's climate goals."
The leases are expected to begin early next year.

Administration officials announced last week that government regulators for the first
time will analyze greenhouse gas emissions from fossil fuels extracted from
government-owned lands across the U.S.
Burning those fuels accounts for about 20% of energy-related U.S. greenhouse gas
emissions, making them a prime target for climate activists who want to shut them
down.
The Bureau of Land Management says they can't discern the significance of emissions
from government-owned fuel reserves versus other sources.
Similar statements were included in documents released by the government for oil and
gas lease proposals in other states.

NBC suggests G-rated inside joke about Joe Biden may be an actionable threat
against the president
Becket Adams - Washington Examiner

Washington Examiner
NBC News is here to protect President Joe Biden...from memes.
You’ve probably heard of the “Let’s go, Brandon!” meme. It started first when
crowds at sporting events were overheard spontaneously chanting “F--- Joe Biden!”
Then, on Oct. 2, NASCAR racer Brandon Brown won his first NASCAR Xfinity Series.
During a post-race interview between Brown and NBC sports reporter Kelli Stavast,
the crowd chanted the obscene Biden-related chant once again.
Stavast apparently misinterpreted it, remarking to Brown that the audience was
chanting, “Let’s go, Brandon!” It was pretty obvious they were not saying anything of
the sort.

Thus was born a tamer, G-rated version of the original chant. Sports fans, activists,
and even lawmakers started using the sanitized shorthand — a sort of family-friendly
inside-joke mocking both the president and the media for papering over public
discontent.
So, when you hear “Let’s go, Brandon!” it’s actually an evolution of the original
“F--- Joe Biden!”
For NBC News, where the meme originated, things have gone too far! Especially now
that Palmetto State Armory in South Carolina is selling “Let’s go, Brandon!”themed merchandise. In fact, with the arrival of rifle parts branded "Let's go,
Brandon!" it's probably time the U.S. Secret Service intervene to do something about
the sanitized two-tiered meme.
Or so thinks NBC News reporter Ken Dilanian. He even contacted the Secret Service
this week to flag the Biden-theme merchandise.
“Gun dealers are marketing weapon parts and ammunition using a right-wing slogan
widely understood as code for profanity directed at President Joe Biden,” he reports.
“Palmetto State Armory, which operates a 12,000-square-foot gun store in Columbia,
S.C., the state capital, is marketing a “LETSGO-15 Stripped Lower Receiver,” which
is a part meant for an AR-15-style assault rifle.”
He adds, “A spokesman for the U.S. Secret Service, which investigates threats against
the president, declined to comment.”
I'm guessing the Secret Service spox actually hung up on Dilanian rather than betray
their laughter.
Elsewhere at NBC, former spook turned commentator Frank Figliuzzi, who once
proposed imprisoning members of Congress suspected — suspected! — of aiding the
Jan. 6 riot, likewise took issue with the armory’s “Let’s Go, Brandon” gear, flagging
Dilanian’s article for both the U.S. Secret Service and the Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives.
So, to recap: An NBC sports reporter accidentally created a meme by misreporting
what a crowd chanted following a NASCAR race. Now, an NBC News reporter
suggests the NBC News-created meme may be an actionable threat against President
Biden's life. It’s like a snake eating its own tail.

Biden Contemplates a Terrible Immigration Idea | Opinion
Jonathan Tobin - Newsweek

What Is Title 42 As Biden Faces Backlash For Using Trump's Policy To Expel
Migrants?
Donald Trump's family separation policy was a public relations disaster. The optics
of weeping children and parents being torn away from each other and of "kids in
cages" stirred anger across the political spectrum because it seemed so heartless.
Amid the emotional reaction, questions about whether those who were affected had
broken the law—or whether any of these unaccompanied children were in fact
brought to the border by coyotes who profit off illegal traffic—were ignored.
Though Trump's tough-minded policy did seem to act as intended, deterring would-be
smugglers and other criminals from exploiting children, the bad optics and rulings
from liberal federal judges forced Trump to back down.
But now, aided by litigators from the American Civil Liberties Union, some of those
involved are anticipating a windfall of taxpayer dollars to compensate them for their
trouble.
The negotiations, first reported by the Wall Street Journal and then confirmed
elsewhere, are being conducted by the ACLU with the Departments of Justice,
Homeland Security and Health and Human Services.
Though it is possible that each individual will not wind up getting the full $450,000,
it's clear that the administration has no appetite for fighting the lawsuit.
Biden's cabinet appointees are not merely worried about emotional images of
separated families swaying judges and juries. This administration, from the president
on down, believes there is something unwholesome about enforcing immigration law.
If that means granting every individual who can prove that he or she was part of a
separated family vast sums of money, then it appears that Biden is willing to say "so
be it."

But what those involved in this legal tangle—which also involves an effort by the
ACLU to force the government to give every illegal immigrant, including dubious
asylum claimants, a way to remain in the U.S.—are ignoring is that the optics of
granting illegal immigrants a winning lottery ticket may be just as bad for Biden as
those of separated families were for Trump.
Many Americans felt instinctive sympathy for crying children and anguished parents.
But there is a difference between thinking that those families were paying too high a
price for crossing the border illegally or making an asylum claim and believing that
they are entitled to nearly half a million dollars each.
The separation of families was doubtless traumatic and governments are liable for
paying damages even to criminals when they have been subjected to illegal treatment
that violate their constitutional rights. But family separation is not illegal per se.
It happens every day when those who are accused of crimes are arrested. When that
involves children being left on their own, it often means they, too, are taken into
custody and put in some facility or in foster care, both of which can involve trauma.
But the fact that family separation at the border produced dramatic videos for
television news doesn't mean those who entered the country illegally are entitled to
sue the government for the suffering their families endured as a result of their own
behavior.
If the government agrees to the ACLU's absurd proposal, it will contribute to the
impression it has ceased trying to stop illegal immigration.
It's not just that Biden and congressional Democrats support amnesty for the tens of
millions of illegal immigrants already here, or that they halted many of Trump's
enforcement measures.
With a series of executive orders, Biden has handcuffed border patrol and the
Immigration and Customs Enforcement agency. The most recent example was the
decision to halt workplace immigration raids, the most effective tactic for detecting
and deterring those who would violate the law.
The net effect of all of this has been a record surge of illegal immigration in the past
year. The number of detected border crossings and arrests is on pace to total well
over two million for 2021, and experts estimate the number of people who crossed
over without being caught at 1,000 or more per day.
To date, the administration, congressional Democrats and their mainstream media
cheering section have done their best to bury this story. President Biden may have
lied about visiting the border and Vice President Kamala Harris, who was supposedly
tasked with dealing with the crisis, has mostly avoided it too.
But rewarding those who crossed the border illegally with vast sums of taxpayer
dollars at a time of economic distress and rising inflation may be among the most
damaging of the unforced errors that the Biden administration has committed.

Treating people who broke the law like winning game show contestants blatantly
violates the rule of law. It's also a clear example of what happens when the
government behaves as if enforcing the law, however tough-minded it might be, is a
crime and breaking the law isn't one.
(Jonathan S. Tobin is editor in chief of JNS.org, a senior contributor for The
Federalist and a columnist for the New York Post. Follow him on Twitter at:
@jonathans_tobin.)
(The views expressed in this article are the writer's own.)

‘Sanctions from hell’: Senators back Ukraine against Russia following drone strike
Joel Gehrke - Washington Examiner

Provided by Washington Examiner
Russian President Vladimir Putin will provoke “sanctions from hell” if the frozen
conflict in Ukraine turns hot, according to a prominent Republican.
“I’m hoping that they understand that the Russian economy, as weak as it is ... they
invade parts of the Ukraine, it will get weaker,” South Carolina Sen. Lindsey Graham
told the Washington Examiner.
Graham, the top Republican on the Appropriations subcommittee that allocates State
Department funding, issued that warning as tensions flare between Kyiv and Moscow.
Ukrainian forces reportedly conducted an unprecedented drone strike against
Russian-controlled artillery in eastern Ukraine, drawing renewed threats from Russia
that coincided with reports of troop movements within western Russia that put
Western officials on the watch for any ominous military buildup.

France and Germany, which have coordinated the so-called Normandy Format for
talks to manage the Ukraine crisis, noted their attention to “the movements of Russian
troops” in a message that signaled disapproval of the strike.
“We are closely monitoring the situation ... and call on all parties to exercise
restraint and work toward the immediate de-escalation of tensions,” the foreign
ministries in Paris and Berlin said in a joint statement.
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky adopted a pugilistic posture: "When the
Ukrainian army feels the need to defend its land, it does so.” His remarks drew
bipartisan support in Washington.
“I don’t feel like Russia has any right to question Ukraine on violations of Minsk,”
said Sen. Jeanne Shaheen, a New Hampshire Democrat and Senate Foreign Relations
Committee member, in reference to the agreements that Western powers once hoped
would end the conflict in eastern Ukraine.
Shaheen and Graham both said that they would not agree with French or German
criticism of Ukraine in this context.
“Hundreds of violations by Russian proxies and nothing happened,” said Graham.
“So the French and Germans may be upset, but I'm upset that the system they
negotiated does not work.”
Russian President Vladimir Putin underscored Tuesday that Russian forces have
2,000 unmanned aerial vehicles of their own while acknowledging the threat posed by
such weapons.
“We know very well that they have won a reputation during armed conflicts over the
past few years, we know their efficiency and the danger they can pose for us, in the
context of what we have seen in Syria, namely, terrorist attacks involving drones,”
he said at a meeting of defense ministry and industry officials.
“We have learned to repel these attacks, and we are doing this effectively.”
Zelensky reportedly purchased the drones from Turkey, a NATO ally that has
developed a complicated relationship with both Moscow and the rest of the
trans-Atlantic security bloc.
“Our air vehicles are admired all over the world,” Turkish President Recep Tayyip
Erdogan said earlier this year as military tacticians around the world reviewed the
results of Turkish drone strikes in a recent conflict between Azerbaijan and Armenia.
“Turkish armed drones are changing the methods of war.”
Shaheen sought to avoid overstating the tactical significance of the Ukrainian drone
forces. “I think it's too soon to know the answer to that,” she said. “But clearly, it
gives them another weapon, which is going to be important as we look at Russia's
aggression.”

And Graham concurred that the political lens is clear. "I don’t see the Ukrainians
being the provocateurs here,” he said.
“They’re not going to use a fleet of drones to wipe out a bunch of tanks, but you can
use drones to gather intelligence and respond [to Russian threats]. I don’t know what
to say other than that. Drones are a weapon of war now.”

An invisible gas that smells like 'rotten flesh sitting in the sun' is causing
headaches and nausea in a California city
Aria Bendix (insider@insider.com) - Business Insider
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The city of Carson, California, has smelled like vomit or rotten eggs for roughly a
month.
Local officials attribute the odor to a toxic, colorless gas called hydrogen sulfide.
Some residents have developed headaches and nausea, likely as a result of the fumes.
Los Angeles County Supervisor Holly Mitchell was driving along the 405 freeway last
month when she caught a whiff of rotten eggs.
Others in the area noticed it, too. Residents of Carson, a city just south of downtown
Los Angeles, compared the scent to farts, vomit, body odor, and "the stench of death"
in posts on Facebook and Twitter.
The city smells like "rotten flesh sitting in the sun," Monique Alvarez, a
third-generation Carson resident, told The Los Angeles Times. The LA County
Department of Public Health attributed the odor to low levels of hydrogen sulfide, a
colorless gas, on October 9. The gas is emanating from the Dominguez Channel, a
15.7-mile river that empties into the ocean at the Port of Los Angeles.

At low concentrations, hydrogen sulfide can cause headaches, nausea, coughs,
shortness of breath, and irritation of the eyes, nose, and throat. High concentrations,
far higher than those detected at the Dominguez Channel, could potentially result in
coma or death.
In a recent statement, Mitchell said some Carson residents have experienced
headaches and nausea. Other residents told The Guardian and LA Times that they're
experiencing respiratory problems, such as coughs or trouble breathing.
"My grandson coughs in the evening, and it's terrible," Pamela Brown, a 60-year-old
realtor in Carson, told the LA Times. "There's something going on, and they want us
to believe this is all OK."
In a statement, the LA public-health department said residents' symptoms "should go
away when the odors are no longer present." It recommended keeping doors and
windows closed and using an air conditioner. But the stench hasn't disappeared,
despite the county's attempts to mitigate it.
So on October 19, LA County said it would reimburse residents for air purifiers and
hotel rooms. Health officials also advised residents to keep their pets indoors and
avoid outdoor exercise between 9 p.m. and 8 a.m. - when hydrogen sulfide levels in
the air are higher - while county officials work to eliminate the smell.
Then on October 25, the city of Carson declared a state of emergency to secure
additional funding for hotel rooms and air purifiers. Carson and LA County have
relocated more than 1,300 residents so far, The Guardian reported.
The hydrogen sulfide likely comes from decaying vegetation and marine life.
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Oil refineries in Carson, California, in 2014.

Public-health officials are still investigating how the noxious gas came to permeate
the air.
In early October, Carson Mayor Lula Davis-Holmes suggested that a leaking pipeline
had emitted the gas. More recently, though, LA County public works officials said
they're investigating whether a September earthquake released hydrogen sulfide from
a local refinery or chemical plant. The department did not respond to Insider's
request for comment.
Meanwhile, South Coast Air Quality Management District, a local air pollution
agency, has attributed the gas to naturally decaying vegetation and marine life that
washed onto the channel banks during low tide.
Some Carson residents think that material washed up after debris from a warehouse
fire clogged the channel, causing decaying plants and animals to build up. Eight
residents have filed a lawsuit alleging that to be the case. But California's ongoing
drought may have also caused vegetation to dry out naturally and emit hydrogen
sulfide.
Either way, LA County public works officials are now pumping oxygen into the canal
to counteract that chemical process. They're also spraying a biodegradable
deodorizer to mask the smell.

Jay L. Clendenin/Los Angeles Times/Getty Images Carson City Council Member
Jawane Hilton, Mayor Lula Davis-Holmes, and California state Sen. Steven Bradford
discuss the foul odor at a press conference on October 25, 2021.
So far, the strategy seems to be working. LA County officials told residents at a town
hall last week that hydrogen sulfide levels in the air had declined to around 1,000
parts per billion (ppb) during the day, The Guardian reported.

According to the Environmental Protection Agency, hydrogen sulfide doesn't pose a
risk of permanent health problems until people are exposed to 27,000 ppb for one
hour, or 17,000 ppb for eight hours.
At most, county officials said, hydrogen sulfide levels in the air reached 7,000 ppb at
night. But the smell still lingers, prompting some Carson residents to say the cleanup
isn't quick enough.
"If you can't sleep in your home, it's not your fault," Davis-Holmes told local news
station KTLA, adding, "if it was any other community, I think a community that was
not of color, I think we would've gotten a better response time."
To eliminate the gas, public-works officials may eventually need to dredge the
channel to remove debris from the bottom - a process that could take months.

Republicans poised to sweep Virginia, stunning Democrats
Julia Manchester - The Hill
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Republican candidates were poised to sweep up and down the ballot in Virginia's
off-year elections on Tuesday, undoing a slate of past Democratic wins in the Old
Dominion.
Gov.-elect Glenn Youngkin (R) defeated former Gov. Terry McAuliffe (D), while
Winsome Sears (R) made history as the first woman and woman of color to be elected
to the position of lieutenant governor.
Meanwhile, Republican Del. Jason Miyares appeared on track to defeat incumbent
Attorney General Mark Herring (D) in that race.

Republicans also appeared set to take control of the House of Delegates early
Wednesday morning. The party's gains in the lower house come after Republicans lost
a total of 22 seats over the last three elections. A source at the Republican State
Leadership Committee (RSLC) told The Hill that their goal going into election night
was to net only one seat.
"Tonight's historic upset is proof that Virginians are ready to move closer to an
optimistic vision for the commonwealth marked by the protection of individual
freedoms and liberties, where parents are empowered, where businesses are allowed
to do what's best for them and their employees, and the safety of communities is a
priority number one," RSLC President Dee Duncan said in a statement.
However, Virginia House Speaker Eileen Filler-Corn (D) told The Hill earlier in the
evening that she did not believe that Republicans would gain control, saying,
"Unfortunately we still don't have a lot of the numbers, so we're still waiting."
Republican figures and groups were quick to praise the wins before a number of
outlets officially called the races. The Republican National Committee declared in an
email to the press that "the red wave is here," while former President Trump
fundraised off of the results.
Tuesday's apparent Republican sweep comes after a number of elections that showed
Virginia trending blue. Virginia has had a Democratic state government trifecta since
2019, when the party gained control of the House and state Senate. Gov. Ralph
Northam (D) won election in 2017.
While the Republican wins will likely have major implications on policy-making in
Virginia, they will also impact how Republicans and Democrats campaign in the 2022
midterm elections.
For Republicans, Youngkin provides 2022 candidates and campaigns with a playbook,
especially in states where Trump is not particularly popular. Throughout the course
of the campaign, Youngkin balanced acknowledging the former president's support
while keeping him at an arm's length. Youngkin repeatedly said during the campaign
that he was "honored" to have Trump's support, but did not appear with him once on
the campaign trail.
"Glenn ran an excellent and inspiring campaign that raises the bar for candidates
across the country," said Arizona Gov. Doug Ducey (R), the chairman of the
Republican Governors Association.
Republicans have also signaled they will look to replicate Youngkin's focus on
education-related issues as a means of appealing to suburban voters, which Youngkin
was able to win back to an extent after the constituency rejected Trump in Virginia
during his administration.
"That powerful coalition's message should be heard loud and clear by groups like the
National School Boards Association and other special interest leaders that all tried to
discount the merit of parents' frustration," said Alleigh Marre, president of the

conservative Free to Learn Coalition. "Parents deserve a seat at the table, because
there's nothing more important than our kids."
For Democrats, McAuliffe's loss could illustrate what Democrats should not do in
2022. McAuliffe garnered criticism for invoking Trump on a constant basis during the
campaign, leading many to question why he was focused on a figure who was no
longer in office.
Democrats argued that the former president was unpopular in the state, having lost in
the 2016 and 2020 presidential elections. However, it appeared that the strategy was
not successful with most voters, who said kitchen table issues like the economy and
education were a priority for them.
McAuliffe's strategy opened the door for criticism from Republicans, including
Trump.
"All McAuliffe did was talk Trump, Trump, Trump and he lost! What does that tell you,
Fake News? I guess people running for office as Democrats won't be doing that too
much longer," Trump said in a statement.
"I didn't even have to go rally for Youngkin, because McAuliffe did it for me. Thank
you to the MAGA voters for turning out big!"
But Democrats will also be working to determine on how Biden affected the race.
Questions swirled in the final weeks of the campaign as Biden worked to push his
bipartisan infrastructure legislation, along with a massive social spending package.
However, the pieces of the agenda were not passed prior to Election Day.
Biden returned from a United Nations climate summit in Scotland just hours after he
predicted McAuliffe would win. Youngkin addressed a crowd of supporters in
Chantilly as Biden left Air Force One.
"Walking together, sharing dreams and hopes, just like the ones that have always
been planted on my own heart, dreams and hopes of a Virginia that soars, a Virginia
that never settles, a Virginia where the Virginia promise comes alive for everyone
who calls this Virginia home," Youngkin said.

Joe Manchin and the blue-collar exodus
Eric Brakey (opinion contributor) - The Hill
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Working-class Americans once formed the backbone of the Democrat Party, but the
cracks in that formerly ironclad coalition began showing years ago. Today, it is
nearly irreparable-and Sen. Joe Manchin (D-W.Va) stands as the last Blue Dog of the
U.S. Senate.
Castigated as a traitor for challenging the party's multi-trillion-dollar spending
agenda, Manchin says it's "very lonely." With a razor-thin majority, however,
Democrats may come to regret pushing Manchin too far in this fight and those ahead.
Following the trail of many rank-and-file voters, one major West Virginia
Democrat, Gov. Jim Justice, has already jumped ship to the GOP in recent years.
Many are asking Manchin to do the same.
"I promise you," says Sen. Rand Paul (R-Ky.), "he's got a seat at the table and a big
important voice in our [Republican] caucus if he chooses to come over." Sen. Mike
Lee (R-Utah) has made similar gestures toward Manchin.
Such a move would carry immediate political ramifications: restoring a Republican
majority in the Senate; relegating Democrats back to the minority; and putting a halt
to much of the Biden agenda. In the long view of history, the moment could be
remembered as the final act of the working class exodus from the Democrat Party.
For his part, Manchin has not rejected these invitations, going so far as to suggest he
may unregister and become an independent. At the same time, he stops short of
threatening the balance of power in Washington. "I'd still be caucusing with
Democrats," he says-but how far can Democrats push him before that changes?
Rather than facing political blowback back home, Manchin's constituents would
celebrate a move to the GOP. Over his twenty years in statewide office (as secretary
of state, governor, and U.S. senator), West Virginia experienced the
sharpest blue-to-red partisan shift in modern American history.

In 1992, the state voted decisively for Bill Clinton with a 13-point margin. A
generation later, those same voters chose Donald Trump over Hillary Clinton by a
crushing 40 points. Joe Biden met a similar fate last year. What happened?
The leftward lurch of the Democrat Party in recent decades, on issues ranging from
gun rights to taxpayer-funded abortion, began the alienation of the party's
conservative, working-class coalition-in Appalachia and across America-whose ties
to the party have always rested in labor politics.
This alienation did not stop, however, with disregarding their views on social issues,
ramping up into policies that have directly attacked their livelihoods.
"Green" policies drive up energy prices and send manufacturing jobs overseas. In
response, party leaders insult the pride of those who have always provided for their
own families, offering welfare checks in place of lost paychecks.
Now, with total Democrat control in Washington, President Joe Biden is attempting
to override union-negotiated collective bargaining agreements-violating one of the
core tenants of the labor movement-requiring companies to fire workers who do not
comply with his vaccination mandate.
For those whose jobs survive, inflation erodes wages as Democrats urge the Federal
Reserve to print trillions funding a massive spending agenda. Adding insult to injury,
those who voice objections are targeted by the new woke enforcers of the Democrat
Party as "deplorable" and uneducated racists, standing in the way of the grand
Utopian vision.
Should anyone be surprised that working-class communities, like those in West
Virginia, have shifted red?
Now the last Democrat standing in his once blue state (all other statewide offices
being held by Republicans), Manchin understands why his constituents now vote
overwhelmingly GOP. In a recent interview, he said:
"My little state has never complained. We've done all the heavy lifting - we've done
the mining, we've made the steel, we've done everything it took for this country to be
the superpower of the world.
And all of a sudden they took a breath and looked back and we're not good enough,
we're not clean enough, we're not green enough, we're not smart enough, so to hell
with you. So, they said, 'Well, to hell with you, too."
The same could be said for all blue-collar communities across all America.
Manchin is right to pause and reconsider his own political future. Why would any
working person-in West Virginia or across America-support this new Democrat
Party?

Iran has held Vietnamese oil tanker for over a week, U.S. officials say
Associated Press

AP Iran has held Vietnamese oil tanker for over a week, U.S. officials say
ASSOCIATED PRESS
DUBAI, United Arab Emirates — Iran seized a Vietnamese-flagged oil tanker in the
Gulf of Oman last month and still holds the vessel, two U.S. officials told The
Associated Press on Wednesday, revealing the latest provocation in Mideast waters
as tensions escalate between Iran and the United States over Tehran’s nuclear
program.

Iran’s powerful paramilitary Revolutionary Guard troops took control of the MV
Southys, a vessel that analysts suspect of trying to transfer sanctioned Iranian crude
oil to Asia, on Oct. 24 at gunpoint. U.S. forces had monitored the seizure, but
ultimately didn’t take action as the vessel sailed into Iranian waters.
Iran celebrated its capture of the vessel in dramatic footage aired on state television,
the day before the 42nd anniversary of the 1979 seizure of the U.S. Embassy in
Tehran.
Officials at the Vietnamese Embassy in Washington did not immediately respond to a
request for comment. Ship-tracking data analyzed by the AP from MarineTraffic.com
showed the vessel still off Iran’s southern port of Bandar Abbas on Tuesday. A
satellite photo from Planet Labs Inc. also showed the vessel off Bandar Abbas in
recent days.
The two U.S. officials spoke on condition of anonymity as the information had yet to
be made public amid ongoing attempts to restart talks over Iran’s tattered 2015
nuclear deal with world powers. Negotiations have stalled in Vienna since the
election of hard-line President Ebrahim Raisi in June, allowing Iran to press ahead
with its nuclear program and raising alarm in Western capitals.
The European Union, Iran and the U.S. all said late Wednesday that the indirect talks
between Tehran and Washington would resume Nov. 29 in Vienna.
Iran’s top nuclear negotiator, Ali Bagheri, said in a tweet that talks aimed for the
removal “unlawful and inhumane” sanctions. State Department spokesperson Ned
Price said Iran continued to take “provocative nuclear steps” and that “this window
of opportunity will not be open forever.”
The officials spoke to AP after Iranian state TV offered a series of contradictory
reports about a confrontation between the Guard and the U.S. Navy’s Mideast-based
5th Fleet. State TV sought to cast the incident as an act of American aggression
against Iran in the Gulf of Oman, with the U.S. Navy detaining a tanker carrying
Iranian oil and the Guard freeing it and bringing it back to the Islamic Republic.
Asked about Iran’s assertion of U.S. aggression, Pentagon press secretary John Kirby
said it was false and that it was Iran that had seized what he described as a merchant
vessel in the Gulf of Oman on Oct. 24.
“It’s a bogus claim,” Kirby said of the Iranian assertion. “The only seizing that was
done was by Iran.” He declined to cite the nationality of the vessel that was seized,
saying it was up to that country to discuss it.
Kirby said Iran’s boarding and seizing of the vessel “constituted a blatant violation of
international law that undermines freedom of navigation and the free flow of
commerce.”
Tehran also did not provide the ship’s name, or other details, nor any explanation of
why the Navy might target it. Iran’s mission to the United Nations did not
immediately respond to a request for comment.

Iranian officials heralded the ship’s impoundment as a heroic act, with Raisi lauding
the Revolutionary Guard on Twitter. The country’s oil minister, Javad Owji, thanked
the Guard for “rescuing the Iranian oil tanker from American pirates.”
State TV released footage showing an Iranian surveillance drone monitoring a
hulking red tanker in the Gulf of Oman. Heavily armed Iranian commandos then
rappelled onto the boat from a helicopter as small speedboats surrounded the vessel
and an Iranian catamaran ship patrolled the waters.
The video appeared to show Iranian Guard troops pointing uncovered deck-mounted
machine guns at the USS The Sullivans, an Arleigh Burke-class guided missile
destroyer. Photos released by the U.S. military show The Sullivans recently in the
Arabian Sea near the Gulf of Oman.
The status and makeup of the Sothys’ crew wasn’t immediately known. A shipping
database showed the vessel’s last registered owner as OPEC Petrol Transportation
Co., a firm with a Hanoi address. A telephone number for the company could not
immediately be found.
However, the Southys had been on the radar of United Against a Nuclear Iran, a New
York-based advocacy group long suspicious of the Islamic Republic. In a letter dated
Oct. 11 addressed to the Vietnam Maritime Administration, the group said its analysis
of satellite photos showed the Southy received a ship-to-ship transfer of oil in June
from an oil tanker called the Oman Pride.
The U.S. Treasury identified the Oman Pride in August as being used to transport
Iranian oil as part of a smuggling scheme to enrich the Guard’s expeditionary Quds
Force. That Iranian oil ends up being sold into East Asia, the Treasury alleged,
without identifying a specific country.
Iran’s seizure of the Southys would be the latest in a string of hijackings and
explosions to roil the Gulf of Oman, which sits near the Strait of Hormuz, the narrow
mouth of the Persian Gulf through which a fifth of all traded oil passes.
The U.S. Navy blamed Iran for a series of limpet mine attacks on vessels that
damaged tankers in 2019, as well as for a fatal drone attack on an Israeli-linked oil
tanker that killed two European crew members earlier this year. Just a few months
ago, Iranian hijackers stormed and briefly captured a Panama-flagged asphalt tanker
off the United Arab Emirates.
Tehran denies carrying out the attacks, but a wider shadow war between Iran and the
West has played out in the region’s volatile waters since then-President Donald
Trump withdrew the U.S. from Iran’s nuclear deal in 2018 and imposed crushing
sanctions on the country.

The U.S. energy secretary has a message for OPEC: Boost oil supply so people
don't get hurt this winter
CNBC
The group, known as OPEC+, decided to rollover its plan to gradually increase oil
production by 400,000 barrels per day each month.
Ministers attending the meeting on Thursday noted that OPEC+ was maintaining
market balance and remaining wary of potential changes in demand.
International oil benchmark Brent crude was trading at $80.80 per barrel at 7:30 a.m.
ET on Friday, up 27 cents from the previous day.

CNBC U.S. Secretary of Energy Jennifer Granholm speaks during a press briefing at
the White House in Washington, April 8, 2021.
LONDON — U.S. Energy Secretary Jennifer Granholm has called on oil-producing
nations to immediately increase crude supplies to mitigate the surging cost of living.
On Thursday, oil cartel OPEC and its allies agreed to continue with their current
output plan, deciding against loosening the taps despite U.S. pressure to help cool the
market.
Oil prices have recently hit their highest levels since 2014, and crude-importing
countries are feeling the pain. It's boosted gasoline prices and has added to surging
inflation rates around the globe, with consumers already paying more due to supply
bottlenecks in the economy.
Asked by CNBC about the U.S.'s relationship with Saudi Arabia, the de-facto leader
of OPEC, after the output decision, Granholm said: "In some places, we have strong
relationships and in some places we wish our allies would move a little faster."
"The message is we need to increase supply at this moment so that people will not be
hurt during the winter months," she told CNBC's Steve Sedgwick on Friday at the
COP26 climate summit in Glasgow, Scotland.

President Joe Biden has squarely blamed the reluctance of OPEC and its allies,
known as OPEC+, to pump more oil for the sharp rise in energy prices in the U.S.
and around the world.
"The idea that Russia and Saudi Arabia and other major producers are not going to
pump more oil so people can have gasoline to get to and from work, for example, is
not right," Biden said Sunday at the G-20 meeting in Rome.
OPEC+ decided to rollover its August plan to gradually increase oil production by
400,000 barrels per day each month. Ministers attending the meeting on Thursday
said the group was maintaining market balance and remaining wary of potential
changes in demand.
Several of the ministers also pointed to the skyrocketing prices of other commodities
such as gas and coal to argue that oil markets are lucky to have OPEC+ regulating
supply.
International oil benchmark Brent crude was trading at $80.80 per barrel at 7:30 a.m.
ET on Friday, up 27 cents from the previous day.

Americans far from sold on Democrats' spending plans, polls show
Paul Steinhauser & Megan Henney - Fox News
While congressional Democrats work overtime to pass a massive social spending and
human infrastructure package, some of the most recent public opinion polling
indicates the bill may not have the support of most Americans.
And while specific provisions included in the overall proposal appear to be popular
with much of the public, surveys suggest that many people feel the measure won’t
improve the economy or positively impact their own lives.
The push by congressional Democrats, who hold razor thin majorities in the House of
Representatives and Senate, to pass their spending bill along party lines using a
parliamentary process known as reconciliation, comes at the same time they’re trying
to approve in the House a separate infrastructure bill that passed the Senate with
bipartisan support.
Americans were divided (34% to 34%) on whether both bills would help or hurt the
economy, according to an ABC News/Ipsos poll conducted Oct. 29-30. About a
quarter of those surveyed were unsure of how the measures, which cost roughly $3
billion combined, would impact the nation’s economy.

Drew Angerer/Getty Images President Biden arriving to meet with House Democrats
at the U.S. Capitol regarding the twin spending bills Oct. 28.
But when it comes to their own personal finances, more Americans say they're
concerned about potential ramifications from the spending packages.
The poll indicated that a plurality of respondents, or about 32%, said the bills will
hurt people like them if they become law, compared to a quarter who thought the
measures would help them.
Nearly a fifth questioned said the bills would make no difference in their lives, with a
quarter not sure.
Even Democrats surveyed were lukewarm about the impact of the spending bills:
Only about half, or roughly 47%, said the measures would help people like them.
A quarter of Democrats said the bills would have no discernible effect for people like
them, and about two in 10 said they didn't know how it would impact their lives.
Nearly two-thirds (64%) of Republicans said the bills would hurt people like them,
with about three in 10 (29%) independents agreeing.
The survey also suggested that many Americans were unsure what exactly will be
included in the two pieces of legislation. About seven in 10 said they knew just some
or little to nothing about what's in both bills. Only 31% said they know a great deal or
good amount of what’s in the measures.
After two months of intra-party negotiations between the White House and
congressional Democrats, President Biden last week unveiled what was in the
slimmed-down framework of what his administration calls the "Build Back Better"
package.

The proposal allocates $1.75 trillion in new spending for initiatives like universal
pre-kindergarten, a one-year expansion of the child tax credit, expanded Medicaid
and clean energy tax credits, among other things.
It notably excludes progressive priorities such as tuition-free community college, paid
family leave and Medicare coverage of vision and dental. The package also included
sizable funding for new initiatives to combat climate change.
The $1.2 trillion bipartisan infrastructure bill already passed by the Senate includes
$550 billion in new funding for traditional projects like roads, bridges and transit.
The most recent Fox News national poll, conducted Oct. 16-19 ahead of the
president’s announcement, also indicated a lack of strong support for the Democrats’
spending measures.
When asked whether the $3.5 trillion in new spending that Democrats proposed (the
working price tag at that time, which has since been halved) would impact the
economy, four out of 10 said it would hurt the economy, with 38% saying the
initiatives would help and one out of five saying they would have no impact.
Two-thirds of Democrats questioned said the spending would help, while two-thirds
of Republicans said it would hurt. A quarter of independents questioned said the
spending would help the economy, with 36% saying it would hurt and 35% not sure.
The push by Democrats to pass the spending measures also comes as most recent
polling indicates heightened concerns among Americans regarding the rise in
inflation in recent months.

Pfizer says COVID-19 pill cut hospital, death risk by 90%
Matthew Perrone (Health Writer) - AP
WASHINGTON (AP) — Pfizer Inc. said Friday that its experimental antiviral pill for
COVID-19 cut rates of hospitalization and death by nearly 90% in high-risk adults,
as the drugmaker joins the race to bring the first easy-to-use medication against the
coronavirus to the U.S. market.

AP Photo/Mark Lennihan, File This Feb. 5, 2021, file photo shows the Pfizer logo displayed at the company's
headquarters in New York. Pfizer says its experimental pill for COVID-19 cut rates of
hospitalization and death by nearly 90% among patients with mild-to-moderate
infections.
The company announced Friday, Nov. 5, it will soon ask the U.S. Food and Drug
Administration and international regulators to authorize its pill, which is taken twice
a day for five days. ()
Currently all COVID-19 treatments used in the U.S. require an IV or injection.
Competitor Merck’s COVID-19 pill is already under review at the Food and Drug
Administration after showing strong initial results, and on Thursday the United
Kingdom became the first country to OK it.
Pfizer said it will ask the FDA and international regulators to authorize its pill as
soon as possible, after independent experts recommended halting the company’s study
based on the strength of its results. Once Pfizer applies, the FDA could make a
decision within weeks or months. If authorized the company would sell the drug under
the brand name Paxlovid.
Researchers worldwide have been racing to find a pill against COVID-19 that can be
taken at home to ease symptoms, speed recovery and reduce the crushing burden on
hospitals and doctors.
Pfizer released preliminary results Friday of its study of 775 adults. Patients who
received the company's drug along with another antiviral shortly after showing
COVID-19 symptoms had an 89% reduction in their combined rate of hospitalization
or death after a month, compared to patients taking a dummy pill.
Fewer than 1% of patients taking the drug needed to be hospitalized and no one died.
In the comparison group, 7% were hospitalized and there were seven deaths.

"We were hoping that we had something extraordinary, but it’s rare that you see
great drugs come through with almost 90% efficacy and 100% protection for death,”
said Dr. Mikael Dolsten, Pfizer’s chief scientific officer, in an interview.
Study participants were unvaccinated, with mild-to-moderate COVID-19, and were
considered high risk for hospitalization due to health problems like obesity, diabetes
or heart disease.
Treatment began within three to five days of initial symptoms, and lasted for five days.
Patients who received the drug earlier showed slightly better results, underscoring
the need for speedy testing and treatment.
Pfizer reported few details on side effects but said rates of problems were similar
between the groups at about 20%.
An independent group of medical experts monitoring the trial recommended stopping
it early, standard procedure when interim results show such a clear benefit.
The data have not yet been published for outside review, the normal process for
vetting new medical research.
Top U.S. health officials continue to stress that vaccination will remain the best way
to protect against infection. But with tens of millions of adults still unvaccinated —
and many more globally — effective, easy-to-use treatments will be critical to curbing
future waves of infections.
The FDA has set a public meeting later this month to review Merck’s pill, known as
molnupiravir. The company reported in September that its drug cut rates of
hospitalization and death by 50%. Experts warn against comparing preliminary
results because of differences in studies.
Although Merck's pill is further along in the U.S. regulatory process, Pfizer's drug
could benefit from a safety profile that is more familiar to regulators with fewer red
flags. While pregnant women were excluded from the Merck trial due to a potential
risk of birth defects, Pfizer’s drug did not have any similar restrictions.
The Merck drug works by interfering with the coronavirus' genetic code, a novel
approach to disrupting the virus.
Pfizer’s drug is part of a decades-old family of antiviral drugs known as protease
inhibitors, which revolutionized the treatment of HIV and hepatitis C. The drugs block
a key enzyme which viruses need to multiply in the human body.
The drug was first identified during the SARS outbreak originating in Asia during
2003. Last year, company researchers decided to revive the medication and study it
for COVID-19, given the similarities between the two coronaviruses.
The U.S. has approved one other antiviral drug for COVID-19, remdesivir, and
authorized three antibody therapies that help the immune system fight the virus. But

they have to be given by IV or injection at hospitals or clinics, and limited supplies
were strained by the last surge of the delta variant.
Shares of Pfizer spiked more than 9% before the opening bell Friday.
(The Associated Press Health and Science Department receives support from the
Howard Hughes Medical Institute’s Department of Science Education. The AP is
solely responsible for all content.)

Biden retreats on mandates in fear of being 'Grinch that stole Christmas'
Zachary Halaschak - Examiner
Businesses got some relief this week after the Biden administration softened its stance
on federal vaccine mandates and extended its deadline.

Washington Examiner
President Joe Biden in September had ordered all employees of the federal
government and federal contractors to be vaccinated by Dec. 8. He also did the same
for businesses with more than 100 employees, although they have the option to
provide weekly testing results in lieu of inoculation. Since then, the administration has
slightly softened its edicts under pressure from the business world.
On Monday, the White House provided updated guidance giving federal contractors
more flexibility in how they enforce the vaccine mandate amid fears that the order
could cause companies to drop contracts right before the holiday season. It will now
be up to the contractors, not the federal government, on how they wish to deal with
workers who refuse to comply with the president’s order.
Just days later, the White House announced that it is pushing back the deadline
across the board to Jan. 4, an apparent effort to ease concerns that supply chain

problems would have been exacerbated by the deadline coinciding with the busiest
shopping and shipping time of the year.
BIDEN MOVES DEADLINE FOR FEDERAL VACCINE MANDATES TO
JANUARY IN EFFORT TO AVOID HOLIDAY SNARL
“I think it had to do with concerns about the holiday season,” said Brian Marks,
executive director of the University of New Haven’s Entrepreneurship and Innovation
Program. “It was a subtle game of brinkmanship.”
Since the mandates were announced, some companies and business groups have been
lobbying the administration to reconsider the order or ease the restrictions and move
back the deadline for employees to be vaccinated. One of the business groups is the
National Association of Wholesaler-Distributors, which represents more than 30,000
employers across the country.
Eric Hoplin, president and CEO of the NAW, sent a letter to Biden in October
pressing him to ease the implementation of the executive orders, delay their execution,
and provide alternatives that businesses can offer their employees.
“If tens or hundreds of thousands of employees are terminated just two weeks before
Christmas — including the employees of the NAW companies which ensure the
movement of products through the supply chain — the result could be nothing short of
catastrophic for the newly unemployed and their families, and for the US economy,”
Hoplin told Biden.
Some of the businesses the NAW represents have contracts with the federal
government and thus are required to have their workers inoculated without the testing
opt-out. Hoplin said that the current state of play between the government and
contractors has shifted after the administration “took an important step” and updated
its guidance this week.
“This idea that on Dec. 8 we were going to have to fire tens of thousands of
Americans just weeks before Christmas was something that the White House finally
came to terms with,” Hoplin told the Washington Examiner during an interview.
He called the administration’s previous position on contractors “extreme” and said
he was pleased the White House decided to give more power over mandating
vaccinations to employers rather than the government.
Biden has been in talks with several business leaders over the mandates. Hoplin said
Monday’s guidance was a direct result of companies and trade associations raising
awareness about the effect the mandate could have on businesses, employment, and
supply chains. He said that if Biden hadn’t revised the mandate, he would have been
“the Grinch that stole Christmas.”
“I think the White House got the message,” he added.
Business fears about losing workers have been bolstered by labor shortages that
many companies are already facing across the country.

About 4.3 million workers quit their jobs in August, a figure that is elevated from 4
million in July. The number of people quitting is the highest since the United States
began keeping records of the statistic about 20 years ago and is equivalent to about
3% of the country’s workforce.
Robert Beckman, general counsel for Florida-based BlueGrace Logistics, said labor
issues are one of the reasons that employers and business groups have been working
to change the language of the mandate. Because businesses are already working
overtime to hire and retain employees, a strict interpretation of the mandate could
exacerbate the existing problems companies are having with finding good labor.
“Competition for good human capital is ferocious right now in the transportation
industry,” he said.
Beckman said the conversations that businesses are having with the White House is a
form of negotiation where both sides have been staring each other down to see who
blinks first.
Despite some of the concessions, the White House still has managed to achieve its
goal of getting shots into arms and still has not relented and allowed a testing option
for federal contractors.
“By putting in the mandate as they did, and pushing it as long as they could, they
achieved some major objectives, the Biden administration, by getting more and more
people vaccinated and also giving various companies air cover to sort of characterize
it as 'the federal government is requiring this,'” said Marks, the professor.
Still, the mandates face fierce opposition from some Republicans and business groups
even with the new concessions and pushed-back deadline.
Hoplin told the Washington Examiner on Thursday that while he and his group were
pleased that the deadline has been pushed back, he found the new guidance regarding
businesses with more than 100 workers troubling because it could lead to employees
who don’t want to be vaccinated or tested quitting and getting jobs at smaller
companies.
He said that, while the deadlines being pushed into next year may have avoided
calamitous supply chain disruptions during the holidays, the supply chain crisis will
likely last well into next year because of the mandates combined with labor issues.
Another aspect of the new guidance released by the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration is that the agency left the door open to expansion. OSHA said
companies with fewer than 100 workers could be included in the future and that it will
make a determination after a month of public comment on the matter.
Frank Cania, the president and founder of HR Compliance Experts, said on Thursday
that while having the deadlines pushed back is helpful, he is concerned that the order
could grow to encompass more businesses.

He told the Washington Examiner that he is worried OSHA could say that the limit
should be capped at a lower number like 50 or 25 employees. Cania said he expects
the business community to be “very active” over the next couple of weeks in making
their opposition to an expansion known.
A number of groups filed lawsuits after the new guidance was released.
Job Creators Network, which advocates for small businesses, is suing the
administration over the argument that it doesn't have the authority to impose the
mandate nor is there grave danger that the mandate is preventing.
“When faceless government bureaucrats dictate what you must inject into your body,
that’s the furthest thing in the world from a safe workplace,” said Arizona Attorney
General Mark Brnovich, who filed a lawsuit in September.
“The government doesn’t get to be your nanny, and it’s certainly not your doctor.”

SCOTUS Second Amendment Hearing Signals Justices Think There Are Too Many
Gun Control Laws
Katherine Fung - Newsweek

Bryan R. Smith/AFP Legal experts predict that the Supreme Court is likely to strike
down New York's gun permit law during this session. Confiscated guns are on display
during a press conference at 1 Police Plaza October 5, 2021 in New York.
The Supreme Court took up its first major Second Amendment case in over a decade
on Wednesday, and while the justices' questions suggested that New York's law is
likely to be stricken down, they also signaled that they think gun control laws are
excessive not only in that state but across the nation.

"This case signaled not only the court's growing hostility to restrictions on concealed
carry—the subject matter of today's case—but reflects the view of some justices that
there are too many gun control laws and that we need to start striking gun control
laws down," UCLA law professor Adam Winkler told Newsweek.
"A significant portion of the gun safety movement's current agenda is likely to come
under attack in the coming years," Winkler added.
"I think bans on assault weapons and bans on high-capacity magazines are ripe for
the new Supreme Court, with its newly invigorated Second Amendment, to strike
down."
During Wednesday's oral arguments, several justices expressed skepticism on
whether New York has the right to limit carrying guns in public.
Currently, the New York law requires a public carry applicant to demonstrate
"proper cause." The line of questioning from the court's 6-3 conservative majority
hinted that the justices believe the law imposes an intolerable burden on gun owners'
constitutional rights.
Winkler, who specializes in the Supreme Court and the Second Amendment, said that
while it's always hard to predict how the high court will rule, "it wouldn't surprise
anyone if the court were to strike down [the] New York law, given the recent
appointments to the Supreme Court—strong pro-gun justices."
This is the first gun case that all three of former President Donald Trump's Supreme
Court appointees are hearing, and many conservatives have long anticipated that
Justices Neil Gorsuch, Brett Kavanaugh and Amy Coney Barrett will rule in favor of
gun rights advocates' positions.
Kavanaugh, who promotes the idea that only history and tradition—not public policy
concerns—should be used when considering the Second Amendment, has recently
been in the majority more than any other justice.
On Wednesday, he signaled that he would side with the other right-leaning justices
and help them secure the necessary five conservative votes.
"Justice Kavanaugh, who has written about the Second Amendment as a lower court
judge, echoed some of his thoughts [on Wednesday]," Winkler said.
"He seemed to express significant doubt about New York's law and skepticism about
whether the lower court had applied the right test to determine whether New York's
law is constitutional or not."
During New York Solicitor General Barbara Underwood's arguments, Kavanaugh
said that the discretion provided to the officials who have the authority to approve
licenses "seems inconsistent with an objective constitutional right."
"Why isn't it good enough to say I live in a violent area and I want to be able to
defend myself?" he asked Underwood.

Although the court's decision is not expected until spring 2022, experts warn that the
ruling will have impacts on laws in seven other states.
"There's a bunch of other cities that will feel the impact very quickly," Winkler said.
"If the court says that New York's laws are unconstitutional, then those states that
have very similar laws are going to see their laws struck down pretty quickly too. That
includes California, Massachusetts and a variety of other states."
Hannah Shearer, the litigation director at the Giffords Law Center, estimates that 25
percent of Americans—including those in Los Angeles and Boston—could be affected
if the high court were to strike down New York's law.
"If the NRA-affiliated petitioners succeed in getting the Supreme Court to recognize a
broad right to carry concealed guns in public, gun rights extremists are likely to next
target laws restricting open carry, as well as laws allowing states any discretion to
deny carry permits," even to people with dangerous criminal histories, like an arrest
record for domestic violence, Shearer previously told Newsweek.
Winkler urged the gun safety movement to begin shifting its agenda and move away
from its current efforts, in response to Wednesday's hearing.
"It's time to stop focusing on banning particular kinds of firearms or accessories, like
high-capacity magazines or assault weapons, and focus more on gun violence
prevention programs, getting adequate funding for community intervention programs,
lifting restrictions on the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms," he said.
"The gun safety movement has reforms it can pursue. Indeed, some of these other
reforms have been pursued by the movement for years, but they've been sidelined as
assault weapons bans and high-capacity magazine bans—more high-profile
reforms—take center stage," Winkler added.
"I think that some of those other proposals and reforms are the wrong way to go
today, given the current Supreme Court," he said.

Sputnik was a wake-up call for the US. China's 'hypersonic missile' is a trickier
challenge
Analysis by Tim Lister - CNN
"Listen now, for the sound that forevermore separates the old from the new."

Sovfoto/Universal Images Group via Getty Images History changed on October 4,
1957, when the Soviet Union successfully launched Sputnik I, the world's first
artificial satellite. Roughly the size of a beach ball, it took about 98 minutes to orbit
the Earth. That was how NBC radio introduced the signal from the first satellite in
space, on October 4, 1957.
But it wasn't a triumph of American science: The sound came from the Soviet Union's
Sputnik, a piece of hardware the size of a beach ball whose launch stunned the world
-- and the United States in particular.
The phrase "Sputnik moment" was coined to mark the moment. It signified shock at
the loss of a presumed superiority, a rival's technological leap that might wreck the
nuclear balance of power.
The then-President Dwight D. Eisenhower professed to be worried "not one iota"
about Sputnik, but public and political reaction in the US was less sanguine. "Russian
science whipped American science," screamed the Boston Globe.
Last week, the chairman of the US Joint Chiefs of Staff, Gen. Mark Milley, recalled
the "Sputnik moment" when he spoke about China's test of one or more hypersonic
missiles this summer.
"What we saw was a very significant event of a test of a hypersonic weapon system.
And it is very concerning," Milley said. "I don't know if it's quite a Sputnik moment,
but I think it's very close to that."
China says it has done nothing more than launch a reusable space vehicle -- and
based on these tests alone determining its intentions is difficult. But China has
invested massively in missile and space capabilities in recent years, while also
developing conventional forces and cyber warfare.
In national security terms, surprises and the inability to assess a threat are what keep
the top brass awake at night. Sputnik briefly ticked both boxes. China's rapid
development of hypersonic technology may be of a different order.

In the years after Sputnik, the US quickly overtook the Soviet Union in satellite and
space technology. NASA was created in 1958 (and flew the very first hypersonic test
vehicle in 1959). By 1960, the US had three times as many satellites orbiting the
Earth as did the USSR.
Parity was restored, despite some mishaps along the way. The first US response to
Sputnik blew up on launch; the test of a hypersonic vehicle in October failed.
So little is known about the Chinese program, it's almost impossible to assess whether
a larger gap has opened up.
Intelligence officials told the Senate Intelligence Committee in private briefings that
the Chinese test marked a substantial advance in China's ability to launch a strategic
first strike against the United States, according to people familiar with the briefings.
Other officials and experts are not as concerned by the missile test and say that -while it was intended to be provocative -- the technology does not give Beijing an
upper hand and is therefore not destabilizing.
The technology itself isn't new: The US, China, Russia and other countries have been
working on it for decades. Russia is developing a range of hypersonic weapons that
President Vladimir Putin has boasted are "invincible."
If one power were to take a decisive lead in weaponizing hypersonic technology that
would be destabilizing.
Agility at low altitude
Hypersonic missiles are not as fast as ballistic missiles -- though at five times the
speed of sound they are no slouches -- but they travel at low altitudes and are
maneuverable. They may be able to change target while in flight and are therefore
difficult to detect and intercept.
A RAND report in 2017 noted that even "defenders with capable terrestrial and space
sensors will have only a few minutes to know these missiles are inbound."
If an intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) were fired at a US target, roughly 25
minutes would elapse between detection and impact. Some analysts calculate that if a
hypersonic weapon were used, that delay would be just 6 minutes.
To protect the continental US from a hypersonic arsenal, an unaffordable number
of high-altitude defenses would be needed. And that assumes much better defenses
than those currently deployed.
Additionally, US anti-missile systems are focused on the Northern Hemisphere: A
highly maneuverable hypersonic missile in low orbit might be routed over the South
Pole.
Some experts point out that the era of hypersonic missiles is, as yet, more theoretical
than real -- there's still a lot of engineering required.

Ivan Oelrich, a former vice president of the Federation of American Scientists,
contends that "hypersonic weapons will add some new military capabilities but will
not revolutionize warfare."
But the RAND report, written in 2017, estimated that there was "at most a decade
before hypersonic missiles become militarily significant."
Sputnik soul-searching
The original Sputnik moment sparked a good deal of soul-searching in the US.
Critics felt the US had been slow to recognize and respond to the Soviets' ambition to
be the first into space. Both Lyndon Johnson and John F Kennedy, then US senators,
used the Sputnik moment to criticize American unpreparedness.
Johnson famously warned that the Soviet Union would be able to bombard America
with nuclear warheads like kids throwing stones from an overpass.
Similarly, today some critics say the US has been sluggish in recognizing the threat.
"The Pentagon failed to be effective at articulating the need for, and then managing
the development of, hypersonic weapons," says Andrew Senesac, from the National
Defense Industrial Association.
Sputnik spurred spending on science education: The National Defense Education
Act was passed in 1958.
Whether the rapid accumulation of Chinese capabilities will inspire similar
investment in the US is yet to be seen.
Sputnik also spurred huge investment in satellite technology by both the US and the
Soviet Union. Humanity has benefited from civilian applications for it -- GPS,
telecommunications -- but until 1990 about four out of five satellites in space were
military.
Today, hypersonic technology is being developed in Australia and Europe for
commercial, peaceful applications. But much of that technology could have a military
value.
Arms control and defense
The Sputnik moment was important in two other ways.
The risk that space might upset the military balance ultimately spurred an era of arms
control agreements -- because nuclear-armed ballistic missiles had the potential to
obliterate an adversary.
Satellites became an important part of the early warning systems that allowed
humanity to live with "mutually assured destruction."
But the specter of obliteration also sparked research into missile defenses: How to
intercept and destroy incoming missiles -- an effort that reached its zenith with
President Ronald Reagan's Star Wars program in the 1980s.

China's advances may reheat the choice -- between exploring ways to defend against
hypersonic, nuclear-armed missiles and aiming to match Chinese and Russian
offensive capabilities.
Missile defenses have a checkered history.
James Acton at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace says the US "should
offer to negotiate new limits on missile defenses, to which it would only agree if China
and Russia offered very significant concessions in return."
A major study by the RAND Corporation came to the same conclusion. "The
unavoidable requirement is for the United States, Russia, and China to agree on a
nonproliferation policy," the authors said.
That could -- potentially -- usher in a new chapter of nuclear deterrence, as some
would argue Sputnik did.
There is one important caveat. In the decade after Sputnik, the US and Soviet Union
developed channels of communication to try to ensure conflict would not begin
through miscalculation.
Today, there are few such channels with China, which is problematic when so many
platforms can carry either conventional or nuclear warheads.
Money and knowledge
One unsurprising similarity with the Sputnik moment is how such watersheds spur
calls for lots of spending.
The Pentagon's budget for R&D of hypersonic systems will go up next year -- to $3.8
billion. In October, the CEO of Raytheon Technologies, Gregory Hayes, said the US
was "at least several years behind" China in developing hypersonic technology.
Fareed Zakharia, writing in the Washington Post, says "raising fears about a huge
and tech-savvy enemy is a surefire way to guarantee vast new budgets that can be
spent countering the enemy's every move, real or imagined."
"Real or imagined" is part of the problem when it comes to hypersonic weapons.
To borrow the phrase of former US Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld: "There are
things we know we know. We also know there are known unknowns. That is to say, we
know there are some things we do not know. But there are also unknown unknowns,
the ones we don't know we don't know."
And, as he later said, "they're the ones that get you."

Joe Manchin, Kyrsten Sinema, Know What Happened to Pols Who Did What
They're Doing
Andrew Perez & Walker Bragman - Daily Poster
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A mysterious accident with one of the US Navy's most sophisticated subs hints…

Navy fires top 3 leaders of submarine that struck uncharted sea mountain
It's a core principle of economics that people do what they are incentivized to do.
That's why Senators Kyrsten Sinema, D-Ariz., and Joe Manchin, D-W.Va., haven't
hesitated to oppose popular progressive policies in their own party's spending bill:
they can bet on getting a payoff in the end.

Win McNamee R ROD LAMKEY/POOL/AFP/Getty Images Krysten Sinema and Joe
Manchin have come out in support of their party's plans for a minimum tax on
corporate profits.
During the fight over Democrats' social spending reconciliation bill, Sinema, for
example, has played a prominent—albeit silent—role in watering down the party's
plan to allow Medicare to negotiate prescription drug prices.

She's also helped gut Democrats' plan to expand Medicare benefits, nixed tax hikes on
the wealthy and corporations, and pushed to make the overall bill smaller.
While Sinema isn't up for reelection until 2024, she is polling terribly and already
facing the threat of a well-financed primary challenge.
While Manchin has a personal financial interest in protecting the fossil fuel industry,
he's also worked diligently to deny new Medicare dental benefits that seniors in his
state desperately need. Manchin has been on a fundraising tear this year, despite
stating last week that he hasn't decided whether he'll run for reelection in 2024.
To understand what's in it for conservative Democratic senators who play the party's
villain role, look at those who came before them: Many of those who do big business'
bidding and then either fail to win reelection or retire quickly end up scoring
lucrative careers on K Street. It's the ultimate win-win situation.
All of the former Democratic senators who publicly opposed a public health
insurance option during the Obama administration, for example, ended up joining the
influence industry. They became lobbyists or corporate consultants, or found work at
a corporate-funded think tank, according to a Daily Poster review of publicly
available records.
Today, with Democrats in control of Washington, corporate America has been relying
on some of these former Democratic senators-turned-influence peddlers to help limit
President Joe Biden's "Build Back Better" agenda bill and make sure lawmakers don't
pass anything that could threaten anyone's profits.
It's easy to imagine Sinema and Manchin joining their ranks in the future. In fact,
statistically speaking, it would be more surprising if they didn't.
"Shadow lobbying" loophole
Most lawmakers take a spin through Washington's proverbial "revolving door" when
they leave office and quickly start cashing in on their connections. In May 2019, the
watchdog group Public Citizen reported that nearly 60 percent of "recently retired or
defeated U.S. lawmakers now working outside politics have landed jobs influencing
federal policy."
Federal ethics rules require former senators to undergo a two-year "cooling-off"
period before lobbying their old colleagues, but there are easy ways to evade
post-employment restrictions and earn a quick buck serving corporate interests.
After leaving the government, senators often first take jobs as strategic advisors or
partners at corporate lobbying firms and help advise clients and devise the firms'
influence strategies—without making any direct contacts that would require them to
register as lobbyists. This is known as the "shadow lobbying" loophole.
Former Sen. Joe Donnelly, a conservative Democrat from Indiana, for example, was
named as a partner at Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld in 2019 shortly after he lost
his seat. The firm said he would "advise clients in the financial services, defense, and
health care industries, among others, on a host of policy matters."

Donnelly said in a statement that he was looking forward to "putting my legislative
skills to work on behalf of many of Akin Gump's clients."
Last month, the White House announced that Biden will nominate Donnelly to serve
as ambassador to the Vatican.
In May, following his 2020 election loss, former Alabama Democratic Sen. Doug
Jones joined Arent Fox LLP as a counsel. The firm said he planned to "advise clients
across a wide variety of public policy issues and legal matters," and would "focus
particularly on issues in the national security, health care, and financial services
industries."
Shortly after taking office, Biden issued an executive order gesturing at the shadow
lobbying problem—demanding that administration appointees agree that for one year
they won't "materially assist others in making communications or appearances" that
they would be prohibited from making under ethics rules. The order, of course, won't
affect the legislative branch's revolving door.
Democrats' sweeping voting rights and democracy reform legislation, the For The
People Act, would crack down on shadow lobbying. However, Manchin opposed the
bill this year, after sponsoring it in 2019.
Manchin has instead helped craft an alternative voting rights bill that would leave the
shadow lobbying loophole in place—an indication he might be keeping his job options
open.
"My former colleagues"
Many of the Democratic lawmakers who played the agenda spoilers when Barack
Obama was president have become professional influence peddlers. That's true for
every former Democratic senator who publicly opposed efforts to include a
government health insurance plan, or a "public option," in the party's Affordable
Care Act (ACA).
Former Sen. Joe Lieberman, the Connecticut Democrat-turned-independent, was the
most visible opponent of the public option in 2009 and 2010. He retired in 2013 and
started working for the lobbying firm Kasowitz Benson Torres LLP several months
later.
Lieberman doesn't usually register to lobby, but his firm biography says he "assists
corporate clients on homeland and national security, defense, health, energy,
environmental policy, and intellectual property matters."
He is also the founding chairman of No Labels, a dark money front group for Wall
Street and GOP billionaires that has been working to block Democrats' reconciliation
bill. The group has showered praise on Sinema for stalling the legislation, while
Lieberman recently led a media campaign for his new book on the virtues of
"centrism," where he routinely touted Manchin and called on Democratic leaders to
"accommodate" him.
Former Sen. Blanche Lincoln, D-Ark., a public option opponent who lost in 2010,
quickly joined a lobbying firm before launching her own outfit, the Lincoln Policy

Group, a few years later. Once a proponent of allowing Medicare to negotiate drug
prices, Lincoln has been lobbying for Pfizer on "issues related to drug pricing."
Lincoln has also led the fight against Democrats' plan to undo some of the GOP's
2017 tax cuts and raise the corporate tax rate as an advisor for the RATE Coalition.
The front group's members include companies like AT&T, CVS Health, FedEx,
Lockheed Martin, Home Depot, and Walt Disney.
"As Congress navigates the question of how to fund the worthy goal of repairing our
infrastructure, I strongly urge my former colleagues to avoid raising the corporate
rate," Lincoln wrote in an op-ed this summer.
"Any increase would blunt the trajectory of our country's economic recovery and
serve as a barrier to the critical goal of Building Back Better."
Another public option opponent, Sen. Mary Landrieu, D-La., took a job at the
lobbying firm Van Ness Feldman LLP in 2015 after losing her reelection race.
Landrieu has been lobbying on behalf of Enterprise Products Operating LLC, a
pipeline firm, over a provision in Biden's budget that would raise taxes on publicly
traded fossil fuel partnerships.
Former Arkansas Sen. Mark Pryor, a conservative Democrat who helped negotiate a
watered-down public option proposal before the party dropped the idea altogether,
became a partner at the lobbying firm Venable LLP months after he lost his seat.
Pryor is now a shareholder at Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck. The firm describes
him as "D.C.'s go-to lobbyist to get things done," and says he "earned a reputation on
Capitol Hill as a 'voice of reason.'" Pryor has been lobbying on Democrats'
reconciliation bill for the American Petroleum Institute, electric utility Duke Energy,
AT&T, and General Motors.
"My door is open"
Max Baucus, a Montana Democrat who chaired the powerful Senate finance
committee for much of the Obama era, led the process of writing the ACA and helped
keep a public option out of the bill. He later served as Obama's ambassador to China.
Baucus now has a consulting firm, the Baucus Group. It's not clear who his clients
are, but the firm's website does feature a picture of Baucus saying: "My door is
open." In recent months, Baucus has spoken out against efforts by Democrats to close
two different tax loopholes for the wealthy in order to fund their reconciliation bill.
Former Nebraska Sen. Ben Nelson, who prominently opposed a public option,
immediately joined a public affairs firm after retiring in 2013 and also launched his
own consulting company. The public affairs firm, Agenda Global, lists several fossil
fuel clients on its website, including Chevron and ConocoPhillips.
The firm also says it represents "doctors, private insurance companies, and university
research hospitals to ensure that their respective interests are heard."

Nelson's own company, Heartland Strategy Group, describes itself as "a full-service
consulting, issue management, and advocacy firm" that represents "corporate,
nonprofit, political, and trade association clients."
Heartland Strategy Group says its clients have included Blue Cross & Blue Shield of
Nebraska, tobacco company Altria, and TC Energy, the oil and gas company that
sought to build the Keystone XL pipeline.
In September, Nelson told The Hill that Democrats would likely have to scale back
their reconciliation bill, warning that their social spending proposal was too large.
"I don't know that anybody has the political strength to get $3.5 trillion, so I suspect
there will be some negotiating along the way to come up with another number or
maybe in steps over the next three or four years," he said.
"That's a daunting number."
Kent Conrad, a former North Dakota senator who also opposed the public option,
retired in 2013. He went on to become a senior fellow at the Bipartisan Policy Center,
a think tank whose donors include corporate lobbying groups, fossil fuel companies,
health insurers, drugmakers, defense contractors, and big banks.
Corporate records show Conrad also signed onto the paperwork for Dakota
Strategies LLC, a consulting firm led by his wife, who was a longtime lobbyist for
Major League Baseball and the Children's Hospital Association.
Furthermore, Conrad is a board member at the Committee for a Responsible Federal
Budget (CRFB), a pro-austerity think tank that's received funding from conservative
billionaire Charles Koch's family foundation, the Koch Network's Americans for
Prosperity Foundation, and the foundation led by Walmart family heir Carrie Walton
Penner.
In July, Conrad wrote a column demanding that Democrats constrain their ability to
spend money.
"As a former chairman of the Senate Budget Committee, I am uniquely familiar with
budget reconciliation," he wrote. "I have seen it used wisely, and I have seen it used
recklessly, and I urge the Senate to reinstate the rule we put in place in 2007: the
'Conrad Rule,' which prevents any reconciliation bill from increasing the deficit."

A mysterious accident with one of the US Navy's most sophisticated subs hints at a
long history of submarine spying
Stavros Atlamazoglou (insider@insider.com) - Business Insider

US Navy/MCS1 John M. Hageman Seawolf-class attack submarine USS Connecticut
and the aircraft carrier USS George Washington in the Pacific Ocean, November 17,
2009.
In October, a US nuclear-powered attack submarine collided with what is believed to
have been an uncharted seamount while operating in the South China Sea.
The USS Connecticut suffered some damage, and several sailors were wounded
during the collision. The Navy said on November 4 that it had relieved the sub's
senior leaders over the incident.
The Navy is investigating the incident and has not - and likely will not - disclose the
nature of the USS Connecticut's mission. But it is safe to assume that the sub was
involved in strategic reconnaissance or even intelligence gathering.
It wouldn't be the first time the Navy's Silent Service has conducted such risky
operations.
The Silent Service

US Navy USS Connecticut.

The US Navy fields three major submarine types - ballistic missile, guided missile,
and fast-attack submarines - totaling 68 nuclear-powered vessels of all types in
service.
Ballistic-missile subs are the US nuclear triad's maritime component. The 14
Ohio-class subs can each pack 24 Trident nuclear-armed ballistic missiles.
Four Ohio-class subs were converted to guided-missile subs in the 2000s and now
pack up 154 Tomahawk missiles, for an impressive non-nuclear show of force.
In addition to launching precision strikes, these four subs can also carry a dry-dock
shelter from which Navy SEALs can launch mini-submarines and conduct operations.
The US Navy's 50 fast-attack submarines - of the Los Angeles, Seawolf, and Virginia
classes- primarily go after enemy vessels, but they can also conduct underwater
strategic reconnaissance and can accommodate Navy SEALs and underwater drones
with the addition of the multi-mission platform module.
Since submarines emerged as an effective platform, the governments able to build and
maintain them have used them for overt and covert operations in war and during
peace. The US Navy in particular has pulled off some impressive operations straight
out of Hollywood.
Spying subs

US Navy/Lt. Cmdr. Michael Smith USS Jimmy Carter transits the Hood Canal on its
way home to Naval Base Kitsap-Bangor, September 11, 2017.
During the Cold War, the US Navy and its submarines were on the frontline against
the Soviet Union.
In 2013, the USS Jimmy Carter, an upgraded version of the already highly capable
Seawolf-class subs, received the Presidential Unit Citation, the highest award a US
military unit can receive and equivalent to the Navy Cross.

The award came after a classified operation in the South China Sea. The sub's official
history logged the operation as "Mission 7," saying only that it "performed under a
wide range of adverse and extremely stressful conditions without external support ...
in pursuit of vital national security goals."
When the sub returned to its homeport in Washington state, it was flying the Jolly
Roger flag, a tradition dating to World War II and signifies that the submarine either
sunk an enemy vessel or conducted a successful operation. That operation might very
well have been intelligence-gathering.
Interestingly, USS Connecticut and USS Jimmy Carter are both Seawolf-class subs
and part of the secretive Submarine Development Squadron 5, which is responsible
for testing new underwater listening gear and remotely piloted underwater vehicles.
According to the Navy, the unit works with civilian academic and scientific
institutions "for tactical development, including unmanned undersea vehicles and
naval special warfare."
The missions of the USS Connecticut and USS Jimmy Carter conduct now are likely
reminiscent of ones done by their Cold War predecessors.
Operation Ivy Bells and Project Azorian

CIA Soviet ballistic-missile submarine K-129 in 1968.
In 1968, the Soviet diesel-electric ballistic-missile submarine K-129 sank with all
hands while on patrol in the Pacific. Despite several weeks of frantic searching, the
Soviets couldn't find the sub and recover its cryptographic devices, codebooks, and
nuclear weapons.
The CIA saw a great opportunity for an intelligence coup. It launched "Project
Azorian," an attempt to recover as much classified material as possible from K-129.

After the Soviets ended their search, the US Navy sent USS Halibut, a cruise-missile
sub modified for intelligence missions, to locate the Soviet vessel.
After weeks of searching in a 1,200-square-mile area, the American sub managed to
find the K-129. It later received a classified Presidential Unit Citation for its success.
In 1974, a CIA sent a salvage ship that managed to raise a section of the Soviet sub.
The CIA has never fully disclosed what it found, but in 1992 the CIA gave Russia a
recording of the burial at sea it conducted for the Soviet sailors recovered during the
operation.
In a separate effort in the early 1970s, the US intelligence community sought to tap
into Soviet military communications. Washington and Moscow were discussing how
to contain their nuclear arsenals, and any intelligence on the Soviet's position would
have been golden.

US Navy US Navy submarine USS Halibut, October 14, 1965. US Navy
A US Navy intelligence officer came with a proposal to tap an underwater
communications cable connecting Soviet Pacific Fleet naval bases around the Sea of
Okhotsk.
USS Halibut was once more sent into action for Operation Ivy Bells, as the
cable-tapping mission was known. Divers from the sub successfully tapped the
underwater cable, an extremely difficult task.
US divers periodically returned to the cable to replace the recorder - until 1981,
when the operation was compromised and the Soviets recovered the device.

US submarines have likely conducted many similar missions in the decades since, and
those operations have only gained importance in an era of renewed competition with
capable adversaries - namely Russia and China.
Beijing has built military bases on man made islands in the South China Sea,
attempting to solidify its widely rejected territorial claims in what is one of the
world's most important trade routes.
The US and its and allies would want to monitor Chinese moves through a number of
methods - including underwater surveillance - and provide that intelligence to their
policymakers.

Navy fires top 3 leaders of submarine that struck uncharted sea mountain
ABC News
The Navy has fired the top three leaders who were aboard the attack submarine USS
Connecticut when it struck an uncharted sea mountain in the Pacific Ocean in early
October.
The commander of the Navy's Seventh Fleet relieved the commanding officer of the
submarine, Cmdr. Cameron Aljilani, the executive officer, Lt. Cmdr. Patrick Cashin,
and the top enlisted sailor, Master Chief Sonar Technician Cory Rodgers, "due to loss
of confidence," according to a Navy statement.

Thiep Van Nguyen II/U.S. Navy, FILE
At the time of the incident, the submarine was transiting through an area of the South
China Sea, according to a U.S. official. Though the vessel struck an uncharted sea
mountain, Vice Adm. Karl Thomas, commander of Seventh Fleet, determined the
incident could have been prevented.

The official said the submarine did not exercise as much caution as necessary and
was traveling faster than it should have in an area that is not as well charted as
others.

MCC Brett Cote/U.S. Navy, FILE The Seawolf-class fast-attack submarine USS
Connecticut arrives at Yokosuka, Japan, July 31, 2021, for a scheduled port visit.
"Sound judgement [sic], prudent decision-making and adherence to required
procedures in navigation planning, watch team execution and risk management could
have prevented the incident," according to the statement.
The three who were fired will be replaced by a new leadership team while the
submarine remains in Guam before it makes its way to Bremerton, Washington, for
repairs to the hull and interior.

On Oct. 2, the Seawolf-class fast-attack submarine struck an unknown object while
underwater, but the Navy did not publicly disclose the incident until after the vessel
was close to arriving at the naval base in Guam, where a damage assessment would
be made.
A Navy official said at the time that two sailors had suffered moderate injuries and
were treated aboard the vessel. Other sailors suffered bumps, bruises and lacerations.
There was no damage to the submarine's nuclear reactor.
Last week, a Navy investigation into the incident determined that the submarine had
struck an uncharted sea mountain and that the Seventh Fleet commander would
determine whether accountability actions might be appropriate.

Prince Charles to Visit Barbados as the Country Removes Queen Elizabeth as Head
of State
Victoria Murphy - Beautiful House

Ron Bell - PA Images - Getty Images The Prince of Wales will join the people of
Barbados as they celebrate becoming a Republic
When Prince Charles made an official visit to Barbados in March 2019, the system
was still in place for him to one day take over from the Queen as the country’s head of
state. However, he will return to the Caribbean nation at the end of this month on
very different terms to join Barbados as it celebrates its transition to a Republic.

Chris Jackson - Getty Images Prince Charles with Lionel Ritchie in Bridgetown,
Barbados during a March 2019 visit.
Clarence House has announced today that the Prince of Wales will make a solo trip
to Barbados after Prime Minister Mia Mottley “extended an invitation to The Prince,
as future Head of the Commonwealth, to be Guest of Honour at the Republic
Celebration events.” The short trip will also see him undertake “a short programme
of engagements.”
The statement reads, “HRH The Prince of Wales will visit Barbados to mark
Barbados’s transition to a Republic within the Commonwealth. The Prime Minister of
Barbados, The Honourable Mia Amor Mottley, extended an invitation to The Prince,
as future Head of the Commonwealth, to be Guest of Honour at the Republic
Celebration events. His Royal Highness will also undertake a short programme of
engagements in Barbados.”
Barbados announced its intention to become a Republic, removing the Queen as head
of state, in September 2020. “The time has come to fully leave our colonial past
behind,” the country’s Governor General Dame Sandra Mason said at the time.
Buckingham Palace said the issue was a matter for the people of Barbados. In
October this year, Dame Mason was elected as the country’s first President and she
will be sworn in at celebrations on November 30.

Until then, Barbados is one of 15 countries outside the UK, known as Commonwealth
realms, which still recognize the British sovereign as head of state.
The other 14 are; Antigua and Barbuda; Australia; The Bahamas; Belize; Canada;
Grenada; Jamaica; New Zealand; Papua New Guinea; Saint Kitts and Nevis; Saint
Lucia; Saint Vincent and the Grenadines; Solomon Islands; and Tuvalu. In 2012,
Jamaica’s then Prime Minister Portia Simpson-Miller stated her country would move
to cut ties with the Queen.
This has yet to to happen but the debate continues, with the country’s current
opposition leader Mark Golding telling The Independent earlier this year that the
Queen should be removed as head of state. A referendum on the subject in Australia
in 1999 saw a narrow victory for keeping the British monarch.
One official role that the Queen, and one day Prince Charles will continue to have in
relation to Barbados is as head of the Commonwealth. Formed as countries formerly
in the British Empire gained their independence, the Commonwealth is now a
voluntary association of 54 independent countries of which Barbados will remain a
member.
King George VI was the first head of the Commonwealth and the Queen took over
from him in 1952 but the position is not a hereditary one. In 2018 Prince Charles was
voted in as the next head of the Commonwealth by leaders during a meeting at
Windsor Castle after the Queen said it was her “sincere wish” that he should succeed
her.

