The latest News Around Us in Nov #6
Loudoun County sexual assault victim's mother plans Title IX lawsuit against
school board.
Smith said the assailant's 'no contest' plea on Monday 'vindicates' her daughter

Tyler O'Neil - Fox News
Loudoun father claims city concealed sex assault
Scott Smith joins 'The Ingraham Angle' to discuss his claims that his daughter was
sexually assaulted in girl's bathroom by boy wearing a skirt.
The mother of the girl who got sexually assaulted in a Loudoun County high school
girls' restroom on May 28 will file a Title IX lawsuit against the school board, she
said in a statement. Her lawyer gave Fox News details about the lawsuit.
Jessica Smith, the mother of the girl who was assaulted at Stone Bridge High School
in May, responded to a court proceeding on Monday. The Loudoun County Juvenile
Court had previously found a male student "not innocent" of charges of forcible
sodomy and forcible fellatio against Smith's daughter in the May 28 incident at Stone
Bridge.
The same student pleaded "no contest" on Monday in a separate case to two charges
of abduction and sexual battery involving an incident at Broad Run High School on
October 6, Fox News reported from the juvenile court. The student accepted a plea
agreement in the October 6 case.
Smith said the "no contest" plea "vindicates my daughter against her attacker,"
despite it being a separate case and a different victim. Smith also claimed that
"misguided policies of our local government officials" bear some responsibility for
the crimes.
"Today is not just another day for our family," Smith began in a statement provided to
Fox News.
"It is a day that further vindicates my daughter against her attacker, holds him
accountable for what he did, and helps advance the healing of both our daughter and
our family from the suffering we have endured over these past months."

Students walk out of school in protest to the Loudoun County School Board's
treatment of the sexual assault case. Fox Digital Originals (Fox Digital Originals)
"My daughter’s struggle, and that of our family, still continues," she added.
"We will not stop, we will not rest, until all who are responsible for this tragedy are
held accountable."
Smith announced a forthcoming Title IX lawsuit against the Loudoun County School
Board, claiming that the lawsuit aims to ensure "that no child, and no parent, will
ever have to suffer what we have as a result of the misguided policies of our local
government officials."
"What we have been going through should be a lesson for parents across the
Commonwealth," she added.
"And, it should also serve as a call to action for all parents like us to stand up against
local school boards that don’t put parents and their children first."
While many parents have pointed to the assaults in the debate over the controversial
pro-transgender Policy 8040, that policy was not in effect on May 28.
Autumn Johnson, the lawyer who represents Smith, told Fox News that the Title IX
lawsuit will refer to Policy 1040, which commits Loudoun County Public Schools to
an "equitable, safe, and inclusive environment" for "all persons regardless of…
gender identity."
Johnson also noted that the lawsuit will fault the school board for keeping the
assailant in public schools despite the May 28 incident.
The Smith case gained nationwide attention after Superintendent Scott Ziegler said in
a June 22 school board meeting that "the predator transgender student or person
simply does not exist.
" Following that statement, the May 28 victim's father, Scott Smith, flew into a rage
and was arrested and eventually convicted on charges of disorderly conduct and
resisting arrest.

Scott Smith, the father of the victim, is escorted out of a school board meeting in
handcuffs. Reuters.
On October 15, Ziegler apologized for these remarks, saying that he "wrongly
interpreted" a question "about discipline incidents in bathrooms." He said that he
interpreted the question wrongly because he was "viewing the question in light of" the
debate around 8040.
"I regret that my comments were misleading and I apologize for the distress that error
caused families," he said.
The school district has denied allegations of a cover-up. Wayne Byard, a spokesman
for Loudoun County Public Schools, told Fox News in late October that the school
district reported the alleged assault on May 28 to the sheriff's office immediately.
Byard noted that while the superintendent identified the school board of the assault
on May 28, he could not disclose it to the public at the time due to an ongoing
investigation.
LCPS declined to comment on the "no contest" plea or on Johnson's comments.
Members of the Loudoun County School Board did not respond to Fox News' request
for comment by press time.

'Covington kid' Nick Sandmann thinks Kyle Rittenhouse should sue for defamation:
‘Hold the media accountable’

The attacks on Kyle came from the national news media, just as they came for me.
They came quickly, without hesitation, because Kyle was an easy target that they
could paint in the way they wanted to.’

F.D.A. Authorizes Coronavirus Booster Shots for All Adults
Sharon LaFraniere & Noah Weiland - New York Times
WASHINGTON — The Food and Drug Administration on Friday authorized booster
shots of both the Pfizer-BioNTech and Moderna vaccines for everyone 18 and older,
opening up eligibility to tens of millions more fully vaccinated adults.

Mike Kai Chen for The New York Times More than 182 million adults in the United
States are fully vaccinated, and 31 million have already gotten an additional shot.

Moderna and Pfizer both announced that regulators had broadened the authorization
for their booster shots.
The move simplifies eligibility, fulfills a pledge by President Biden to offer the shots to
every American adult and formally allows a practice already in place in at least 10
states.
Fearful that waning protection and the onset of winter will set off a wave of
breakthrough infections, a growing number of governors had already offered boosters
to everyone 18 and older ahead of the holidays.
Dr. Anthony S. Fauci, the federal government’s top infectious disease expert, has
argued relentlessly over the past month for booster shots for all adults, a position
shared by most of Mr. Biden’s other health advisers.
Dr. Fauci has said that a dip in antibody levels in fully vaccinated people was a clear
sign that booster shots were needed. Public health experts who argue that healthy
younger adults do not need them, he has said, are ignoring the risks of symptomatic
Covid-19.
“Enough is enough. Let’s get moving on here,” he said at an event Wednesday night.
“We know what the data are.”
If the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention agrees, all adults who received a
second shot of either Pfizer or Moderna at least six months ago will likely be eligible
for a booster shot by the weekend. A meeting of the agency’s outside advisers is
scheduled for Friday.
At a White House briefing on Wednesday, Dr. Rochelle Walensky, the C.D.C. director,
promised that the agency would “quickly review the safety and effectiveness data and
make recommendations as soon as we hear from F.D.A.”
The F.D.A.’s action came after months of fierce debate within the administration and
the scientific community about who needed booster shots, and when. Some outside
advisers to the F.D.A. and C.D.C. repeatedly expressed discomfort with how quickly
the administration was moving to offer the shots.
Critics said the administration’s booster campaign was motivated by practical or
political reasons more than scientific ones, and that federal regulators were analyzing
safety and efficacy data on the fly.
“The evidence isn’t there that a large roll-out of boosters is really going to have that
much impact on the epidemic,” said Ira M. Longini Jr., a vaccine expert and
professor of biostatistics at the University of Florida.
He said that booster doses could increase someone’s protection at least temporarily,
but would do little to halt transmission of the virus, which is being driven by the
unvaccinated. For a jittery public, he said, booster shots might feel like a quick and
easy way to hold the virus at bay. But he repeated the administration’s own oft-stated
position that convincing the unvaccinated to get the shots must remain the top
priority.

Other public health experts have argued that the government needed to offer boosters
to all adults to eliminate confusion. Complex eligibility rules coupled with the
government’s recent decision to let people choose among all three vaccines for their
booster has left the public somewhat befuddled, they say.
“This decision by F.D.A. is overdue,” said Dr. Elizabeth McNally, director of the
Center for Genetic Medicine at Northwestern University’s Feinberg School of
Medicine.
“Many people had trouble understanding whether they should or shouldn’t get
boosters,” she said in a statement. “This message is much clearer — get a booster!”
Until now, those eligible for boosters included people 65 and older, residents of
long-term care facilities, people with underlying medical conditions, and those whose
jobs or institutional living conditions heightened their risk.
All recipients of Johnson & Johnson’s one-shot vaccine have already been cleared to
get a booster shot at least two months after their injection.
Jason L. Schwartz, an associate professor of health policy at the Yale School of
Public Health, said the latest authorizations were “a recognition that the current
approach to booster recommendations just isn’t working.”
“It’s so confusing that I think the public has sort of shrugged at the importance of
boosters,” he said. “And the groups for whom it’s really important to get boosters —
the older individuals, the long-term care residents, folks with medical conditions —
aren’t getting boosters at the rates they should. It’s time for a reset.”
The booster roll-out is expanding even as public health experts continue to argue over
whether young, healthy adults need added protection. The argument is stronger for
recipients of Pfizer’s vaccine than for recipients of Moderna’s, which has proved
significantly more potent.
While some studies have found that the Pfizer vaccine’s effectiveness against infection
and hospitalization drops about four months after the second dose, Moderna’s
effectiveness has remained steadier.
At the same time, regulators have been concerned by data from Nordic countries and
elsewhere suggesting that young male Moderna recipients may face heightened risks
of myocarditis, or inflammation of the heart muscle — a side effect has also been tied
to the Pfizer vaccine. Scientists have said the absolute risk still remains very small,
most cases are mild and resolve quickly and that Covid-19 can also trigger
myocarditis.
Concerns about myocarditis are behind the F.D.A.’s decision to wait to authorize the
vaccine for adolescents.
At the heart of the booster debate is the question of what vaccines are supposed to do.
Critics of the administration’s policy argue that despite some degree of waning

protection, the vaccines are still fulfilling their mission of protecting against severe
disease and hospitalization.
Booster advocates like Dr. Fauci counter that the vaccines should also protect
against symptomatic disease, especially since some patients avoid hospitalization but
suffer long-term consequences.
“I don’t know of any other vaccine that we only worry about keeping people out of the
hospitals,” Dr. Fauci said at a White House briefing Wednesday. “I think an
important thing is to prevent people from getting symptomatic disease,” including
younger people.
In recent weeks, state after state has moved to allow booster shots for all adults,
including Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Kansas, Kentucky, Maine, Vermont, Arkansas, California, Colorado and New
Mexico.
A host of other countries have taken the same approach, including Australia, Brazil,
Canada, Germany, Hungary, Israel, Japan, Norway and Saudi Arabia. Regulators for
the European Union have authorized booster doses of
both Moderna and Pfizer-BioNTech for all adults.
(Kitty Bennett contributed research.)
Disease control chief: "All of Germany is one big outbreak"
Frank Jordans - Associated Press (AP)

BERLIN (AP) — Germany has entered a “nationwide state of emergency” because of
surging coronavirus infections, the head of the country's disease control agency said
Friday.

Lothar Wieler, the head of the Robert Koch Institute, said regular medical care
cannot be guaranteed anymore in some parts of the country because hospitals and
intensive care wards are overstretched.
The German air force confirmed a report by daily Bild that it was preparing to help
transfer patients to clinics with free beds.

Provided by Associated Press Federal Finance Minister Olaf Scholz, second right,
looks at German Chancellor Angela Merkel, during a news conference in Berlin,
Thursday, Nov. 18, 2021.
German lawmakers have approved new measures to rein in record coronavirus
infections after the head of Germany’s disease control agency warned the country
could face a “really terrible Christmas.”
The measures passed in the Bundestag on Thursday includes requirements for
employees to prove they are vaccinated, recovered from COVID-19 or have tested
negative for the virus in order to access communal workplaces.
“All of Germany is one big outbreak,” Wieler told reporters in Berlin. “This is a
nationwide state of emergency. We need to pull the emergency brake.”

Associated Press Jens Spahn, Executive Federal Minister of Health,left, and Lothar H.
Wieler, President of the Robert Koch Institute (RKI), arrive for the press conference
on the Corona pandemic in Berlin, Germany, Friday, Nov. 19, 2021.
He called for urgent additional measures to tackle the rise in COVID-19 cases, which
topped 50,000 for the third day running. The Robert Koch Institute also reported 201
further deaths, taking the toll to 98,739 since the start of the outbreak.
Wieler's comments came as the upper house of parliament on Friday approved new
measures to control the outbreak proposed by the center-left alliance that emerged
after the Sept. 26 national election. The measures include requirements for people to
prove they are vaccinated, recently recovered from COVID-19 or have tested negative
for the virus in order to access communal workplaces or public transport.

Associated Press Jens Spahn, right, Executive Federal Minister of Health, and Lothar
H. Wieler, President of the Robert Koch Institute (RKI), give a press conference on
the Corona pandemic in Berlin, Germany, Friday, Nov.19, 2021.

Separately, outgoing Chancellor Angela Merkel agreed with the governors of
Germany's 16 states to introduce a new threshold linked to the number of hospital
admissions of COVID-19 patients per 100,000 people over a seven-day period.
Some states are also considering mandatory vaccinations for some professional
groups such as medical staff and nursing home employees.

Associated Press People wear face masks in a public bus in Frankfurt, Friday, Nov.
19, 2021. The government announced that the hospitalization rate will decide about
further restrictions to avoid the outspread of the coronavirus.
Neighboring Austria, which has also been hit by a surge in new cases, announced it
would extend a nationwide lockdown to vaccinated people from Monday, and
introduce compulsory vaccinations from February.
Such measures are not currently being discussed in Germany, where the outgoing
Merkel government and the three-party alliance hoping to replace it are at odds over
how to respond to the pandemic.
Germany's current health minister, Jens Spahn, called Friday for a “national
common effort” to respond to the rising case numbers.
“In the short term we won't manage to break the wave (of infections) with
vaccinations and booster shots alone,” he said at a joint news conference with Wieler,
who called on Germans to help limit the spread of the virus by reducing their social
contacts.

Associated Press A bus drives past a hospital in Frankfurt, Friday, Nov. 19, 2021.
The government announced that the hospitalization rate will decide about further
restrictions to avoid the outspread of the coronavirus. (AP Photo/Michael Probst)
(Follow AP's pandemic coverage at https://apnews.com/hub/coronavirus-pandemic)
Scientists mystified, wary, as Africa avoids COVID disaster
Maria Cheng & Farai Mutsaka - Associated Press (AP)
HARARE, Zimbabwe (AP) — At a busy market in a poor township outside Harare this
week, Nyasha Ndou kept his mask in his pocket, as hundreds of other people, mostly
unmasked, jostled to buy and sell fruit and vegetables displayed on wooden tables and
plastic sheets. As in much of Zimbabwe, here the coronavirus is quickly being
relegated to the past, as political rallies, concerts and home gatherings have
returned.

Associated Press People are seen at a busy market in a poor township on the outskirts
of the capital Harare, Monday, Nov, 15, 2021. When the coronavirus first emerged
last year, health officials feared the pandemic would sweep across Africa, killing
millions and destroying the continent’s fragile health systems. Although it’s still
unclear what COVID-19’s ultimate toll will be, that catastrophic scenario has yet to
materialize in Zimbabwe or much of Africa. (AP Photo/Tsvangirayi Mukwazhi)
“COVID-19 is gone, when did you last hear of anyone who has died of COVID-19?”
Ndou said. “The mask is to protect my pocket,” he said. “The police demand bribes
so I lose money if I don’t move around with a mask.”
Earlier this week, Zimbabwe recorded just 33 new COVID-19 cases and zero deaths,
in line with a recent fall in the disease across the continent, where World Health
Organization data show that infections have been dropping since July.

Associated Press A woman and her daughter sell refreshments at a busy market on
the outskirts of the capital Harare, Monday, Nov, 15, 2021. When the coronavirus
first emerged last year, health officials feared the pandemic would sweep across
Africa, killing millions and destroying the continent’s fragile health systems. Although
it’s still unclear what COVID-19’s ultimate toll will be, that catastrophic scenario has
yet to materialize in Zimbabwe or much of Africa. (AP Photo/Tsvangirayi Mukwazhi)
When the coronavirus first emerged last year, health officials feared the pandemic
would sweep across Africa, killing millions. Although it’s still unclear what
COVID-19’s ultimate toll will be, that catastrophic scenario has yet to materialize in
Zimbabwe or much of the continent.

Associated Press Two men relax under a tree in a poor township on the outskirts of
the capital Harare, Tuesday, Nov, 16, 2021. When the coronavirus first emerged last
year, health officials feared the pandemic would sweep across Africa, killing millions
and destroying the continent’s fragile health systems. Although it’s still unclear what
COVID-19’s ultimate toll will be, that catastrophic scenario has yet to materialize in
Zimbabwe or much of Africa. (AP Photo/Tsvangirayi Mukwazhi)
Scientists emphasize that obtaining accurate COVID-19 data, particularly in African
countries with patchy surveillance, is extremely difficult, and warn that declining
coronavirus trends could easily be reversed.
But there is something “mysterious” going on in Africa that is puzzling scientists,
said Wafaa El-Sadr, chair of global health at Columbia University. “Africa doesn’t
have the vaccines and the resources to fight COVID-19 that they have in Europe and
the U.S., but somehow they seem to be doing better,” she said.
Fewer than 6% of people in Africa are vaccinated. For months, the WHO has
described Africa as “one of the least affected regions in the world” in its weekly
pandemic reports.
Some researchers say the continent’s younger population -- the average age is 20
versus about 43 in Western Europe — in addition to their lower rates of urbanization
and tendency to spend time outdoors, may have spared it the more lethal effects of the
virus so far.
Several studies are probing whether there might be other explanations, including
genetic reasons or exposure to other diseases.
Christian Happi, director of the African Center of Excellence for Genomics of
Infectious Diseases at Redeemer’s University in Nigeria, said authorities are used to
curbing outbreaks even without vaccines and credited the extensive networks of
community health workers.

“It’s not always about how much money you have or how sophisticated your hospitals
are,” he said.
Devi Sridhar, chair of global public health at the University of Edinburgh, said
African leaders haven’t gotten the credit they deserve for acting quickly, citing Mali’s
decision to close its borders before COVID-19 even arrived.
“I think there’s a different cultural approach in Africa, where these countries have
approached COVID with a sense of humility because they’ve experienced things like
Ebola, polio and malaria,” Sridhar said.
In past months, the coronavirus has pummeled South Africa and is estimated to have
killed more than 89,000 people there, by far the most deaths on the continent. But for
now, African authorities, while acknowledging that there could be gaps, are not
reporting huge numbers of unexpected fatalities that might be COVID-related.
WHO data show that deaths in Africa make up just 3% of the global total. In
comparison, deaths in the Americas and Europe account for 46% and 29%.

Associated Press A woman smiles while playing with her baby at a water point on the
outskirts of the capital Harare, Sunday, Nov, 14, 2021. When the coronavirus first
emerged last year, health officials feared the pandemic would sweep across Africa,
killing millions and destroying the continent’s fragile health systems. Although it’s
still unclear what COVID-19’s ultimate toll will be, that catastrophic scenario has yet
to materialize in Zimbabwe or much of Africa. (AP Photo/Tsvangirayi Mukwazhi)
In Nigeria, Africa’s most populous country, the government has recorded nearly
3,000 deaths so far among its 200 million population. The U.S. records that many
deaths every two or three days.
The low numbers have Nigerians like Opemipo Are, a 23-year-old in Abuja, feeling
relieved. “They said there will be dead bodies on the streets and all that, but nothing
like that happened,” she said.

On Friday, Nigerian authorities began a campaign to significantly expand the West
African nation’s coronavirus immunization. Officials are aiming to inoculate half the
population before February, a target they think will help them achieve herd immunity.
Oyewale Tomori, a Nigerian virologist who sits on several WHO advisory groups,
suggested Africa might not even need as many vaccines as the West. It’s an idea that,
while controversial, he says is being seriously discussed among African scientists —
and is reminiscent of the proposal British officials made last March to let COVID-19
freely infect the population to build up immunity.
That doesn’t mean, however, that vaccines aren’t needed in Africa. “We need to be
vaccinating all out to prepare for the next wave,” said Salim Abdool Karim, an
epidemiologist at South Africa’s University of KwaZulu-Natal, who previously
advised the South African government on COVID-19.
“Looking at what’s happening in Europe, the likelihood of more cases spilling over
here is very high.”
The impact of the coronavirus has also been relatively muted in poor countries like
Afghanistan, where experts predicted outbreaks amid ongoing conflict would prove
disastrous.
Hashmat Arifi, a 23-year-old student in Kabul, said he hadn’t seen anyone wearing a
mask in months, including at a recent wedding he attended alongside hundreds of
guests. In his university classes, more than 20 students routinely sit unmasked in close
quarters.
“I haven’t seen any cases of corona lately,” Arifi said. So far, Afghanistan has
recorded about 7,200 deaths among its 39 million people, although little testing was
done amid the conflict and the actual numbers of cases and deaths are unknown.
Back in Zimbabwe, doctors were grateful for the respite from COVID-19 — but
feared it was only temporary.
“People should remain very vigilant,” warned Dr. Johannes Marisa, president of the
Medical and Dental Private Practitioners of Zimbabwe Association. He fears that
another coronavirus wave would hit Zimbabwe next month. “Complacency is what is
going to destroy us because we may be caught unaware.”
(Cheng reported from London. Rahim Faiez in Islamabad, Pakistan, and Chinedu
Asadu in Lagos contributed to this report.)

California couple who swindled millions in COVID relief funds cut off their
electronic bracelets and fled, leaving their 3 teenage children behind
Matthew Loh (mloh@businessinsider.com) - Business Insider

INSIDER(L) Richard Ayvazyan leaves the federal courthouse in Los Angeles. (R)
Marietta Terabelian (right) leaves the federal courthouse in Los Angeles. Gary
Coronado/Los Angeles Times via Getty Images.
A couple convicted of scheming to take $20 million in COVID relief funds have fled
justice, said prosecutors. They used the swindled money to buy mansions, jewelry, and
luxury goods, authorities said.
The pair left their three children behind with a note saying they'd be taking a "brief
break from one another."
A California couple who ran a scheme that stole millions in COVID-19 relief funds
cut off their electronic bracelets and fled while waiting for their prison sentences,
abandoning their three teenage children, authorities said Tuesday.
Richard Ayvazyan, 43, and his wife, Marietta Terabelian, 37, used fake identities —
including the names of elderly or deceased people and foreign exchange students who
left the US — to claim money meant to aid small businesses and people suffering from
the pandemic, federal prosecutors said.
Ayvazyan recruited several others who have already been sentenced, and together
they made around 150 fraudulent loan applications while scheming to take $20
million in funds, per prosecutors.
The couple then used the cash to buy luxury homes in Tarzana, Glendale, and Palm
Desert, and bought gold coins, jewelry, luxury watches, designer handbags, and a
Harley Davidson motorcycle among other lavish items, said the prosecutors.
They and Ayvazyan's brother, Artur, were found guilty on June 25 of wire fraud, bank
fraud, conspiracy to commit money laundering, and conspiracy to commit bank fraud.

On August 29, the couple fled and left a note for their children, The LA Times
reported.
"We will be together again one day. This is not a goodbye but a brief break from one
another," they wrote.
On Monday, the pair was sentenced in absentia by US District Judge Stephen V.
Wilson, who handed Ayvazyan a 17-year jail sentence and gave Terabelian six years
in prison. Artur Ayvazyan was given five years in federal prison.
The couple's teenage children were visibly distraught in the courtroom on Monday as
they listened to the judge sentence their parents and uncle, per The LA Times.
Aged 13, 15, and 16, the three are living with their grandparents, according to
Ayvazyan's lawyer, The New York Times reported.
At the sentencing hearing, Judge Wilson called Ayvazyan an "endemic, cold-hearted
fraudster with no regard for the law." He said he couldn't recall a fraud case
conducted in such a "callous, intentional way," per a justice department statement.
"If given the opportunity, he would concoct another fraud, because the way he spoke
of this fraud indicates that that is his way of life," said Judge Wilson, The LA Times
reported.
Ayvazyan's attorney, Ashwin J. Ram, said Ayvazyan should get a sentence of six years,
and that the convicted fraudster's absence made it difficult to show the judge that he
was a family man, churchgoer, and a legitimate businessman, per The LA Times.
He also said that the couple's family believes they were abducted by co-conspirators
who haven't been caught and sought to silence them, per CNN.
Ram did not immediately respond to Insider's request for comment.
Ryan Fraser, Terabelian's lawyer, described her in an email to Insider as a "loving
mother and devoted wife who has tirelessly supported not only her three children, but
also her parents, mother-in-law, and sister."
"Judge Wilson recognized this in his sentence, imposing significantly less than
one-third the time the prosecutors sought in their memorandum," he added.
In the meantime, the FBI is offering a $20,000 reward for information leading to the
arrest of Ayvazyanand Terabelian.

Jen Psaki snaps at reporter asking why Biden isn't holding a press conference after
'three amigos summit' and says you 'don't need an embroidered chair' to ask
questions
Nikki Schwab (senior U.S. Political Reporter - DailyMail.com

White House press secretary Jen Psaki snapped at a reporter at Thursday's briefing
after being asked if the press should expect a press conference following
President Joe Biden's 'three amigos' summit.
'You can ask questions in any format, right? I don't think you need a formal
embroidered chair for it,' Psaki told CBS News Radio correspondent Steven Portnoy,
who serves as the president of the White House Correspodents' Association, the group
that pushes for White House access for journalists.
Portnoy had pointed out that Biden had told reporters at a bill signing Thursday
morning, 'I'll be happy to answer questions after I meet with all the leaders.'

White House press secretary Jen Psaki snapped at a reporter at Thursday's briefing
after being asked if the press should expect a press conference following President
Joe Biden's 'three amigos' summit
However, the White House bucked tradition and didn't schedule a tri-lateral press
conference with Biden, Canadian Prime Minister Justin Trudeau and Mexican
President Andrés Manuel López Obrador following their late afternoon meeting.
Both Presidents George W. Bush and Barack Obama held press conferences when
they got together with their Canadian and Mexican counterparts.
CBS News Radio correspondent Steven Portnoy asked Psaki about a press conference
at the Thursday briefing. He serves as White House Correspondents' Association
president.
Instead, reporters could yell questions during what are called 'pool sprays,' when a
smaller group of journalists comes in for a portion of a meeting.
Leaders can choose to ignore the press or engage.
Earlier in the briefing, Psaki told reporters that the lack of press conference wasn't
'as scandalous as that in terms of backstory.'
She said there was a 'change of schedule,' as Biden signed three first
responder-related bills Thursday morning, which prevented a tri-lateral press

conference from being booked after the scheduled 4:45 p.m. meeting with both López
Obrador and Trudeau.
Biden also has a tendency to run late, so that meeting hadn't started as 5 p.m.
approached.
In his capacity as WHCA president, Portnoy told Psaki: 'We would like a press
conference,' in response to her 'embroidered chair' comment.
Psaki was interviewed Wednesday for a Politico Women Rule event where she said
that Biden's lack of press conferences was more of a problem for the media than the
American people.
'I think that's more of an issue related to the White House press corps ... and D.C.
press, than it is of concern to the American public,' she said.
Psaki pushed back on the idea that Biden was in any way press shy.
Biden has eschewed formal press conferences for more casual Q&A with reporters
when he travels or during events.

President Joe Biden (right) meets with Mexican President Andres Manuel Lopez
Obrador (left) in the Oval Office Thursday afternoon

President Joe Biden (right) and Prime Minister Justin Trudeau (left) of Canada
during a bilateral meeting in the Oval Office
When he does hold a press conference, he's made it standard practice to call on a
pre-set list of reporters.
'I would say that it's the job of every journalist to push for more access. That's their
job. And if we granted access every time a journalist asked for an interview or access
we probably wouldn't necessarily be doing our jobs,' Psaki said.
She argued that the debate over press conferences is 'misunderstood' because
'it's really about how any president uses their time or how they engage with the
media.'
'But it's just not accurate to suggest that he isn't accessible or doesn't answer
questions,' she added.
She argued that Biden, at a standard press conference, might only answer 10 to 15
questions, while he answers '20, 30 questions a week,' in the more casual encounters.
'President Biden has answered questions twice as many times at these events than
President Trump did at this point at time,' Psaki also argued.

Wife of Missing Chinese Official Calls Government a 'Monster,' 'They Eat Their
Children'
Alyse Messmer - Newsweek
Grace Meng, wife of former Interpol President Meng Hongwei, is speaking out after
her husband's disappearance, blaming the "monster" Chinese government for the
damage to her family and the country.

Laurent Cipriani/Associated Press Grace Meng, wife of Meng Hongwei, former
Interpol president, is speaking out after her husband has disappeared, blaming the
“monster” Chinese government for the damage to her family and the country. Grace
Meng, the wife of former Interpol president Meng Hongwei, answers the Associated
Press in Lyon, central France, Tuesday, Nov.16, 2021.
She now lives with her twin boys in France as a political refugee under
around-the-clock surveillance, what she believes is an attempt by Chinese agents to
kidnap them.
In an exclusive interview with the Associated Press, Meng showed her face for the
first time and spoke freely about the corrupt system she blames for tearing apart her
family.
"I have the responsibility to show my face, to tell the world what happened. During
the past three years, I learned—just like we know how to live with the COVID—I
know how to live with the monster, the authority," she told AP.
She calls the government "the monster" because she said, "they eat their children."
Meng's husband, 67, disappeared in 2018, her last communication from him
consisting of two text messages he sent on September 25, 2018, on a work trip to
Beijing.
The first text read, "wait for my call," followed four minutes later with an emoji of a
kitchen knife, apparently signaling danger.
Since then, Meng has not heard from him, and multiple letters sent by her lawyers to
Chinese authorities have gone unanswered. Meng is unsure if her husband is even
alive.
"I don't want the children to have no father," she added, starting to cry. "Whenever
the children hear someone knocking on the door, they always go to look. I know that

they're hoping that the person coming inside will be their father. But each time, when
they realize that it isn't, they silently lower their heads. They are extremely brave."
In October of 2018, a statement announced that Meng was under investigation for
unspecified legal violations, signaling that he was the latest high-ranking Chinese
official in a party purge. Interpol later announced that Meng resigned as president,
effective immediately, and raising suspicions from Grace Meng.
"It's a fake case. It's an example of a political disagreement being turned into a
criminal affair. The extent of corruption in China today is extremely serious. It's
everywhere. But there are two different opinions about how to solve corruption. One
is the method used now. The other is to move toward constitutional democracy, to
solve the problem at its roots," she said.
In 2019, China announced that Meng had been stripped of his Communist Party
membership. China said he had abused his power to satisfy his family's "extravagant
lifestyle" and allowed his wife to use his authority for personal benefit.
In January of 2020, a court announced that Meng was sentenced to 13 years and six
months in prison on charges of accepting more than $2 million in bribes, and said he
confessed guilt and expressed regret.
Grace Meng believes the allegations were trumped up and that her husband was
purged and now missing because he used his high-profile position to push for change.
"This has already saddened me beyond the point where I can be saddened further. Of
course, it's equally cruel to my children," Meng said.
For more reporting from the Associated Press, see below.
"The monster" is how Meng now speaks of the government he worked for. "Because
they eat their children."
Among the global critics of China — many of them now mobilizing against the 2022
Winter Olympics in Beijing — Meng brings the unique perspective of a former insider
who has walked through the looking glass and emerged with her views transformed.
So profound is the change that she has largely stopped using her Chinese name, Gao
Ge. She says she now feels more herself as Grace, her chosen name, with her
husband's surname, Meng.
"I have died and been reborn," she says.
Grace Meng also has political connections through her own family. Her mother
served on an advisory body to the Chinese legislature. And the family has previous
experience of political trauma. After the Communist takeover in 1949, Grace Meng's
grandfather was stripped of his business assets and later imprisoned in a labor camp,
she said.
History, she says, is repeating itself.

"Of course, this is a great tragedy in our family, a source of great suffering," she told
the AP. "But I also know that very many families in China today are facing a similar
fate to mine."

Laurent Cipriani/Associated Press Grace Meng, wife of Meng Hongwei, former
Interpol president, is speaking out after her husband has disappeared, blaming the
“monster” Chinese government for the damage to her family and the country. Grace
Meng, the wife of former Interpol president Meng Hongwei, shows photos of her
parents, first row, and her with her husband, as she answers the Associated Press in
Lyon, central France, Tuesday, Nov.16, 2021.

How US drone pilots are preparing for a fight against enemies who actually could
knock them out of action
Stavros Atlamazoglou (insider@insider.com) - Business Insider

U.S. Air Force/Senior Airman Cory D. Payne/Handout via REUTERS An MQ-9
Reaper remotely piloted drone aircraft over Creech Air Force Base.

Unmanned aerial vehicles, or drones, have become one of the weapons most closely
associated with the global war on terror.
Hundreds of US drones, also known as remotely piloted aircraft, of various types
have spent countless hours tracking terrorists and providing US and coalition troops
with early warning.
Drones have also attracted scrutiny for their use in killing enemy fighters with
precision strikes — strikes that have often killed innocent civilians as well.
But as the US military prepares for a conflict with countries deemed "peers" or
"near-peers" — namely China or Russia — the days of drones dominating the air
might be coming to an end.
Steady hands and unblinking eyes

REUTERS/U.S. Air Force/Lt Col Leslie Pratt An MQ-1 Predator drone.
Remotely piloted aircraft are good for three main mission sets: precision strikes,
close air support, and intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance (ISR).
They're usually piloted by two operators sitting in a facility thousands of miles away
and can stay aloft for tens of hours, becoming an unblinking eye in the sky.
Drones first saw combat in large numbers during the NATO campaign in Bosnia in
the 1990s. After the terrorist attacks of 9/11, the US military and intelligence
community used the MQ-1 Predator to great effect in Afghanistan and Iraq.
When the Predator retired, the MQ-9 Reaper took up the fight, offering better
performance and increased payloads, including a "sword missile" designed to slice
through targets rather than explode, reducing collateral damage.

The Pentagon plans to replace the venerable MQ-9 with the MQ-20 Avenger. It's also
working on a stealth-capable drone that will accompany F-22s and F-35s as a kind of
"loyal wingman."

88 Air Base Wing Public Affairs An XQ-58A Valkyrie, a long-range, high subsonic
unmanned air vehicle.
Other drones, including the RQ-4 Global Hawk, RQ-7 Shadow, and RQ-11 Raven,
focus on ISR missions and don't carry munitions. Such drones were a key part of one
important but closely guarded mission: helping find Osama bin Laden by tracking his
courier.
"Man, drones are awesome. They are so good at what they do that they've become an
almost must-have to get an [operation] off the ground," a Green Beret assigned to a
National Guard Special Forces group told Insider.
"Everyone loves them. Commanders back in base love them because of they can
control the fight. The ground force commander loves them because of the situational
awareness they bring.
We can also use footage from the drones in our after-action reviews to see what went
OK and want went wrong. It's like a football team reviewing last Sunday's game,"
said the Green Beret, who was not authorized to speak to the media.
A RAND study on the air war against ISIS concluded that drones were so important in
the fight against the terrorist group that they ended up being overused and
overburdened. The study recommended the Air Force purchase more of them to meet
the tactical demand. But is the US military's heavy reliance on drones prudent?
Keeping up in the new age

Image courtesy of Lockheed Martin A concept image of Lockheed Martin's MQ-25
Stingray refueling an F-35.
Remotely piloted aircraft are at their best in an air-superiority environment. Their
low speed, limited maneuverability, and non-existent self-defense capabilities — most
drones can't even deploy flares to defend against heat-seeking missiles — make them
easy targets for a potent, multi-layer air-defense system that uses radar, aircraft, and
anti-air weapons.
For the past 20 years, the US military has been fighting unconventional enemies with
almost no anti-air capabilities, something that allowed remotely piloted aircraft to be
so effective and popular among commanders.
But China and Russia both have potent anti-air and anti-drone capabilities. In a war
with either, the US drone fleet will be much less effective until the US Air Force gains
air superiority, if it can at all. Facing a future of limited use, the Air Force has begun
training drone pilots for other missions, such as combat search-and-rescue and
maritime interdiction.
But great-power competition doesn't necessarily mean war. Direct conflict between
the US and China or Russia might never happen. An indirect war in a third country or
through proxies, as in Vietnam, Angola, or Afghanistan, is seen as more likely.
In scenarios where a near-peer combatant wouldn't be able to employ the full military
might, drones can be a game-changer.
Latin America, where the US is trying to counter Russian and Chinese influence,
could be the site of such a contest.

US Marine Corps/Sgt. Mathew Rosado A US Marine launches an RQ-11B Raven
drone during an exercise in Honduras, November 7, 2019.
The capabilities drones bring are welcomed there "because they were previously out
of reach for cash-strapped Central American governments," said Lino Miani, a
former Army Special Forces officer and chief executive officer of AeroEye, a security
firm offering aerial surveillance and monitoring to governments and others in the
region.
"This is a long way of saying that the United States is poised to provide a
much-needed capability that will enhance relationships and erode (or at least deter)
China and Russia's ability to disrupt societies through nefarious means," Miani told
Insider.
In a gray-zone conflict, which takes place below the threshold of open war, private
companies could also contribute to advancing US interests, reducing the burden on
the US military.
The US remains the partner of choice for most countries in Latin America and has
longstanding relationships there, in particular with military and police forces, Miani
said.
US Southern Command, the Department of Homeland Security, the State Department,
and the US Agency for International Development "all have exercise, training, and
operational activities in the region that could all benefit from the employment of
drones," added Miani, who is also the president of the Combat Diver Foundation.
In a near-peer conflict, drones won't be as effective as they have been against
terrorists and insurgents, but they will still have a role on the battlefield — one that
may expand as technology advances.
Remotely piloted aircraft still require humans to operate, and drones can only be as
effective as their operators and the processes that guide them. As a result, using

drones, particularly in combat, will have unintended effects, as shown by the US
drone strike that killed 10 civilians in the final hours of the US withdrawal this
summer.
(Stavros Atlamazoglou is a defense journalist specializing in special operations, a
Hellenic Army veteran (national service with the 575th Marine Battalion and Army
HQ), and a Johns Hopkins University graduate.)

Popping the progressive bubble
Will Marshall (Opinion Contributor) - The Hill
For Virginia Democrats like me, the odd-year elections earlier this month were like a
gruesome coda to Halloween. Republicans swept the top three statewide offices, took
over the House of Delegates and knocked the Old Dominion back into swing
state status.

Getty Images Popping the progressive bubble
As painful as they were, however, the Democratic losses in Virginia and close shave
in New Jersey have had one salutary effect: They seem to have popped the
progressive bubble - the activist left's claims, credulously accepted by many media
commentators, to be the authentic voice and future of the Democratic Party.
Post-election analysis has highlighted the pitfalls for Democrats of heeding only that
voice. The protracted battle in Washington over progressives' big social spending
demands has reinforced public doubts about President Biden.
Republicans also made notable gains among parents angry over school closures,
falling standards and academic "antiracism" theories promoted by progressive social
justice warriors.
Now media powers that previously hailed the inevitable progressive ascendancy are
warning Democrats to chart a more moderate course to staunch defections by

independents, moderates and working-class voters from Biden's winning 2020
coalition.
Propelled mainly by millennial activists and boomer elites, the left's stock has been
rising in national politics since the 2008 financial crisis, which gave capitalism a
black eye. After the anarchic Occupy movement fizzled, many activists were
captivated by Barack Obama's historic presidential victory.
But Obama, more analytical than Utopian, and hobbled by Sen. Mitch McConnell's
(R-Ky.) nihilistic stance of maximum obstruction, failed to deliver the
"Transformation change" the young left dreams of. Their disillusionment, fed also by
the rise of tea party populism on the right, pushed them in a more radical direction.
In 2016, they invested their hopes in Sen. Bernie Sanders's (I-Vt.) throwback
socialism. The irascible independent's radical "authenticity," in their eyes, stood in
welcome contrast to the cautious incrementalism of "establishment" favorite Hillary
Clinton.
Misinterpreting her subsequent fluky loss to Donald Trump as the inevitable
consequence of tepid centrism, activist groups confidently asserted that only with an
unapologetically leftwing champion could Democrats mobilize the "progressive base"
and win elections.
Among Twitter addicts, political journalists with a strong herd instinct and the
deep-pocketed elites of the Democracy Alliance, a legend was born: The activist left
was infusing youthful energy and idealism into a tired Democratic Party and leading
it away from "neoliberalism" toward a brave new world of democratic socialism.
The energy and idealism were real enough, but some spoilsports - namely, U.S. voters
- disagreed about the direction. In 2018, Democrats won the House by fielding
pragmatic candidates with crossover appeal in swing districts; progressives did
poorly outside deep blue cities.
The pattern repeated itself in 2020. While Sanders and a scrum of rivals vied for the
"most progressive" mantle, Biden, the old party warhorse, won the nomination by
rallying the real Democratic rank and file: working-class Blacks and Hispanics,
suburban moderates, party regulars and blue-collar whites.
No one doubts that progressives, largely white, urban and highly educated, are an
important force in the party. But they aren't the dominant force, and their sanctimony
and sense of political entitlement repels other Democrats, especially working-class
Blacks and Hispanics.
That's why Biden and his party should reorient themselves around a more pragmatic
governing agenda over the next year - one that can unite rather than split their
diverse coalition and give them a fighting chance to dodge a midterm blowout.
What would that mean in practice? For starters, the just-passed infrastructure bill is
far more popular than the nebulous social spending bill still under debate. Democrats
should be relentless in connecting the dots for voters between this big economic

investment and their hopes for better jobs, a sustained recovery and competitive
success against China.
As they struggle to complete the reconciliation bill, Democrats also should pay
greater heed to voters' growing anxieties about rising prices and debt. The final bill
should be simpler, better focused and credibly paid for, lest it feed inflation.
The White House also needs a new approach to immigration reform. The growing
number of migrants thronging to our southern border conveys a double sense of
failure - both the policy and its execution by government.
Democrats need to get tougher in enforcing immigration laws (in workplaces as well
as at the border) while widening the portals for willing workers to enter the country
legally.
And Democrats should deescalate America's culture wars, by giving a wide berth
to leftwing enthusiasms such as defunding the police, teaching racially reductive
theories in school, decriminalizing illegal immigration and politicizing gender.
Above all, the party needs to pay more attention to pragmatic Democratic leaders
who know how to compete and win in competitive races. They are doing the difficult
work of expanding the party's appeal demographically and geographically.
As Jacobin, a socialist magazine, admits, "progressives have not yet made good on
one key promise of their campaigns: to transform and expand the electorate itself."
As the White House and Virginia Democrats learned the hard way this month,
Democrats ignore moderates, pragmatic liberals and independents at their peril.
Fortunately, they have a year to rectify this mistake and get back on a winning path.
(Will Marshall is president and founder of the Progressive Policy Institute (PPI)).

House Democrats pass sweeping social spending, climate policy bill
ABC News
After months of wrangling, House Democrats managed a big win Friday, passing
their roughly $1.75 trillion social and climate spending package despite a Republican
effort to delay the final vote.
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi, wearing white, announced the passage of President Joe
Biden's "Build Back Better Act," with the vote falling largely along party lines at
220-213.
As the count crossed the threshold to pass, Democrats on the floor applauded and
chanted "Build Back Better!" and "Nancy! Nancy!"

Anna Moneymaker/Getty Images Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi presides over the
vote for the Build Back Better Act at the U.S. Capitol, Nov. 19, 2021, in Washington,
D.C.
"If you're a mom, a dad, a family caregiver or the rest -- this bill is for you," Pelosi
said at a news conference minutes later. "If you care about the planet and how we
pass it on to our children, this bill is for you."
The social spending measure would generate the largest expansion to the social safety
net in 50 years and contains $555 billion for climate and clean energy investments. It
would:
reduce the cost of some prescription drugs
extend the child tax credit
provide universal pre-kindergarten for 3-and 4-year old
allow four weeks of paid family and medical leave
build affordable housing
expand Medicare coverage
create "clean energy" jobs
Biden called Pelosi from Walter Reed National Military Medical Center in Bethesda,
Maryland, where he was getting a physical, including a routine colonoscopy, to
congratulate her.

House TV Democrats cheer after passing the "Build Back Better Act" 220-213 on the
House Floor, Nov. 19, 2021, at the Capitol in Washington, D.C.
"Above all, it puts us on the path to build our economy back better than before by
rebuilding the backbone of America: working people and the middle class," Biden
said in a statement.
"For the second time in just two weeks, the House of Representatives has moved on
critical and consequential pieces of my legislative agenda," he said.

Anna Moneymaker/Getty Images House Democrats pass sweeping social spending,
climate policy bill
Now that it's passed the House, the Senate is expected to amend the proposal in the
coming weeks after the Thanksgiving recess as Democratic Sens. Kyrsten Sinema and
Joe Manchin have not committed to the package in its current form.

Rep. Jared Golden of Maine was the only House Democrat to oppose the package,
signaling opposition to a provision to raise the federal tax deduction for state and
local taxes that could benefit high-earning homeowners.
Democrats could afford to lose three votes and still pass the legislation. Not a single
Republican supported it.

Jim Watson/AFP via Getty Images Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi speaks during
a news conference with Democratic leaders after the passage of the Build Back Better
Act at the U.S. Capitol in Washington, D.C., Nov. 19, 2021.
Since congressional Democrats plan to pass the measure through reconciliation -- a
lengthy budget process that would not require them to have any Republican support
since Democrats have a narrow majority in both chambers -- the legislation -- months
in the making -- still has a long way to go, including back to the House, before it
would even hit Biden's desk.
Overnight, House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy, R-Calif., took the floor for more
than eight hours to rail against the bill and Democrats' agenda, breaking a record
previously held by Pelosi for the longest House floor speech, knocking Democrats off
their plans to approve the measure late Thursday evening, in a show to his conference
that he's fighting for the GOP on his quest to become speaker.
"I know some of you are mad at me and think I have spoken too long, but I've had
enough. America has had enough," he said, rallying his conference after a week of
intraparty tensions over his leadership as the party seeks to recapture the House.

House.gov Kevin McCarthy, Minority Leader of the House of Representatives, speaks
on the floor of the House regarding the Infrastructure bill in Washington, Nov.18,
2021.
When Pelosi took the floor on Friday morning ahead of the full floor vote, she took a
swipe at McCarthy's lengthy speech.
"As a courtesy to my colleagues, I will be brief," she said, wearing an all-white suit to
mark the occasion. Pelosi said Democrats are "proud to pass this legislation under
President Joe Biden."
Earlier Thursday, the nonpartisan Congressional Budget Office estimated that the
total Democratic package would add $160 billion to the national deficit over the next
10 years, an assessment requested by some moderate Democrats ahead of any vote to
send the Build Back Better Act to the Senate.
Democratic leaders, progressives and most moderates have rallied around the
package they said would make historic investments in fighting climate change, lower
prescription drug prices, expand Medicare coverage and provide universal
pre-kindergarten.
"Those of us who serve on this date will be able to tell our children and grandchildren
we were there when the Congress passed one of the most transformational bills in the
history of the Congress," House Majority Leader Steny Hoyer, D-Md., said on
Thursday.

J. Scott Applewhite/AP Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi leaves the chamber after
midnight during a lengthy floor speech by House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy,
who disrupted a planned vote on the Build Back Better Act, at the Capitol in
Washington, early Nov. 19, 2021.
Republicans, meanwhile, assailed Democrats over the scope and cost of the package
-- given Biden's initial pledge that it would cost "zero dollars" -- and predicted it
would further fuel inflation.
Speaking through the night on the House floor, McCarthy repeatedly likened Biden to
President Jimmy Carter, the one-term Democratic president who presided over
inflation and rising gas prices in the late 1970s.
Republicans repeatedly said Democrats were overstating their mandate from the
2020 election and argued that a Republican victory in the Virginia gubernatorial race
earlier this month signaled unease with Democrats' spending plans.
"Nobody elected Joe Biden to be FDR," McCarthy said.
"I did!" Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, D-N.Y., shouted.
McCarthy was heckled repeatedly by Democrats over the course of his speech, and
lawmakers shouted at each other from across the chamber.

Jim Watson/AFP via Getty Images Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi speaks about
the Build Back Better Act during her weekly press conference on Capitol Hill in
Washington, D.C., Nov. 18, 2021.
"No one's listening!" Rep. Tim Ryan, D-Ohio, shouted at McCarthy at one point.
As Republicans and Democrats flitted in and out of the chamber and wandered
around to stretch their legs, McCarthy riffed on everything from foreign policy and
not being able to afford a Tesla, to the 1984 film "Red Dawn" and China's
development of hypersonic missiles.
He also lamented that former President Donald Trump did not win a Nobel Peace
Prize for brokering the Abraham Accords.
Democrats mocked McCarthy's speech on social media, while Republicans cycled in
and out of the chamber to fill the seats immediately behind the California Republican
in a show of support.
Pelosi at a press conference on Thursday expressed confidence that with control of
Congress hanging in the balance ahead of the midterm elections less than a year
away, Democrats will be able to successfully sell their work to the American people -and do so more effectively than they did in 2010 after the passage of the Affordable
Care Act, due, in part, to Biden using the "bully pulpit."
Democratic members of Congress are also planning to hold 1,000 events before the
end of the year to make clear to Americans what's in Biden's infrastructure plans.

Jim Watson/AFP via Getty Images House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy speaks
during his weekly press conference on Capitol Hill in Washington, D.C., Nov. 18,
2021.
"The messaging on it will be immediate, and it will be intense, and it will be eloquent,
and it will make a difference," Pelosi said.
Giving remarks in Woodstock, New Hampshire, on Tuesday, Biden endorsed Pelosi's
timeline to pass part two of his infrastructure agenda this week.
"I'm confident that the House is going to pass this bill. And when it passes, it will go
to the Senate," Biden said. "I think we'll get it passed within a week."
McCarthy blasted Pelosi at his press conference on Thursday and said the
reconciliation bill will "be the end of their Democratic majority."
While the already-passed bipartisan infrastructure law itself and its individual
components -- rebuilding and repairing bridges, ports and roads, expanding
broadband internet, and more -- are widely popular, a new ABC News/Washington
Post poll shows Americans aren't giving Biden credit for championing the law and
getting it through Congress. The president's approval rating is at an all-time low at
41%.

Jonathan Ernst/Reuters President Joe Biden delivers remarks on infrastructure
construction projects from the NH 175 bridge across the Pemigewasset River in
Woodstock, N.H., Nov. 16, 2021.
Pelosi on Thursday tried to defend Democrats' "Build Back Better" proposal from
criticism over a key tax provision that has angered some in the caucus. Some
moderates and leading progressives have criticized plans to undo a cap on the state
and local tax (SALT) deductions -- a reversal of Republicans' 2017 tax law -- popular
in California, New York and New Jersey, given that the change would benefit wealthy
suburban property owners.
The change would allow taxpayers to deduct up to $80,000 in state and local taxes
from their federal tax returns after Republicans imposed a $10,000 cap on federal
deductions four years ago.
A recent analysis from the Tax Policy Center found the SALT cap increase would
primarily benefit the top 10% of income-earning Americans. About 70% of the tax
benefit would go to the top 5% of earners, who make $366,000 a year or more, the
analysis said.
"That's not about tax cuts for wealthy people. It's about services for the American
people," Pelosi said. "This isn't about who gets a tax cut, it's about which states get
the revenue they need to help the American people."

ABC News Jen Psaki speaks during a press briefing at the White House in
Washington, Nov. 18, 2021.
White House press secretary Jen Psaki said at her briefing Thursday that the White
House was "comfortable" with the SALT cap increase being included in the version of
the "Build Back Better" bill on which the House is expected to vote -- but she wouldn't
say the president's excited it.
"This is a part of the bill that the president -- that has been proposed, that is
important to key members, as you all know," Psaki said.
"That's why it's in the package. The president's excitement about this is not about the
SALT deduction. It's about the other key components of the package. And that's why
we're continuing to press for it to move forward."
(ABC News' Trish Turner and Mariam Khan contributed to this report.)

