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C. Austin Fitts: Ladies and gentlemen, welcome to The Solari Report. We’ve
had an amazing November 8™ and 9™, and I’'m very blessed to announce that
Jon Rappoport and Joseph Farrell have agreed to join me to talk about what in
the world is happening and many, many things around this historic election.

Joseph and Jon, welcome to The Solari Report.

Joseph Farrell: Thank you for having us.

C. Austin Fitts: It’s great! We will start with you, Jon. What happened?
Jon Rappoport: We all went to sleep, and we had a dream...

Joseph Farrell: And it was a bad dream!

Jon Rappoport: The dream is still going. I think many things happened.
Assuming, and some people will not like this, that the election was not rigged
for Trump. I only say that because in politics anything is possible and,
assuming that this was a straight shot with the vote counted, I think several
things happened. One was that Hillary was weak; she didn’t show up. She didn’t
affect as many people as her people thought she would. Because of that, and
because the media played it like, “Wow! She’s doing great and everything is
wonderful.” They invented that bubble a long time ago, people who were tuned
into major media thought, “Well, she is really strong here.” But she wasn’t. She
wasn’t that strong. She didn’t show up that often. Trump turned up everywhere.

The pollsters could have noticed that the crowds were enormous when he
showed up and they weren’t very big when she showed up. They could have
realized that not as many black people were going to vote for Hillary as voted

for Obama. Are you kidding! That was never going to happen.
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They could have noticed that union people — people who belong to unions —
were going against their globalist, scum bosses who had sold out to the
globalists a long time ago and allowed them free reign to take jobs out of the
US. A lot of these union members were out of jobs all over the country, and
they wanted something to happen. They were just going to go into the voting
booth regardless of what they were told, and they were going to vote for
Trump.

A lot of these things were happening all at the same
time. As one smart person said on some network last
night — and I don’t remember which one — “When you
go to a Trump rally, you see lines around the block 17 the media reports now,
times, and some people stand there for 7 hours just to  what people wanted to
get in the hall. Then they don’t get in, and they don’t
care; they’re happy. They’re doing fine, so what are the .
chances that those people are going to show up and Pandeﬂng to People-
vote on Election Day? Are you kidding! Of course, But that was not the
they’re going to show up.”

Trump was saying, as

hear — as if he was just

casc.

C. Austin Fitts: Right.

Jon Rappoport: A lot of these things were all percolating and all were
happening. That’s what lead to the victories. You could see in certain states like
Pennsylvania or Michigan or Ohio that the large blue centers — the Democratic
centers in the metropolitan areas — were going for Hillary, but not at the rate
that everybody assumed they would. Then out in the countryside, it was all red
all the time. I mean, that just overwhelmed everything,

Trump was saying, as the media reports now, what people wanted to hear — as
if he was just pandering to people. But that was not the case. He was saying
things that no candidate for President has ever said, especially about globalism.
He was laying that one on the line, and he was also attacking media directly
from the beginning, as I keep pointing out.

As soon as the first reporters said to him, “Smarmy, barmy,” he just said, “You
know what? You’re an idiot. You’re a complete idiot,” and he kept that up. He
was campaigning against the media from the beginning, and many people in the
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country, as it turned out, felt the same way about the media that he did, which
— of course — the media would never report.

That’s my opening salvo.
C. Austin Fitts: Joseph?

Joseph Farrell: 1 have to agree with Jon. He talked about two things here
that I think — from my point of view — are very, very crucial. The first is
election fraud or voting fraud or whatever you wish to call it, and the second is
globalism.

We saw many reports through the alternative media in this country, and in my
opinion, I think these stories were genuine and well documented. They
reported on voting fraud taking place on behalf of Hillary. Now the media is
going to try to spin this, that she won the popular vote. Well, point of fact, I
think that the voting fraud still needs to be investigated and still needs to be
made a major issue within the alternative media community because it was very
clear that there was fraud taking place for Hillary.

In other words, shade that popular margin quite a bit. We don’t know the
extent of it at this point, but my guess is that the popular vote for Trump
might be bigger than what they’re reporting. I think that is something that
we’re going to have to look at and keep focused on in the next coming years.

They’re going to try to pull this number in, and they’re going to try to use that
popular vote as leverage against his agenda. But in regards to the bigger issue, I
think Jon is absolutely correct. Catherine, you and I have been talking about
this for quite some time, and that is the idea that this really wasn’t an election;
it was a referendum.

C. Austin Fitts: Right.

Joseph Farrell: It was a referendum precisely on globalism, precisely on this
progressivist, socialist agenda that we’ve seen coming out of the political left,

particularly in this country. They are behaving like pouting babies. It’s amazing
what is happening on some college campuses in this country. They’re in shock.
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Well, you know, the deplorables rose up and voted. That’s across the board,
and as far as I can tell, I haven’t really sat down to look at the map today, but it
was pretty much across all demographics — blacks, women, men, Hispanics,
whites, and so on. There was a vast cross-section of people voting for Trump,
so this really represents kind-of a referendum on the last 30 years of American
politics with the Bush-Clinton neocon crowd in charge of things. This was a
clear repudiation of that agenda.

I think this is going to have absolutely huge ramifications, Catherine,
geopolitically, particularly in Europe because it is going to embolden the
opposition to some of these policies that you see growing over there as well.

So, yes, I'm basically in full agreement with everything that Jon said.

C. Austin Fitts: I saw alot of things happen. If you look at how Trump
started out in his campaign, the more people rejected him, and the more the
Bushes ganged up with the Clintons, the more he felt free to simply say what
was on his mind and heart. He ended up running against not the Democrats,
but against the establishment. He was running as much against the Republicans
as he was against the Democrats to a certain respect and it was almost like
watching a body politic get food poisoning and just reject the last 30 years,
particularly for corruption.

I think one of the key moments for me was when Clinton used the term
‘deplorable’ because this was really about the productive versus the subsidized.

Joseph Farrell: Right. Exactly.

C. Austin Fitts: As soon as you call the productive ‘deplorables’ and you’re
subsidized by the productive, I think that took it to a level where people just
decided, and I saw this myself, “I don’t care if you’ve got me on your
assassination list. I'm going to stop you.”

Joseph Farrell: Yes.

C. Austin Fitts: We all just went into overdrive.
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Joseph Farrell: It’s interesting that you mention that as him running against

the establishment. We know the Republican Party elites were very unhappy and
pulled most of their funding, This is what is so unusual about this election.

I was watching the county-by-county maps on the New

York Times. Incidentally, they still haven’t called New

Hampshire and Michigan and Arizona. I just checked

the map before we came on, and the New York Times

still has not called those states. I think what they’re I’ve been watching
hoping to do is make the Electoral College margin these county-by-county
look smaller than it probably really is. Again, that is an
opportunity for more late-term voting fraud. That is Inaps, and there are

why I think that we need to keep watching it. places in the country
that I thought would

In particular, I was watching the county-by-county never go for Trump

map in Kentucky which, of course, is the home of the
Republican majority leader in the Senate, Mitch
McConnell. Catherine, I was just amazed because —
except one county around Louisville, Kentucky — Kentucky went county by
county solidly. They were solidly Trump. So this is a major message in that
respect to the Republican Party elite.

I was watching Minnesota. Apparently, they have returned to Republican
Congressmen in a couple of congressional districts around Minneapolis/St.
Paul, which, of course, is another Democratic stronghold.

I’'ve been watching these county-by-county maps, and there are places in the
country that I thought would never go for Trump. Boise, Idaho was solidly in
the Trump column. Even around Richmond, Virginia — which is kind-of
another Democratic stronghold — you saw the counties clustered around
Richmond going solidly for Trump. So there are some small indicators that this
is more than just an election. In my opinion, we’re watching a real sea change in
American politics and culture. I think it has the Democrats reeling,

C. Austin Fitts: Did you notice what the District of Columbia numbers
werer
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Joseph Farrell: No. I didn’t look at that.
C. Austin Fitts: It was 93% Clinton, 4% Trump.

Joseph Farrell: I can believe that, but that’s just a hallmark of the sickness. If
you look at the county-by-county maps in the country, Clinton’s support was —
as both of you pointed out — clustered around the major urban centers, but the
rest of the country is solidly red.

This is a long-term problem, and I think what has them in a big panic now is
that Trump made an issue during his campaign, not only by having these big
rallies where he was packing in all sorts of people in Hillary Clinton’s ‘basket of
deplorables’, but he has made it very clear that he wants to revitalize the inner
cities. In other words, I believe we’re looking at a Franklin Roosevelt WPA sort
of program to employ these people. Trump came right out and said it during
his victory speech. He said he was going to use these people on, “Rebuilding
this nation’s tattered infrastructure.”

C. Austin Fitts: Right.

Joseph Farrell: If he is successful in this, this could quickly move a lot of
those inner city Democratic strongholds into the Republican column. That has
them, I think, absolutely panicked. I believe this is probably the real shock that
they’re discussing behind closed doors right now in this election.

C. Austin Fitts: Right, because instead of having 30 million new immigrants
become Democrats, you have 30 million people in the inner cities becoming
Republicans, and that’s a very different social engineering.

I want to talk a little bit about the Clinton scandals because one of the shocks,
when it was clear that the establishment was backing the Clintons to the hilt,
was that they thought they could get through this election without the Clinton
scandals being raised and drug through the media. I was shocked that they
thought that that would stay untouched. Of course, what we saw was the
Clinton scandals come to the fore, and it’s far from over — the airing of the
dirty laundry. I think the Clinton scandals made an enormous difference. What
do you say?
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Jon Rappoport: Matt Drudge turned the whole thing around.
C. Austin Fitts: Yes he did.

Jon Rappoport: He wasn’t the only one, but he was the biggest. In some
respects, he led the way. Other alternative news sites and reporters also have
chimed in on many different fronts, of course, including us, but there you see
the power is draining away from the major media.

Joseph Farrell: Yes.

Jon Rappoport: They are completely delusional. “Here’s our bubble, and in
this bubble, there are no scandals.” It’s all just so, “It doesn’t mean anything.
She might have made a mistake, but they’re just talking about this to drum up
support for Trump. Ha ha.”

Unknown to them, apparently in their deluded state, millions of people all over
the country and all over the world are paying attention. They’re saying, “Did
you see that email? Did you read this one? Did you see what they’re saying
here? The Clinton Foundation — are you kidding? Twenty percent of US
uranium was sold to Putin because of contributions to the Clinton
Foundation?”

All of a sudden, this is front page stuff. Everybody is talking about it, and
everybody is considering it to be a major thing and it’s not over. It can’t be
over. You have to press these people because they’re vampires. I mean, they
don’t go away just because they look like they’re dead right now.

The Clinton Foundation crimes, the email crimes, the rogue agents at the FBI
who are uncovering stuff — this all has to continue to come out into the light.
Trump cannot become the great healer and say, “I forgive everybody. Folks, 1
don’t want to be a sore winner. It’s all good.” No.

“Today I’'m appointing a special prosecutor, and we’re pushing this forward.
This guy is independent, and we’re going to get the goods and prosecute the

crimes and put the people in jail.”

Now he’s doubling down. Now the advantage that he already has is going to
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multiply by a large amount.

Joseph Farrell: He put himself in that position when he made the statement
during the debate that, “If I were President, you'd be in jail.”

I think what’s going to happen is he is going to use that as leverage. If they
start trying to buck his agenda, then he is going to respond with that special
prosecutor. In other words, I think that was brilliant politics on his part. He
dealt himself a high card there with all of that, and we’re going to have to wait
to see how he uses it.

I think if he doesn’t decide to do that, I believe he is going to be in for a
surprise from his supporters because I believe they’re going to demand it. In
that respect, I’'m also looking at this election, not only as a referendum on
globalism versus national sovereignty and the ability to control your own
culture, and part of that culture referendum is precise. I think, that this was
also a referendum on the mainstream media in the United States, and for that
matter, around the world.

Again, they lost big-time. I think you’re going to see the major media networks’
ratings decline because even those who supported Hillary adamantly are
realizing that their own media sold them a bill of goods. So the trust factor
now for the mainstream media will be at an all-time low, and it’s going to stay
there for quite a long time.

Another thing that you brought up Jon that I think is a vital point here is that
the Clinton Foundation, and in particular all the money that Hillary was getting
not only from the Saudis but people like Soros. Now the question is: Are they
going to demand that money back for having run such a colossally inept
campaign — which I think it was?

I think you’re going to see a focus now on the Clinton Foundation scandals
and everything like that because youre going to have some very, very
disaffected people who donated a lot of money to her.

I had an exchange last night on Facebook with a person for whom being a
Democrat is a religion, which I think is the way that most of them view it; it’s
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their dogma and their ideology. He was pointing out, “Trump was supported by
Nazis and David Duke and people like that.”

I fired back, “What about George Soros who came right out on television and
bragged about his collaboration with the Nazis? I never saw Hillary Clinton
repudiate that support,” and that shut him up.

I think this is also a referendum on these kinds of people and their
nongovernmental agencies and the chaos that they’re trying to spread around
the world. In other words, I think we have to hold Trump’s feet to the fire. We
want the swamp drained, and we know who these people are. Go after them,
and let’s get some indictments under RICO or under the Sedition Act or
something. They are in clear violation of the law, and they should be brought to
justice.

C. Austin Fitts: His victory speech sounded quite the opposite, so we’ll just
have to wait to see.

I want to quickly ask you about four things under the “What Happened’
category. One is WikilLeaks. What do you think the impact was of WikilLeaks?

Jon Rappoport: Gigantic.
Joseph Farrell: Yes.

Jon Rappoport: Absolutely gigantic. They started dropping one set of emails
after another, and Project Veritas suddenly showed up with several
underground videos of the Democratic operatives talking about, “We’re going
to win this election regardless. We can incite violence at Trump rallies. We’ve
been rigging the vote for a long time, bussing people from state to state.”

WikilLeaks has become a major media outlet.
C. Austin Fitts: Right.
Jon Rappoport: Project Veritas has become a major media outlet. The

numbers on Infowars yesterday were staggering, and the numbers on Rense
were staggering, so this shift is happening. What I can see, for example, is

10
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suppose that Trump says, “Okay, it’s prosecution time, folks. Special prosecutor.
We’re going after the Clinton Foundation and the email case.”

Now major media reaction, “Oh, the horror! How could he do that after he
won the election, and so forth and so on?”” They’re going to play their same
tune — tired, ragged, tattered, simple tune. “Look at venomous and vengeful the
man is. He’s a psychopath.”

They think that story is going to sell because it always does because they are the
boss. Once again, they are going to get torpedoed because all of the alternative
outlets and all of the people who are behind Trump in this movement are
going to say, “Go to it, baby. This is exactly what we were demanding,
Prosecute, prosecute, prosecute.”

Once again, the major media is going to take a gigantic hit, and they won’t
know what to do. They can only operate with a narrow parameter, and once
they are moved out of that comfort zone, they are utterly stupid and
defenseless. They have no strategy whatsoever.

C. Austin Fitts: I keep telling everybody that if the NSA just dumps out
enough emails so that I can make a case for tortious interference, I'll take the
money back from the Clintons.

Joseph Farrell: Exactly. This raises another point, Catherine, with the NSA. It
came out during the run-up to the referendum from a British diplomat that
these leaks are coming from inside American intelligence.

C. Austin Fitts: Of course.

Joseph Farrell: That was a big story that no one picked up on, even in the
alternative media. I've talked about it a bit on my website. That was a huge
story because a British diplomat doesn’t come out and say something like that
without clearing it with the home office and with the foreign secretary and so
on and so forth. Again, this was the British oligarchy sending a profound
message, and you and I discussed that well over a year ago, the idea that there
may be a soft coup underway.

I’'ve been saying all along, as you know, Catherine, that I think that Trump

11
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represented and did represent a very deeply dissatisfied disenfranchised faction
within the American deep state. I’'ve heard stories on the alternative media that
Trump didn’t rely on the Secret Service as much as he came out and talked
about in his little victory speech; he relied on his personal security and,
apparently, on some security that was provided to him

by the US military.

In other words, I take that as a little bit of

confirmation of our idea that this represents deep I take that as a little bit
factional infighting. The Bush/Clinton crowd took a of confirmation of out
drubbing. I think that is what all of this amounts to, . .
but I do think that Jon is right because Trump actually idea that this
put himself in the position when he said, “I'm going ~ represents deep

to appoint a special prosecutor and we’re going to get  factional infighting.
to the bottom of this.”

I think if he’s inclined not to do anything, I think his
movement is going to pressure him into action.

C. Austin Fitts: Remember that you have ongoing criminal investigations at
the FBI now, so all he has to do is not stop them.

Joseph Farrell: Right. The first head that is going to roll in the bureaucracy
in the Department of Justice is going to be James Comey.

C. Austin Fitts: Oh, no. The first will be Loretta Lynch. Then the second
will be James Comey.

Joseph Farrell: Right.

C. Austin Fitts: Let me bring up another player who I wanted to ask you
about, who I think put this over the top for Trump, and that is NYPD.

Joseph Farrell: Yes.

C. Austin Fitts: NYPD got the investigation opened a second time. They got
650,000 emails on Weiner’s laptop. From everything we hear — obviously just

12
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rumorts — there is some fantastic material on those 650,000 emails.

If you watch Trump’s victory speech, he made an enormous to-do about

NYPD.
Joseph Farrell: Yes.

C. Austin Fitts: It looked to me like in the last two weeks they swung it 2-5%
on that alone.

Joseph Farrell: I think that was his subtle little message as well during that
victory speech. “Even though I’'m trying to be conciliatory, don’t expect that
I’'m just going to play ball and sweep all of this under the rug,”

He made it very clear that he was reaching out to the NYPD, to Rudy Giuliani,
who still has a certain cache with the NYPD. In other words, that was his
signal, “Don’t expect that I’'m simply going to sit by and let all of this go by the
wayside.”

And I agree with you, Catherine. I think this was a big tipping point because, as
the alternative media in this country started hammering away on ‘spirit cooking’
and all of this bizarre occultism and these people are practicing their little
rituals, it became pretty clear to most of the American electorate that you’re
dealing with very, very dark spiritual forces, and we can’t have this.

C. Austin Fitts: I will tell you guys a little tidbit. It was a week or two after
9/11, and they had an enormous memorial service. Many politicians spoke, and
they gave 5,000 tickets to the New York firefighters and police who sat up
front. Hillary Clinton, as the senator, was supposed to speak and they booed
her off of the stage; they wouldn’t let her speak.

So the NYPD and the firefighters destroyed her at that moment, and I’'m sure
that anger is far from over.

Joseph Farrell: Let me add just a little tidbit if you’re into spiritual things.

When they called the election, it was after midnight. In other words, the
election was called on 11/9, which is an interesting reversal of 9/11. For me,

13



? THE SOLARI REPORT PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION NOVEMBER 2016
/
< (1)
N
Y,
(<)

that is symbolic of the fact that, yes, we’ve seen a real earthquake on the
American political and cultural landscape that is a repudiation of the past 30
years, and particularly of the Clinton/Bush 9/11 matrix. This was a massive
repudiation of that, and we have to remember that Trump brought up the
whole 9/11-truth concept in the Republican primary against Jeb Bush, and
silenced him. You saw Jeb Bush drop like a rock after that.

Jon Rappoport: Yes, he went into his corner and just started weeping.

One thing that I think has already been mentioned is the movement. It’s not so

much Trump that I’'m particularly interested in as the movement of people who
have ‘come on board’ so to speak and I go back to Ron Paul, for example. That
looked like, “Well, Ron tried, and he was dead in the water.”

No, they edged him out of the debates. Of course, he wasn’t a strong speaker,
and he doesn’t have the kind of power in public that you would want, but he
had martialed a huge number of people behind him. Audit the Fed, bring the
troops home, anti-globalism on all fronts. Who knows how many millions of
these people are hanging around years later, and all of a sudden Trump shows
up and says a few things and they say, “Wow”, so some of them are on board.
You have all kinds of people here that we’re talking about — health freedom
people, of which there are millions of in this country.

C. Austin Fitts: Health freedom is a tremendous thing behind Trump.

Jon Rappoport: It’s all cross-indexed and cross-hatched. These are the people
who will not let this drop and will not let Trump become the grand conciliatory
force that reaches across the bridge to make peace with everybody and in the
process compromises everything away and starts appointing — and now keep
your eye on this, because this is the big one. Who is he going to appoint?

If the same scum who were there under Bush/Clinton come back in, then
we’re going to raise hell. We’re going to put Trump’s feet to the fire like he’s
never felt before, and we’re going to call him a sell-out or a stupid idiot — and
I’m using strong language — because we’re in a war here, folks. If you don’t
know it, wake up.

14
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He will not get away with that for very long because once he makes a few of
those appointments, the outrage is going to be enormous, and he is going to
have to think about, “Gee, do I keep doing this? Because this could be a bad
idea.”

What he needs to think about is this: Yes, there are certain people who you
need on board so that you know how the political game works in Washington —
the official game and the unofficial game. How does it all fit together? Yes, you
need some of those people. But, you can put them in subordinate positions
within various strata and departments so that they can only tell you how it
works. You don’t place them in charge of anything; the people who you put in
charge are the people who are really on board with the anti-globalist agenda.
Those are the people you want.

If he goes against that, then this movement is going to rise and make sure that
he knows about that.

C. Austin Fitts: Let’s turn to winners and losers and the people who may be
in the Cabinet. I don’t think he is going to do that because if you look at his big
platform, it’s: Rebuild infrastructure, and bring the trillions of dollars home.
When I say, “Bring the trillions of dollars home,” I’'m not talking about the $50
trillion missing from the Federal budget; I'm talking about the trillions in
corporate cash sitting around the world. He’s hoping to get the tax treatment
relieved or dropped so that all that money flies back in to do the infrastructure
and to revitalize all sorts of things in the United States.

He’s looking to bring money back from the offshore havens, if you will. I think
he needs to play the same globalist game. He’s seeking to reverse some of the
cash flows on globalism.

Jon Rappoport: But the thing is that he can make a mistake, like a lot of
people do, of thinking, “Well, to make my agenda work, I don’t know how the
game is played and all of the details and who the players are. I've got to find
out more than I know, so I need to bring people on board who know that.”

Then he can bring the wrong people on board because he puts them in high

positions, and his people have to make that differentiation between the kinds of
technical support you need to explain what is happening as opposed to, “This

15
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guy is going to sit in a cabinet post.” There is a big difference.

C. Austin Fitts: So you can put the technicians in as special deputies. Here is
the problem he is going to have: If you look at who runs the bureaucracies, it’s
defense contractors, I'T companies, and the big New York banks. It’s not the
political appointees or even the government bureaucrats; you’ve got a huge
layer of private enterprises who are running your information systems. Getting
those contract relationships turned around and changed takes years.

Joseph Farrell: I think the key is if the model of deep factional infighting
and a certain disenfranchised segment of the deep state is behind him, as I
think is the case, then you are going to see that influence exercising itself in the
next few days before the inauguration in who he is deciding to appoint — not
only to top-level positions but to some of these, as Jon rightly pointed out,
technical expertise and managerial expertise that he needs to run the
bureaucracy. I think that is going to be key here.

We’ll know whether or not that hypothesis holds any water in the next few days
as he starts making announcements about his transition team and his cabinet
appointments and so on. One thing that I think works to his advantage here
now is that this was such an overwhelming sweep, particularly in Congress. He
is the first President, I believe, Catherine and Jon, if my memory serves me
correctly, to enter the White House with both houses of Congress on the
Republican side since 1928 with Herbert Hoover.

Jon Rappoport: That’s right.

C. Austin Fitts: Right, so he’s got the White House, the Senate, the House,
and the state houses.

Joseph Farrell: Right. He’s got the state houses, and this is crucial because, as
we saw with Hoover, we know what the banks did once he got into office. We
had the Great Depression, so I'm predicting that there is going to be some
financial chicanery from the banks. Perhaps the Fed will try to raise the interest
rates and then blame it all on Trump, or something to this effect. I don’t think
that is going to work because there are too many people who are tuned into the
alternative media who are awakened.
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The playbook has changed. It’s going to be interesting to see what he does. He
has to be conciliatory on the one hand to get anything done, and he’s going to
have to choose his battles very, very carefully to keep that movement in his
corner because, like Jon says, if he makes too many moves to compromise,
then his feet are going to be held to the fire. I think he

is going to be looking at a revolt within his own

Congress. The only reason his coattails were so big —

that was a big part of this election — was he outdid

Reagan, and that was a revolution in and of itself, but ~He has a lot of

this is sweeping, political capital. It’s

He’s coming into Congress with a groundswell of a going to be the first 100
report. He has a lot of political capital. It’s going to be days of his
the first 100 days of his Administration, I think, that Administration, I

are going to set the tone. That is very, very crucial. think, that are going to

C. Austin Fitts: Let’s talk about the first 100 days. set the tone.
We’re already into the transition and it has begun.

We’ll be seeing a lot about what the competition is for

the cabinet posts.

The second question is: What are the big issues that he is going to either face
or push or 