Slanting “news” to give one perception when the opposite is true
By Perry Nouis — April 7, 2020

Today’s edition of the StarTribune (p.A3) provides yet another example of slanting what is purported to
be news and instead validates the actions taken by the Trump Administration in confronting the novel
coronavirus, COVID-19 (the virus).
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In ]anuary, adviser warned of virus devastation
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White House was told
millions would be at risk.

By MAGGIE HABERMAN
New York Times

'WASHINGTON- A top White
House adviser starkly warned
Trump administration officials
in late January that the coro-
navirus crisis could cost the
United Statestrillions of dollars
and put millions of Americans
at risk of illness or death.

The warning, written in a
memo by Peter Navarro, Pres-
ident Donald Trump’s trade
adviser, is the highest-level
alert known to have circulated
inside the West Wing as the
administration was taking its
first substantive steps to con-
front a crisis that had already
consumed China’s leaders and
would go on to upend life in
Europe and the United States.

“Thelackofimmune protec-
tion or an existing cure or vac-
cine would leave Americans
defenselessinthe case of afull-
blown coronavirus outbreak

on US. soil,” Navarro’s memo
said. “This lack of protection
elevates the risk of the corona-
virus evolving intoa full-blown
pandemic, imperiling the lives
of millions of Americans.”

Dated Jan. 29, itcame during
aperiod when Trump was play-
ingdownthe risksto the United
States,and hewould latergoon
to say that no one could have
predicted such a devastating
outcome.

Navarro said in the memo
that the administration faced
a choice about how aggres-
sive to be in containing an out-
break, saying the human and
economic costs would be rela-
tively low if it turned out to be
a problem along the lines of a
seasonal flu.

But he went onto emphasize
that the “risk of a worst-case

pandemic scenario should not
be overlooked” given the infor-
mation coming from China.

In one worst-case scenario
cited in the memo, more than
a half-million Americans
could die.

The memo was dated the
same day that Trump named
a White House task force to
deal with the threat, and as the
administration was weighing
whether to bar some travelers
from China, an option being
pushed by Navarro.

Trump would approve the
limits on travel from China the
next day, though it would be
weeks before he began taking
more aggressive steps to head
off spread of the virus.

Questions about Trump’s
handling of crisis, especially
in its early days when he sug-
gested it was being used by
Democrats to undercut his re-
election prospects, are likely to
definehispresidency. Navarro’s
memois evidence that some in
theupper ranks of the adminis-
tration had at least considered

the possibility of the outbreak
turning into something far
more serious than

acknowledging publicly.

Neither Navarro nor
White House representatives
responded to requests for com-
ment.

The memo, which was
reviewed by the New York
Times, was sent from Navarro
to the National Security Coun-
cil and then distributed to sev-
eral officials across the admin-
istration, people familiar with
the events said. It reached a
number of top officials as well
asaidestoMick Mulvaney, then
the acting chief of staff, they
said, butit was unclear whether
Trump saw it.

In the memo, Navarro cau-
tioned that it was “unlikely the
introduction of the coronavi-
rus into the U.S. population
in significant numbers will
mimic a ‘seasonal flu' event
with relatively low contagion
and mortality rates.” He noted
the history of pandemic flus
and suggested the chances

were elevated for one after the
new pathogen had developed
in China.

pwas in

“This historical precedent
alone should be sufficient to
prove the need to take aggres-
sive action to contain the out-

break,” he wrote, going on to
say the early estimates of how
easily the virus was spreading
supported the possibility that
the risks were evengreater than
the history of flu pandemics
suggested.

In this article, written by the New York Times Maggie Haberman, we learn these facts: On January 29",
Trade Adviser to the President, Peter Navarro, wrote a detailed memo alerting the Administration to the
potential dangers that the virus posed to the United States.

What did President Trump do? That day he named “a White House Task Force to deal with the threat.”
Liberals/Media (same same) did you catch that? The “same day” President Trump did that. Then what
did President Trump do? He issued a travel ban from China on January 31. All done within a couple of
days of Mr. Navarro’s memo.

What else did Mr. Navarro’s memo reportedly relate? “...the relative costs would be relatively low if it
turned out to be a problem along the lines of a seasonal flu.” Then he related “the risk of a worst-case
pandemic scenario.” So, it might be seasonal flu, it could be something more serious. Even medical
advisers to the President did not sound clear alarms in January.

While China was lying and hiding facts about the virus, and while the World Health Organization
accepted China’s portrayal of the virus, President Trump took action. What did his political opponents
do? They were seeking impeachment. They attacked the President’s actions. Not one sounded the
alarm.

It is journalistic malpractice to continue to propogate the lie that the Trump Administration ignored
warnings in January about the threat posed by the virus.



