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Aide to Michigan Republican Who Called Capitol Riot 'Hoax' Quits to Work for
Democrat
Darragh Roche
A senior aide to Michigan State Senator Mike Shirkey is leaving her job and will take
up a new position with the state's Democratic Attorney General Dana Nessel, the
AG's office announced on Thursday.
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Donald Trump Supporters march around the Michigan State Capitol Building to
protest the certification of Joe Biden as the next president of the United States on
January 6, 2021 in Lansing, Michigan. State Senate Majority Leader Mike Shirkey
has faced calls to resign.
Amber McCann currently serves as Shirkey's deputy chief of staff and press secretary
but has accepted a role as special projects director at the attorney general's Office of
Public Information and Education. She will begin the new job on March 8.
Shirkey, who is Michigan's Senate majority leader, has faced strong criticism from
state Democrats for comments claiming the events of the deadly Capitol riot on
January 6 were staged and had nothing to do with supporters of former
President Donald Trump.
"Ms. McCann has a reputation as a tireless worker and consummate professional and
Attorney General Nessel is eager for her to continue serving the people of our state,"
said Attorney General Communications Director Kelly Rossman-McKinney in a
statement.
Shirkey issued a statement describing McCann as "a trusted advisor, a consummate
professional and integral part of my senior staff team for the past two years,"
according to Detroit's WDIV-TV.

"I have the utmost respect and admiration for Amber," the statement said. McCann
has been spokesperson for two previous Republican state Senate majority leaders and
has worked at the Michigan senate for 15 years.
Shirkey has been the center of controversy and faced calls to resign since his
comments about the Capitol riot earlier this month.
"That wasn't Trump people," Shirkey told a recorded meeting of the Hillsdale County
Republican Party.
"That's been a hoax from day one," he said. "That was all arranged by someone who
was funding it all."
"Why wasn't there more security there?" he said. "It was ridiculous. It was all
staged."
Shirkey issued a statement apologizing for "insensitive comments" on February 9,
saying some of his remarks were "not fitting for the role I am privileged to serve."
"I own that. I have many flaws. Being passionate coupled with an occasional lapse in
restraint of tongue are at least two of them," he said.
However, he was later caught on a hot mic on the Michigan Senate floor telling state
Lt. Governor Garlin Gilchrist: "I frankly don't take back any of the points I was trying
to make. Some of the words I chose I do regret."
"We have one message for @SenMikeShirkey, who amplified and repeated lies to
undermine our democracy, openly met with militia groups and gave them messaging
advice: Resign. His rhetoric and actions are not worthy of the office he holds," the
Michigan Democratic Party tweeted on February 10.

Meghan Markle and Prince Harry have had all their patronages revoked.
Mehera Bonner
Original Story: Today in never-ending royal family drama, the Queen has reportedly
called EMERGENCY MEETINGS (all-caps seemed appropriate, sorry) in regards
to Meghan Markle and Prince Harry's patronages.
To rewind a moment, People recently reported that Meghan and Harry will"likely"
lose their royal patronages as soon as next month as a result of stepping down from
senior royal duties.
This means Harry will potentially lose his honorary military appointments, and will
have to give up the Rugby Football Union, the Rugby Football League, and the
London Marathon—while Meghan will have to give up the National Theatre.
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Decisions regarding the Sussexes patronages weren't supposed to go down until the
end of March, but according to The Sun, the Queen has called emergency meetings
with royal aides to plan which family members will take over their roles.
Meanwhile, The Mirror reports that Harry and Meghan told friends they re“resigned
to losing" their patronages, but earlier this month a source
told the Telegraph that "[Harry's] military work is one of the most important things
to him. Of course he wants to keep them." Fair enough, but the Queen has made it
clear that the Sussexes will not be able to have"one foot in, one foot out" of the royal
family now that they've stepped down from their senior roles.
Here's to hoping Harry is able to keep his honorary appointments!

Scientists, including Fauci, are facing off over whether to delay 2nd vaccine doses.
Here's why the risk of more mutations from delaying shots may ultimately be worth
it.
Dr. Catherine Schuster-Bruce (cschusterbruce@businessinsider.com)

Patrick Semansky-Pool/Getty Images Dr. Anthony Fauci, the director of the National
Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases, preparing to receive his first dose of a
COVID-19 vaccine at the National Institutes of Health on December 22 in Bethesda,
Maryland. Patrick Semansky-Pool/Getty Images




Experts are split on whether to delay the second dose of COVID-19 vaccines
to immunize more people.
Prioritizing first doses means more vulnerable people get some protection,
which could save lives.
The risk of more coronavirus mutations could be the price we pay.

Experts are split on whether governments should delay the second doses of
coronavirus vaccines to ensure that more people get a first shot.
Countries must decide what to do with their limited vaccine stock: Do they immunize
more people with a first dose of a two-dose shot, which doesn't give any of them full
protection against the coronavirus, or do they hold back doses so that more people
complete the vaccine course? Central to the debate is how to minimize the risk
from coronavirus variants that are more contagious than the original virus and
threaten to make vaccines less effective.
So far, most authorized COVID-19 shots in the world are two-dose vaccines. Some
experts, including Dr. Anthony Fauci, the leading infectious-disease expert in the US,
fear that delaying second doses risks variants spreading faster. This is because a
weaker immune response, from one dose instead of the full two, could nurture
variants with mutations that help them survive, they say.
Variants are a significant concern - but for now a theoretical one, as it has not yet
been demonstrated that delaying second shots promotes variants.
On the other hand, the 2.4 million deaths worldwide from COVID-19 are proof that
the risk from coronavirus is deadly and immediate. Getting people some immunity

from the first shot might therefore be a better focus, and some experts are arguing to
immunize as many people as possible.
UK delays 2nd doses by up to 12 weeks
The UK government pioneered the strategy of delaying the second COVID-19 vaccine
dose on December 31, hoping to give some immunity to as many people as possible
amid surging numbers of hospitalizations caused by a more contagious variant,
called B.1.1.7.
Brits can get the second dose of the COVID-19 vaccines authorized in the country one from Pfizer and BioNTech, the other from AstraZeneca and Oxford University up to 12 weeks after the first dose. The second dose must be the same vaccine.
Dr. Michael Osterholm, a former COVID-19 advisor for President Joe Biden,
has said the US should follow a similar model, prioritizing the first dose and delaying
the second. He says this would "reduce serious illness and death" that could occur in
the weeks ahead from coronavirus variants.
In Israel, which is rapidly vaccinating its population, a single shot of Pfizer's vaccine
was found to be 85% effective at protecting against symptomatic COVID-19 15 to 28
days after the first shot, according to a study published in The Lancet.
The B.1.1.7 variant, first found the UK, has spread to the US, and the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention predicts it will become the most common coronavirus
variant there by March.

Meet the Press/NBC Dr. Michael Osterholm, the director of the Center for Infectious
Disease Research and Policy at the University of Minnesota, during an appearance
on NBC News' "Meet the Press" on October 18. Meet the Press/NBC
The CDC has recommended that the second dose of the COVID-19 shots authorized
in the US should be given at the intervals tested in trials.
One, from Pfizer and BioNTech, was tested with the doses 21 days apart, while the
other, developed by Moderna, was tested 28 days apart. Both were roughly 95%
effective at preventing symptomatic COVID-19 in late-stage trials.

But in "exceptional circumstances," such as when people have forgotten which dose
they have received, the CDC says second shots can be given up to six weeks after the
first dose.
The World Health Organization has also recommended a six-week gap "in
exceptional circumstances," such as a vaccine shortage. WHO said there was some
clinical data that the Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine provided some protection against
COVID-19 for up to six weeks from the first dose, so the guidance gives countries
leeway to maximize the number of people benefiting from the first vaccine dose.
Many experts oppose delaying 2nd doses
But Fauci, who is President Joe Biden's chief medical advisor, has said scientific data
favored prioritizing both doses over a single shot. Fauci also said in January
that delaying second doses could "immunologically select" for virus variants. "It may
not be the case, but it gets risky," he said, without elaborating.
South Africa's most senior vaccine expert, Barry Schoub, said on January 7 that the
fact coronavirus variants, including one found in South Africa, were more
transmissible "would be a motivation to go for the double dose as much as you can."
The variant spreading in South Africa has been shown in lab studies to evade
antibodies - a part of the human immune system - but researchers have suggested that
higher levels of antibodies can still fight against it.
Lawrence Young, a virologist at the University of Warwick, told Insider that the
longer you leave it between doses, "the more people are likely to get infected."
"They might not get sick, but they could develop vaccine-resistant strains and drive
further evolution of the virus," he said.
Nicole Lurie, professor of medicine and public health official said in the New England
Journal of Medicine that delaying the second dose could risk public confidence in
COVID-19 vaccines if people get infected after having one dose.
"If these breakthrough cases appear to occur more frequently before the second,
delayed dose, confidence will be further compromised, ultimately delaying the end of
the pandemic and social and economic recovery," she said.
However, the risks from delaying are uncertain
The UK's top scientist on January 5 called this a "real worry but quite a small real
worry." Chris Whitty, the UK's chief medical officer, said it was a "balance of risk"
between getting more people immunized versus encouraging further mutations.
Jonathan Stoye, an eminent virologist at the Francis Crick Institute, told Insider there
was a "danger" of more mutations happening with delaying the second dose - but the
magnitude of the danger is unclear. It is not a question of the number of mutations but
the types of mutations, Stoye said. "We get a lot of mutations anyway," he said.
The British approach of delaying the second dose could be especially advantageous
for the COVID-19 vaccine developed by AstraZeneca and Oxford, which uses an

inactivated chimpanzee virus to stimulate an immune response, because trials have
indicated a longer gap could even produce a better immune response.
Delaying the second dose of messenger-RNA-based COVID-19 vaccines, which use a
genetic code to produce an immune response, is more controversial because mRNA
vaccines use groundbreaking technology, so we don't know how well they work when
the second dose is delayed. Moderna's and Pfizer-BioNTech's shots are mRNA-based.
A small study in Israel, which came with caveats, has shown a single dose of the
Pfizer-BioNTech shot was less effective than hoped.
Both Stoye and Young told Insider that, overall, they agreed with Whitty that the risk
of mutations was a trade-off.
Stoye said the UK's approach wasn't foolish, as long as people got their second doses.
Young emphasized the importance of protecting vulnerable people from getting sick
and dying. "Even if they're getting partial immunity," he said, "that should be
enough."
This article was updated on February 19 with new information about the efficacy of a
single shot.

Here's who made the chilling video montage from Trump's impeachment trial. And
no, it wasn't a movie company
Christal Hayes - USA TODAY
WASHINGTON – Never-before-seen footage of lawmakers and staff fleeing a mob
attacking the U.S. Capitol was the centerpiece of House managers' prosecution
during President Donald Trump's second impeachment trial.
The footage took Americans, and Senators who were jurors in the trial, through the
Jan. 6 attack at the U.S. Capitol in short snippets. The Democrats' presentation
pieced together months of Trump's tweets and remarks, aiming to tie Trump directly
to the riot that left multiple people dead.
Trump was acquitted of the charge that he directly incited the insurrection. But the
new videos, and who created them, marked a key flashpoint in the week-long
proceedings. Trump's legal team repeatedly questioned who was behind the video
production, even claiming a movie company had been utilized.
The producer is a mystery no longer.
DOAR, a trial strategy consulting firm, was brought in to help the House
impeachment managers by Barry Berke, a criminal defense attorney who served as
chief impeachment counsel during the proceedings. The company helps develop and
test trial strategies, along with crafting visual presentations that aim to persuade
juries. The firm has been involved in several high-profile cases, including Martha

Stewart's stock trading trial and efforts to recover funds for victims of convicted Ponzi
scheme mastermind Bernie Madoff.

J. Scott Applewhite/AP Democratic House impeachment managers on Feb. 13, 2021,
in Washington. D.C.
'They could have killed us all': House Democrats open Trump impeachment trial with
chilling video of Capitol riot
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Lead U.S. House Impeachment Manager Rep. Jamie Raskin (D-MD) departs after
the day's proceedings in the impeachment trial of former President Donald Trump at
the U.S. Capitol on February 10, 2021 in Washington, DC.
House impeachment managers will make the case that Trump was responsible for the
January 6th attack at the U.S. Capitol and he should be convicted and barred from
holding public office again.
The company also assisted the House managers during Trump's impeachment trial
last year, something the company never publicized and hadn't been reported in the
media
Paul Neale, CEO of DOAR, told USA TODAY in an interview that the company
typically doesn't boast about their work in trials, usually keeping work confidential,
but decided to step forward after Berke mentioned them in an interview.
"We really weren't planning to publicize it at all," he said, noting the politics of
acknowledging their role in two impeachments and explaining this was different since
it targeted a former president.
"Given the circumstances that led up to the second impeachment and the evidence and
our review of, you know, how compelling it was, we're much more
comfortable ... being associated with that political position."
Throughout the trial, Trump's legal team hammered Democrats over the videos,
calling it both offensive and an entertainment package crafted by a movie production
company. They argued the videos weren't new, only a different vantage point of things
the public already knew.
"When you bring in a movie company and hire a large law firm to make a
professional product, that takes things out of context and presents it as an
entertainment package,"
David Schoen, one of Trump's lawyers, told Fox News during the trial.
"This isn't a blood sport. It's not about entertainment. It's about reporting the facts to
the American people."
The video montages showed rioters brawling with police outside the Capitol,
smashing windows to climb inside, and rampaging through the halls with bats and
poles.
House managers played new security footage of staffers rushing to safety, locking
themselves in rooms just minutes before rioters entered House Speaker Nancy Pelosi's
offices, and videos showing how close Vice President Mike Pence and lawmakers
were to the mob.

Neale noted it was difficult to watch members of Trump's legal team criticize the
presentation, though he admitted hearing his team's work being compared to a movie
company was flattering, if unexpected.
"I felt like, 'Wow, we're getting kind of a lot more attention, without anyone knowing
who we were, than we expected to,'" Neale said. He added that typically, members of
his team only tell close friends and family about their role in trials and wouldn't have
spoken out.
"Until someone else identified us as the company behind the evidence, we could not
say anything," he said. "During the trial and certainly since the trial, it's you know, I
was on the edge of my seat, you know, I would love to be able to talk about this."
Neale said about 10 members of his team went through about 3,500 hours of footage,
both from U.S. Capitol security cameras and thousands of online clips they compiled
from rioters, sometimes having to use Web archives to find evidence like Trump's
tweets due to his account being disabled.
They worked for more than 1,000 hours, he said, adding the work was pro bono as
was their work in the first impeachment trial.
Neale said the criticisms from Trump's team boiled down to a David vs. Goliath
argument, something trial attorneys use to gain sympathy.
"It's not a typical in a legal case either for an adversary to take a kind of David and
Goliath approach where, oh, you know, 'a big company's spending a lot of money on
consultants, production value, and we're the disadvantage ones because we didn't go
up and take those steps,'" he said.
"And that's just a poor trial strategy."
Expert Warns Biden Has Launched ‘Four-Prong Attack Against’ Second
Amendment, Advises How To Respond
Ryan Saavedra
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A top expert on the Second Amendment warned in an interview this week that
President Joe Biden has launched a “four-prong” attack against the Second
Amendment and already has more plans to dismantle it.
“It’s a four-prong attack against firearms ownership in the country,” Alan Gottlieb,
the founder of the Second Amendment Foundation, said in an interview this.
“One is universal background check is really a universal registration system. Second
is banning of assault weapons and then defining assault weapons as almost any
semi-automatic firearm. Third is banning magazines that hold more than 10 rounds,
you know, again, hurts people twice for self defense in our country, and then
attacking the firearms industry so that any criminal that goes out and misuses a gun,
the gun manufacturer can be sued for it, it’s going to put the industry out of business
and nobody can buy a gun.”
“And that’s just what he wants legislatively,” Gottlieb said.
“That’s not even what he’s talking about on executive orders. There’s a lot more of
those coming to and appearing, some might be coming down the pike pretty soon.”
Gottlieb’s remarks come after Biden called for Congress last week to ban “assault
weapons” and so-called “high-capacity” magazines.
The call for a ban on “assault weapons” is effectively a call to ban semi-automatic
firearms and the call to ban “high-capacity” magazines is usually regarded as a call
to ban magazines that can hold more than 10 rounds, although Biden has explicitly
stated that he wants to ban magazines that can hold “multiple bullets” which is all
magazines and would effectively be a call to ban the overwhelming majority of
firearms.
Gottlieb later stated that Biden has a slew of executive orders that he is considering
to crackdown on American’s Second Amendment rights. White House press secretary
Jen Psaki essentially confirmed that this week when she said that Biden has “a range
of actions at his disposal” when it comes to attacking Second Amendment rights and
that Biden has not “ruled out” using executive action.
Gottlieb said that he is concerned Biden could use executive action to redefine
firearms to make it harder to get currently unregulated items. If Biden tries to do that,
he said, the Second Amendment Foundation will immediately sue the administration.
Gottlieb warned that another area of major concern was that Biden could try to sneak
his gun control agenda into a separate must-pass piece of legislation, which he said is
how former President Bill Clinton got his gun ban passed.
Regarding how conservatives and pro-gun activists can push back on the Biden
administration’s anti-gun agenda, Gottlieb said people need to be regularly calling
their state and federal-level representatives to let them know where they stand on the
issue, something they should do on a regular basis.

“Likewise, get involved engaged with all the state national gun rights groups across
the country,” Gottlieb continued. “You know, we can’t put all our guns in one
basket.”

Biden Open To Considering Reparations Depending On Progress Congress Makes
On Study: White House
Ryan Saavedra
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White House press secretary Jen Psaki signaled on Wednesday that President Joe
Biden is open to considering racial reparations depending on the actions of Congress,
promising that the president is committed to taking “comprehensive action to address
the systemic racism that persists today.”
Racial reparations is a widely unpopular proposal in the United States which, even
immediately following the racially charged death of George Floyd in
Minneapolis, only 20 percent of Americans supported.
Psaki made the remarks during an exchange with a reporter who brought up that
Biden said during his campaign that he supported a study for reparations. “Does the
President support the legislation?” the reporter asked.
“He stopped short of saying that during the campaign. Would he sign that if it came
to his desk?”
“Well, he’s supported a study of reparations, which is I believe is what’s being
discussed, and studying the continuing impacts of slavery, which is being discussed in
this hearing on H.R. 40, I believe it is,” Psaki responded.
“And he continues to demonstrate his commitment to take comprehensive action to
address the systemic racism that persists today. Obviously, that is — having that
study is a part of that, but he has signed an executive order on his first day, which
would begin to deliver on his commitment to having an across-government approach

to addressing racial inequality and making sure equity is a part of his entire policy
agenda.”
Psaki said that Biden did not need to study reparations to know that the
administration needed to take action on alleged “systemic racism,” adding that Biden
“wants to take actions within his own government in the meantime.
When pressed on whether Biden would sign the bill if it came to his desk, Psaki said,
“Well, it’s working its way through Congress. He’d certainly support a study, but
we’ll see what happens through the legislative process.”
“Why not, on this issue, create a commission and — by executive order?” the
reporter asked.
“He actually signed a number of actions on racial equity in — on his first day or his
first couple of days in office because he felt it was essential to send the message to the
American people and the world that having an across-government approach,
ensuring that equity is a central part of his policy agenda was, you know, not just a
single — a singular issue but something that would be a part of every policy issue he
approaches, whether it’s healthcare, whether it’s economic inequality, a range of
issues,” Psaki responded.
“That’s his approach and how he’s trying to, you know, change — address the root
causes of racism in our country today.”
When again pressed on the issue, Psaki said that would be “up to” Biden.
Biden’s apparent warming to the idea of reparations comes after he said early in his
political career that “I’ll be damned if I feel responsible to pay for what happened
300 years ago.”
“I do not buy the concept, popular in the ’60s, which said, ‘We have suppressed the
black man for 300 years and the white man is now far ahead in the race for
everything our society offers. In order to even the score, we must now give the black
man a head start, or even hold the white man back, to even the race.’ I don’t buy
that,” Biden said in the mid-’70s when he was a freshman senator.
“I don’t feel responsible for the sins of my father and grandfather. I feel responsible
for what the situation is today, for the sins of my own generation. And I’ll be damned
if I feel responsible to pay for what happened 300 years ago.”

Dr. Fauci just changed his mind about when he thinks coronavirus vaccines will be
available to everyone
Yoni Heisler
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Due to a shortage of coronavirus vaccine doses, some Americans may have
to wait until the summer to get vaccinated.
Even if Johnson & Johnson’s COVID-19 vaccine is approved by the FDA,
the company previously said that production is running two months behind
schedule.
To date, the U.S. has used approximately 80% of its coronavirus vaccine
supply.

A few weeks ago, Dr. Anthony Fauci anticipated that anyone in the U.S. who wanted
a COVID-19 vaccine would be able to get one by April. More recently, though, Fauci
slightly tweaked that timeline due to a dwindling supply of COVID-19 vaccine doses.
During an interview earlier this week, Fauci said that Americans will likely have
unfettered access to COVID-19 vaccines sometime this summer. In a best-case
scenario, vaccine supply will increase drastically by May, but there’s also a chance
some Americans may not be able to get vaccinated until July or August.
The reason, according to Fauci, is that “we didn’t have as much vaccine as we would
have liked to have.”
“It may take until June, July and August to finally get everybody vaccinated,” Fauci
explained during a CNN interview this past Tuesday. “So when you hear about how
long it’s going to take to get the overwhelming proportion of the population
vaccinated, I don’t think anybody disagrees that that’s going to be well to the end of
the summer and we get into the early fall.”
As it stands now, Americans eligible to get vaccinated include individuals over the
age of 65, healthcare workers, individuals with underlying health conditions, and
non-frontline essential workers like teachers and firefighters. According to Fauci, it
may take until June to vaccinate everyone from the groups listed above.
Part of the problem with the COVID-19 vaccine supply is that Johnson & Johnson —
whose own coronavirus vaccine may receive an Emergency Use Authorization from

the FDA later this month — said that its initial supply of doses will be smaller than
initially anticipated. While the company said it would have 12 million doses ready to
go by the end of February and upwards of 100 million doses by the end of June,
production is reportedly two months behind schedule.
There is, however, some good news on the vaccine front. Pfizer earlier this month
said that it will deliver 200 million coronavirus vaccine doses to the US by May, two
months earlier than the company initially projected.
Additionally, vaccine distribution across the country has improved dramatically over
the past few weeks. As it stands now, the U.S. is vaccinating an average of 1.6 million
Americans per day. There have even been a handful of days where more than 2
million vaccine doses were administered.
According to Bloomberg’s vaccine tracker, the U.S. has administered 59 million
doses and nearly 42 million Americans have received at least one dose. The total
COVID-19 vaccine supply in the U.S. is about 73.4 million, which is to say that the
US currently has 14.4 million doses left to administer until new shipments of
COVID-19 vaccines are delivered.

Promising new data shows Pfizer's vaccine can overcome its ultra-cold storage
requirements, as new research hints at just how effective the shot is
Aleeya Mayo (amayo@businessinsider.com)
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Pfizer announced Friday that they are seeking approval from the FDA to store its
COVID-19 vaccine at higher temperatures. Dado Ruvic/Reuters
 Pfizer is seeking approval from the FDA to store COVID-19 vaccines at
higher temperatures.




Pfizer released data that shows the shots can be stored at temperatures
between -13°F to 5°F.
New research has also found the two-dose shot to be highly effective after one
dose.

Pfizer and BioNTech announced Friday that they are seeking approval from the US
Food and Drug Administration to store their COVID-19 vaccine at higher
temperatures.
New data from Pfizer shows the shots can be stored at temperatures between minus
13 degrees and 5 degrees Fahrenheit for up to two weeks as an "alternative or
complement to storage in an ultra-low temperature freezer."
Pfizer CEO Albert Bourla in a press release said, "We appreciate our ongoing
collaboration with the FDA and CDC as we work to ensure our vaccine can be
shipped and stored under increasingly flexible conditions.
If approved, this new storage option would offer pharmacies and vaccination centers
greater flexibility in how they manage their vaccine supply."
The data "does not show any change in the efficacy of the vaccine's ability to protect
against COVID-19 disease" when stored at the higher temperatures, Pfizer
spokesperson Jerica Pitts told Insider in a statement.
Pfizer and BioNTech's vaccine was the first COVID-19 vaccine to be approved in the
US but the vials have to be stored at ultra-cold freezer temperatures between minus
112 and minus 76 degrees Fahrenheit making it hard to transport and store.
The data comes as research from the Sheba Medical Centre in Israel shows that the
Pfizer/BioNTech shot is highly effective after only one dose. In the study, published in
the Lancet Medical Journal, the hospital observed that infection rates 15-28 days
after the first dose had been administered were reduced by 85%. Pfizer/BioNTech still
recommend that patients get two full doses of the vaccine.
The only two COVID-19 vaccines to be approved in the US are from Moderna and
Pfizer/BioNTech, both of which require patients to receive two doses of the vaccine.
Johnson & Johnson released phase 3 trial data in late January outlining the safety
and efficacy of its single-shot COVID-19 vaccine.
The shot was found to be 66% effective at preventing mild and moderate infections,
and 85% effective at preventing severe disease. J&J has submitted its vaccine for
emergency use authorization with the FDA, and a decision could come before the end
of February.
More than 57 million doses of the vaccine have already been administered in the US,
according to data collected by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.
By April, Dr. Anthony Fauci told NBC News that "virtually everybody and anybody"
in the US will begin to have access to a vaccine, and said an "overwhelming
majority" of people could be vaccinated by the middle of the summer.

Opinion: This is our best chance at defeating the pandemic
Keith Rowley and Tedros Adhanom Ghebreyesus
"Vulnerable" is how Ugandan midwife Harriet Nayiga feels, working for a grassroots
organization to provide sexual and reproductive health services in her community
during the pandemic. "Stress" and "moral responsibility" accompanied first-year
Pakistani nurse Sana Baloch on her rounds treating Covid-19 patients.

Raul Sifuentes/Getty Images South America/Getty Images. LIMA, PERU FEBRUARY 15: A doctor prepares a dose of China's Sinopharm vaccine during a
priority COVID-19 vaccination of health workers at Ricardo Palma clinic on
February 15, 2021 in Lima, Peru. The clinic received a batch of Sinopharm vaccines
in order to vaccinate health wokers as part Peru's vaccination campaign against
COVID-19.
And nurse Keisha Prevatt-Gomez, who became the first frontline health worker to be
vaccinated in Trinidad and Tobago this week, described "anxiously waiting" for the
pandemic to hit. She "worked feverishly" alongside her colleagues to minimize the
risk of cross-contamination in medical facilities.
Frontline health workers around the world deserve our endless gratitude for their
bravery and sacrifice during the pandemic.
But platitudes are not enough.
What Harriet, Sana, Keisha and other health heroes need more than anything is
protection against the disease they fight every day.
And among the best protections available today is the one offered by vaccines.
A year into this pandemic, it is a miracle that more than 80 countries are rolling out
vaccines.
But most of those shots have been administered in a handful of rich countries.
Meanwhile, health workers in 130 low- and middle-income countries are still waiting
to receive the vaccine, according to the United Nations.

Vaccine equity has become Covid-19's defining issue.
At the pandemic's onset, drastic shortages of personal protective equipment
endangered health workers worldwide. It was an outrage that these workers were on
the front lines, saving lives at the risk of their own. Fast forward to 2021, many of
those same health workers now lack the protection offered by vaccines.
To date, richer countries with bigger budgets have struck bilateral deals with vaccine
manufacturers, securing hundreds of millions of doses before other countries have
had a chance. This has sent a worrying message that the health of those in developed
countries is worth more than those in other parts of the world.
But we will not defeat the pandemic if countries go it alone. There are compelling
moral, scientific and economic reasons why.
And fortunately a solution exists: supporting equity.
Initiatives like the Access to COVID-19 Tools (ACT) Accelerator and its vaccine
arm, COVAX, have created the only clear global paths for ensuring the world's most
vulnerable don't miss out when vaccines, treatments and diagnostics are available.
The ACT-Accelerator -- launched nearly a year ago by the World Health
Organization, the President of France, the President of the European Commission
and the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation -- has played a key role in the research,
development, manufacturing and distribution of diagnostic tests, analyzed clinical
trials for promising treatments and surveyed more than 100 countries to identify
health system bottlenecks.
Meanwhile, COVAX is securing vaccine doses through advance purchase agreements
with manufacturers, which will soon be administered in low- and middle-income
countries.
COVAX, for example, will distribute about 100,000 to 120,000 doses of the
vaccine to Trinidad and Tobago, which has also played a role in securing 260,000
more doses as part of a collective arrangement between the Caribbean Community
and the African Medical Council.
COVAX has the support of 190 countries and territories including the Biden
administration in the United States.
But this groundswell of solidarity must be backed by action and resources.
We are pleased to see G7 leaders making new commitments on Friday to rise to the
most pressing Covid-19 vaccine equity needs for 2021.
President Joe Biden, for example, announced a $2 billion donation to COVAX on
Friday while Prime Minister Boris Johnson said the United Kingdom would donate
surplus doses to other countries.
This is a crucial step and significant boost to the success of the ACT-Accelerator;
such support is essential for vaccinating health workers and vulnerable people in all
countries.

But this is just the start.
Not enough doses exist to meet the global demand. Moreover, virus mutations pose
new and continuing threats, while the need for more effective and affordable tests and
treatments must still be met.
Pharmaceutical companies must ensure the affordability and accessibility of vaccines,
knowing that this will safeguard the health of all people around the world and allow
economic recovery to begin.
We also urge patent holders to share their know-how with initiatives like Covid-19
Technology Access Pool so more manufacturers can meet the global demand as
quickly as possible.
But new tools alone will not bring the pandemic to an end.
Each and every one of us must keep practicing proven public health measures, like
mask wearing, physical distancing, ventilating and hand washing.
Many countries, from New Zealand to Thailand, and Rwanda to El Salvador, have
applied strategies to fight the coronavirus with impressive results, long before
vaccines arrived on the scene.
Going forward, we need even stronger surveillance efforts and genetic sequencing
to stay ahead of new variants.
Covid has lifted the veil on a broad-based lack of investment and commitment in
health. World leaders need to invest more in public health, implement systems to
detect crises before they emerge and plan for future pandemics. Countries also need
to make sure their health care systems are safe, equitable and affordable.
An international pandemic treaty -- which could include provisions to finance and
coordinate research, or establish a more efficient system of alerts -- would also help
the world respond to inevitable crises in the future.
We must keep championing science and strive to protect it from its foes, who have
spread disinformation about the danger of the virus and called into question vaccines,
masks and other public health measures that are proven to be effective.
Combined, this has caused needless suffering and stymied response and recovery
efforts globally.
One year into this pandemic, we know a lot more about the virus, from its ability to
spread to the threat posed by mutations. We know how to diagnose it, treat it and,
now, vaccinate people against it.
It is only by doing these things more equitably and efficiently that we can leave the
pain of Covid-19 behind, protect heroes like Harriet, Sana and Keisha, and help the
world set out on the road to recovery.

US sticking with two-dose COVID-19 vaccine schedule, though study suggests one
shot provides good short-term protection
Karen Weintrau - USA TODAY
A new study out of Israel reignited the public debate Friday about the spacing
between the two doses of COVID-19 vaccine, but the U.S. government isn't budging in
its commitment to the original schedule.
The Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine might be just as effective if the gap between doses is
wider than the recommended 21 days, according to the new study from Israel.
If the doses could be given further apart, more people could be protected faster.
Vaccine supplies, which remain quite limited now, are expected to ramp up in late
spring.
But government officials want to stick with the dosing schedule that has been
scientifically proven to be effective, warning that altering it might weaken the
vaccine's effectiveness against variants, or even drive the creation of new variants
that escape that protection.
The current schedule provides "an optimal response when you're dealing with
variants," Dr. Anthony Fauci, the nation's top infectious disease doctor, said Friday
in a news conference.
Studies have shown that vaccines are less protective against some of the newer
variants, including one that originated in South Africa, although so far, the vaccines
appear to still protect against severe disease and death.
No one knows where the boundary is between lower effectiveness and no effectiveness,
which is why, Fauci said, he wants to maintain the regimen shown to be effective in a
trial of 44,000 people.
"You want enough of a height of a response that even if you diminish it, you don't
diminish it so much to get out of the realm of protection," he said.
Fauci also has said he worries the public will get the wrong message if the gap is
extended, believing they can get adequate protection with one shot, instead of two.
"Even though you can get a fair degree of protection after a single dose, it clearly is
not durable," he said. "We know that the durability is not as much as the durability
that you would get with the boost."
Partial protection from vaccination, he also warned, could lead to more variants, as
the virus evolves to skirt around this partial protection.
"If you do have a less than optimal response, you could theoretically and
inadvertently be selecting immunologically for variants," he said.

White House via AP Dr. Anthony Fauci, director of the National Institute of Allergy
and Infectious Diseases and chief medical adviser to the president, speaks via video
conference during a White House briefing on the Biden administration's response to
the COVID-19 pandemic, Jan. 27, 2021.
The new study from Israel, published as a letter in the journal The Lancet, found that
health care workers who received one shot were 75% less likely to get COVID in the
15-28 days after the shot than their unvaccinated peers. They all received a second
shot in that time period.
"Our data show substantial early reductions in SARS-CoV-2 infection and
symptomatic COVID-19 rates following first vaccine dose administration," the letter
concluded.
"Early reductions of COVID-19 rates provide support of delaying the second dose in
countries facing vaccine shortages and scarce resources, so as to allow higher
population coverage with a single dose."
The study of 9,100 health care workers did not follow trial participants beyond those
28 days, nor suggest a different time-frame for a second shot.
In general, a second vaccination boosts the immune response and adds to the
duration of protection.
'Somewhere in there, the vaccine got overpromised': How the COVID-19
vaccination process turned chaotic and confusing
"The immune response may even be better after a delay, enabling booster shots to
enhance and expand the immune response," Barry Bloom, an immunologist at the
Harvard T.H. Chan School of Public Health, said during a Friday call with media.
With a first shot, the body makes a mix of different antibodies, Bloom said. A booster
expands both the number of those antibodies and their range, likely making the
vaccine more effective against different viral variants.

That's particularly important, Bloom said, at a time when we're facing a lot of
variants of the original SARS-CoV-2 virus that causes COVID-19. Increasing the
number of antibodies and their duration may be crucial at a time when the variant
from South Africa has been shown to reduce the effectiveness of some vaccines.
"Boosters increase the amount (of antibodies), which increases the duration, and even
for a variant, would increase to some extent the ability to bind and neutralize," Bloom
said.
"So giving up a second shot, in my view, is putting people at a risk."
The 44,000-person trial Pfizer and BioNTech ran to determine their vaccine's
effectiveness, called for two shots 21 days apart – a relatively short gap designed to
speed the testing and get the vaccine out to the public sooner.
There was initial concern that the short gap might limit the vaccine's effectiveness,
but the 95% efficacy shown in the trial put those concerns to rest.
The U.S. Food and Drug Administration would have to formally approve any change
to the dosing schedule. With some vaccines, a longer gap between shots seems to
improve effectiveness.
The AstraZeneca-Oxford COVID-19 vaccine for instance, seems to become more
effective if the shots are spaced by three months rather than six weeks, according to
another Lancet study published Friday.
In that study, researchers looked at the number of confirmed, symptomatic COVID-19
cases in a control group versus the vaccinated group that occurred more than 14 days
after the second dose.
Andy Slavitt, the White House senior advisor on the COVID-19 response, speaking at
the same Friday news conference as Fauci, said government scientists are keeping
track of studies like the one from Israel.

Jae C. Hong, AP People wait in line to get their COVID-19 vaccine at a vaccination
site set up in a park in the Lincoln Heights neighborhood of Los Angeles, Tuesday,
Feb. 9, 2021.
But they do not expect to change government policy based on a single study
"The recommendation from the FDA is two doses, just as it always has been," Slavitt
said.
"It's important that people understand that we're not going to be persuaded by one
study that happens to grab headlines."
In other research out of Israel this week, a national database suggests that the
COVID-19 vaccines protect against transmission of the virus, in addition to
symptomatic disease.
To save time and make the vaccines available faster, trials have focused on whether
the vaccines limited symptomatic disease. They have not looked specifically at
whether the vaccines prevent people from passing on the virus, even if they do not
develop symptoms from it.
Some vaccines prevent transmission as well as severe disease, while others do not, so
it's been an open question. Vaccines that block transmission help cut down disease
faster than those that don't, and could bring a faster end to the pandemic.
In the new pre-published study, obtained by the news service Reuters, the
Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine reduced asymptomatic cases by 89%, in addition to
confirming a 94% reduction in symptomatic cases.
Karen Weintraub at kweintraub@usatoday.

What's behind the extreme cold in Texas?
Jeff Berardelli
For many, especially folks who live in the South, the arctic outbreak that has gripped
the nation's heartland for the past week is the kind of cold that only happens once in a
century. Countless record cold temperatures were set.
Conditions overwhelmed the Texas power grid, cutting off electricity to millions
and bursting water pipes, creating a humanitarian crisis.

Credit: CBSNews Jet stream map
But with climate change making for generally warmer winters and causing heat
records to outnumber cold records by 2 to 1 globally over the past decade, this
historic cold snap may seem counter-intuitive. It's not. In fact, paradoxically, a
warmer climate may have actually contributed to the extreme cold.
The science of meteorology has come a long way in the past few decades, so much so
that meteorologists saw this extreme winter weather coming many weeks in advance.
That's because this extreme pattern was initiated by a large and recognizable
phenomenon which unfolded in the Arctic at the beginning of the year called Sudden
Stratospheric Warming, or SSW.
CBS News previewed the wild winter weather in this January 7th article, explaining
how over the course of just a few days in late December and early January,
temperatures in the atmosphere high above the North Pole warmed by 100 degrees
Fahrenheit — jumping from minus-110 degrees Fahrenheit to minus-10.
SSW's are a natural occurrence which happen every couple of winters and portend
extreme weather in the weeks following them. That's because when the Arctic warms
rapidly it disrupts a spinning mass of cold air — the polar vortex — a
semi-permanent weather system which is present each winter.
Normally the jet stream winds around the vortex and acts as a lasso of sorts, keeping
the cold air trapped inside. But when it gets warm in the Arctic, the jet stream
weakens and elongates, allowing the cold air to plunge south.

This enables a broad mountain of warm air to form over the Arctic, temporarily
supplanting the cold vortex. The warm mountain acts as an atmospheric block,
redirecting the jet stream and bitter cold air southward.
While this bitter cold air mass was certainly memorable for the upper Midwest, it
wasn't all that out of the ordinary for them. The record set back in 1899 was much
more widespread and severe in the northern tier of the U.S.
What made this particular situation historic was that the core of the cold air — a
piece of the polar vortex — plunged much further south than it really ever does: a full
4,000 miles from its usual home near the North Pole.
As a result, hundreds of daily record lows were set within the past week, focused on
the south-central Plains States. Dozens of all-time records were also set as the
unprecedented cold gripped cities and towns unaccustomed to and unprepared for the
bitter blast.
The animated loop below shows monthly records in dark blue dots and all-time
record cold in black dots. This has produced some astonishing visuals.
A frozen waterfall in the Ozarks of Arkansas.
And frozen swamps in Louisiana.
This comes despite a long-term trend in which winters have been warming all across
the U.S. and cold has been lessening. In Minneapolis-St. Paul, for example, from
1970 to 2020 the coldest temperature of the year has edged upwards by 12.1
degrees Fahrenheit.
The recent extreme weather was not limited to the U.S. When the jet stream is extreme
in one region, it is often extreme all across the globe. In Saudi Arabia, snow-covered
camels made for a rare, but not unheard of, sight.
Snow also fell in Jerusalem and parts of Jordan and Syria, while at the same time
record heat was impacting other parts of the Middle East like Iraq, where the
temperature soared to 93 degrees in winter.
How extreme cold and extreme heat are connected
While this extreme cold paired with extreme heat may seem odd, it's actually what
meteorologists would expect of a wavy jet stream.
Think of it this way: what goes up must come down. When the atmosphere forces cold
air south, there must be an equal and opposite reaction forcing warm air north. When
air masses are displaced into places they don't typically visit, weather extremes and
the impacts they bring to society follow.
A number of climate scientists think that climate change may not only be making
sudden stratospheric warming more likely, but that climate change itself may have a
similar effect in the Arctic, because it is also causing significant warming. Due to

human-caused climate change, the Arctic is warming at three times the pace of the
global average.
The wavy jet stream theory, as it relates to climate change, was pioneered by Dr.
Jennifer Francis at Woodwell Climate Research Center. The theory makes logical
sense: Arctic warming reduces the gradient between warm and cold air, and thus
weakens the temperature contrast mechanism which powers the strength of the jet
stream. That results in a weaker, more wavy jet stream, which is more likely to spill
its cold air southward.
The theory has since been adopted by many other climate scientists, who view the
apparent increasing extremes, like this latest bitter blast, as sign the theory has merit.
But a sizable group of other scientists have their doubts about the impact of climate
change and Arctic amplification on the jet stream.
That's partly because the atmosphere is very noisy and climate models are not quite
yet capable of reproducing the finer details of a complex system. Thus, finding
evidence to definitively prove or disprove the theory has been a challenge. But
many long-time meteorologists believe the logic, the research and the qualitative
evidence they have observed is enough to make the case.
What all meteorologists and climate scientists can agree on is this extreme event was
set in motion by a Sudden Stratospheric Warming. That was the driving force.
For those tired of cold and snow, good news: it seems the extreme pattern has about
run its course. The globe is about to return to a more normal pattern. That does not
preclude cold air outbreaks and snowstorms for the U.S. as we head into spring, but it
should allow the weather to return to some degree of normalcy.

