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    Dedicated to my attorneys


    David Gray and Larry Klayman,


    whose expert professional legal advice


    was indispensable in my successful fight


    to prevent Mueller


    from indicting and imprisoning me—


    a fate that would have silenced me


    and prevented me


    from writing this book.


     


     


    Now, free of Mueller’s corrupt investigation,


    I am SILENT NO MORE


     


    While praying the traitors are brought to justice,


    we pray God’s will be done:


    in the end, God always wins!
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    Introduction



    This is perhaps the most important book I have ever written. It is one I never imagined I would have to write.


    In these pages, I present shocking evidence that the Obama administration used false allegations secretly sourced from opposition research written by foreign operatives that was funded by Hillary Clinton’s presidential campaign and by the Democratic National Committee to launch a Justice Department counterintelligence espionage investigation against Donald Trump, the GOP’s presidential candidate. The counterintelligence operation was extended into the first year of Donald Trump’s presidency, at which time the Justice Department also launched a criminal case. The DOJ only closed the counterintelligence and criminal investigations against the president when the Mueller Office of Special Counsel failed to result in indictments in March 2019.


    The truth is that former secretary of state Hillary Clinton and then president Barack Obama orchestrated a Deep State coup d’état designed to prevent Donald Trump from being elected president. When that failed and Trump won the election, the Clinton-Obama team morphed the Justice Department counterintelligence operation into a coup d’état aimed at impeaching Trump. To be specific, by “Deep State” I mean those legacy employees in the federal government—especially those in the CIA, the National Security Agency (NSA), the Office of the Director of National Intelligence, as well as the DOJ and the FBI—who opposed Donald Trump on partisan ideological grounds. These bureaucrats, loyal to the globalist appeal of leftist policies espoused by Hillary Clinton in her 2016 presidential run, took it upon their own authority first to conspire to deny Donald Trump the presidency, and then, once Trump surprised them by winning the election, to remove him from office by impeachment or though the provisions of the Twenty-fifth Amendment for the removal of the president.


    As I demonstrate in chapter after chapter, the Obama administration’s intelligence agencies, including the CIA and the NSA, along with the Obama administration federal justice system, including both the Department of Justice acting in a prosecutorial capacity and the FBI acting in an investigative capacity, conspired to commit numerous criminal miscarriages of justice, including fabrication of evidence and suborning of perjury to portray Trump as a Russian agent, or, failing that, as a guilty party determined to block a Justice Department criminal investigation.


    In the end, obstruction of justice charges against Trump emerged out of the failed Office of Special Counsel’s counterintelligence investigation. When the Office of Special Counsel under Robert Mueller failed to produce any evidence of Trump or his campaign being involved in alleged “Russian collusion” to defeat Hillary Clinton in 2016, Mueller went public with a statement that attempted to encourage Congress to begin impeachment hearings over allegations that Trump had obstructed Mueller’s investigation. In doing so, Mueller disregarded the conclusion of Attorney General William Barr that the instances of possible obstruction of justice did not meet the probable cause threshold needed to seek indictments against President Trump or his close associates. At the time of this writing, hate-Trumpers of the Clinton-Obama hard left are continuing their efforts to remove Trump from office by launching impeachment hearings conducted by Representative Jerry Nadler (Democrat, New York), chairman of the House Judiciary Committee, and by Representative Adam Schiff (Democrat, California). When Mueller’s appearance before the House Judiciary Committee failed to achieve Nadler’s goal to support a House vote to begin impeachment proceedings, Schiff took over as the anti-Trump Deep State conspirators morphed Russiagate into Ukrainegate. Substituting Ukraine for Russia, Schiff pursued the claim that President Trump had threatened to withhold foreign aid from Ukraine unless Ukraine’s newly elected president, Volodymyr Zelensky, cooperated with Trump in digging up dirt in Ukraine on former Vice President Joe Biden, then a leading candidate for the Democratic presidential nomination in 2020.


    I will show in this book that the fingerprints of foreign intelligence agencies—including, most importantly, British intelligence—were all over perhaps the greatest political scandal in American history, alternatively characterized as “Russiagate” and “Spygate,” and now “Ukrainegate.”


    Never before in our history has one political party made such serious criminal efforts to defeat the presidential candidate of the opposing political party. When that failed, the Democrats and their Deep State conspirators refocused their criminal efforts to deny a duly elected president the Constitutional right to assume the powers and duties of that office without unrelenting threats of impeachment.


    I am in a particularly good position to write this book because I experienced firsthand the partisan hate-Trump political nature of Mueller’s Office of Special Counsel investigation.


    


    My mission here is to expose the hard left, making it clear that in their ideological zeal, Deep State “patriots” in 2016 engaged in treasonous crimes designed to pull off a coup d’état aimed at removing Trump from the presidency.


    Clinton failed. Mueller failed.


    Now, with the help of God, the Deep State will also fail.


    That is why I am writing this book.

  


  
    Chapter One



    DEEP STATE TREASON



    The central premise of this book is that Deep State actors operating as senior officers in U.S. intelligence agencies, including the CIA, and the U.S. justice system, with both the FBI and the Department of Justice involved, engaged in a coup d’état designed to make sure Donald Trump lost the presidential election in 2016. In the unlikely event Trump might be elected, the Deep State conspirators morphed their efforts into impeachment strategy as an “insurance policy.” The insurance policy was designed to make sure Trump would be removed from office either through impeachment or by his being declared mentally incompetent under the auspices of the Twenty-fifth Amendment.


    What distinguishes this analysis is not only my first-hand experience with the Mueller investigation, but the years of investigative reporting I have devoted to uncovering and exposing criminal governmental misconduct. Donald Trump’s candidacy and election have set off in America’s political left an intense hatred often described as Trump Derangement Syndrome. In the pages of this book, I seek to prove that unelected bureaucratic officials in the nation’s justice and intelligence agencies acted on their personal political preferences to weaponize law enforcement in a conscious effort to go outside the law to destroy the presidential candidate of the Republican Party. I will argue that in their zeal, these unelected officials used the powers of the federal government to subvert the Constitution, hatching what has become a treasonous coup d’état aimed at removing Donald Trump from the presidency despite no evidence Donald Trump has committed any “high crime or misdemeanor” that would warrant his removal from office.


    Hillary Clinton’s defeat in the 2016 presidential election came as a devastating and unanticipated shock to those on the hard left, including those in the U.S. federal bureaucracy who had expected her to win. The expectation of the hard left was that eight years under a Hillary Clinton presidency would advance, if not complete, the fundamental transformation of America into the socialist state that had been forecast by Barack Obama as he was about to win the presidency in 2008. Donald Trump’s election as president in 2016 accelerated the rate at which the Democratic Party openly has embraced socialism, along with a disdain for the Constitution and the rule of law that has emboldened them with a “higher loyalty” that over human history has been deemed treason when their efforts to remove the head of state fail.


    Robert Mueller’s Downfall


    In writing my 2018 New York Times-bestselling book entitled Killing the Deep State: The Fight to Save President Trump, I predicted that Robert Mueller’s investigation as special counsel would fail to produce probable-cause evidence proving that Trump or anyone in his campaign had colluded with Russia, or that Trump had obstructed justice by interfering in the special counsel’s investigation.1 That has now happened. Mueller produced no evidence that resulted in a criminal indictment of any American for colluding with Russia in the 2016 presidential campaign. The various indictments of Trump associates that Mueller produced were either for tax fraud, as in Paul Manafort’s case, or for lying to federal investigators, as in the case of Lieutenant General Michael Flynn and others, including George Papadopoulos. The two indictments Mueller brought against Russians involved no Americans.


    The irony is that if Hillary Clinton had won the 2016 election, none of the Deep State actors involved in the treasonous coup d’état would ever have come to light. Had Clinton been inaugurated as president on January 20, 2017, Donald Trump most likely would have been allowed to return to his Trump Tower home to live life as a celebrity billionaire. With Clinton in power, the coconspirators of the 2016 coup d’état could feel comfortable that their treasonous plot would never be brought to justice. Put simply, those supporting Hillary Clinton, as well as Clinton herself, never imagined that she would lose.


    August 28, 2018: The Day My Life Changed


    In my 2019 bestseller, Silent No More: How I Became a Political Prisoner of Mueller’s “Witch Hunt,”2 I document my nightmare experience with the Mueller prosecutors and the FBI agents on his team. When Mueller’s team finally blew up my two-month ordeal of suffering though forty hours of “voluntary interviews,” the prosecutors threatened to indict me for lying to federal officials.


    After the FBI showed up on my doorstep with a subpoena on August 28, 2018, three days before my seventy-second birthday, I resolved that since I had done nothing wrong, I would cooperate. Voluntarily, I handed over to the FBI the laptop computers I had been using since 2016, as well as all my external drive backup devices, plus all the usernames and passwords to my email accounts, and my cell phone. Truthfully, I believe the FBI already had all the information I handed over. Every aspect of my life was in those computers, my cell phone, and my email accounts, ranging from personal relations with family to business consulting information and financial records.


    The IRS began auditing me in 2004, when I coauthored the Swift Boat book Unfit for Command: Swift Boat Veterans Speak Out Against John Kerry. That book contributed to Kerry losing the 2004 presidential election against then president George W. Bush, who was running for his second term in office.3 Fortunately, my wife and I have always had highly competent and honest tax accountants, and we have meticulously reported all income and paid all taxes due. We have no foreign bank accounts, and I have never worked for any foreign government.


    I now believe that I was a target of the FBI’s illegal electronic surveillance—approved by the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA)—especially given my working relationship during the 2016 campaign reporting on and working with Roger Stone. I suspect I have been under National Security Agency (NSA) electronic surveillance since 2004, when I coauthored Unfit for Command and worked on the Swift Boat campaign opposing the presidential candidacy of then senator John Kerry. The three prosecutors on Mueller’s team who interrogated me—Aaron Zelinsky, Jeannie Rhee, and Andrew Goldstein (the former chief of the public corruption unit under U.S. Attorney Preet Bharara’s office for the Southern District of New York)—seemed to know everything about me, including the content of my cell phone calls.


    Mueller’s Faulty Theory Exposed


    Mueller’s entire Russian collusion case came down to proving that I had introduced Julian Assange of WikiLeaks to Roger Stone, a longtime advisor to Donald Trump. Mueller’s theory was that I had introduced Stone to Assange, and that Stone (in telephone contact with Trump) colluded with Assange as to how and when to release the emails Russia had stolen from the Democrats so as to do the most harm to Hillary Clinton’s presidential campaign. The problem was that I had never communicated with Julian Assange or WikiLeaks.


    The lead prosecutor interrogating me was Jeannie Rhee, a lawyer who had served as legal counsel for the Clinton Foundation. Rhee demeaned my religion. “Doctor Corsi, you are asking us to believe that in July 2016, when you took a trip to Italy with your wife for your twenty-fifth wedding anniversary, God intervened and performed a miracle in your mind telling you Assange had [John] Podesta’s emails,” she said in an angry voice. I responded that I did not appreciate her ridiculing God, but that if she was asking if I had figured out on my own in July and August 2016 that Assange had Podesta’s emails, the answer was direct and honest: “Yes. I figured it out without any communication with Julian Assange or with WikiLeaks.”


    What concerned the FBI in the Mueller investigation can be traced back to a family trip my wife and I took in July and August 2016 to celebrate our twenty-fifth wedding anniversary. On that trip, relaxing from the demands of everyday writing, I had time to think. Of all things, I concluded that Julian Assange and WikiLeaks had obtained the emails stolen from Podesta, Clinton’s 2016 presidential campaign chairman. I further deduced that Assange would make these emails public in October 2016, as that year’s “October surprise,” calculated to hit Clinton’s presidential campaign with a death blow. The first batch of stolen emails Assange had released on July 22, 2016, focusing on then DNC chairperson Debbie Wasserman Schultz and the plan she implemented with Hillary Clinton to deny Bernie Sanders the Democratic presidential nomination. Soon after that, Assange let it be known he had additional “Clinton emails” to release. But it was not known what additional emails Assange had, or when he would make them public.


    I connected the dots and deducted, or possibly I just guessed and was lucky, but I was sure on my Italy trip that the additional stolen emails that Assange possessed were Podesta’s emails. I also reasoned that Assange would release the Podesta emails in October because that timing would not give Hillary time to recover, especially if Assange dripped out the emails, releasing them in a serial fashion—a few emails every day—right up until the November 6 election. I had been studying Podesta and Assange for some dozen years in my work as an investigative journalist. From what I knew of Podesta, I firmly believed that if I was right and WikiLeaks published the Podesta emails in October 2016, they would be extremely damaging to Clinton’s presidential ambitions. By phone and email, I conveyed my conclusions from Italy to many people, including Stone.


    Although I had no proof, I was absolutely certain I was right. Knowing I could not prove I was right or even explain to others how I came to this conclusion, I wrote several emails that made it sound as if I had a source. From the time I was a child, my father would counsel me to tell him when I came to conclusions regarding facts I could not prove, but he advised me not to share these insights with others at school. Often in my life, my leaps of intuition, or what I think are conclusions derived from a process of deduction, have turned out to be good guesses that have been surprisingly on-target and correct—as they were in July and August 2016.


    My personal experience with Mueller’s team gave me important insight into the mean political bias that pervaded every aspect of Mueller’s investigation. In my forty hours of interrogation, Mueller’s team showed no interest in anything except finding a crime that Trump had committed. Repeatedly, the prosecutors refused information I had about Clinton. “Doctor Corsi, we are uninterested in your theories that the Russians did not steal the DNC emails,” Mueller’s prosecutors insisted. Or, on a separate subject, they were equally insistent. “Please spare us your research on Huma Abedin’s forwarding Hillary Clinton’s classified emails from the State Department to her private email account on Yahoo.”


    Judging from the questions Mueller’s prosecutors asked me, I concluded the FBI (and very possibly the NSA) had monitored my emails and phone calls while I was in Italy with my wife and family. Mueller’s prosecutors told my attorney David Gray that the FBI was convinced I must have had direct contact with Assange because I appeared to have known all about Assange having Podesta’s emails while I was in Italy. The information I was communicating from Italy about Assange and Podesta’s emails turned out to be so precisely correct that the FBI was convinced that I could not have come to these conclusions by myself. Mueller’s prosecutors pointed out to David Gray that when I was in Italy during July and August 2016, I was predicting correctly that the stolen Podesta emails would contain admissions by Podesta that Clinton was suffering some form of mental impairment that made her far more ill than her campaign was willing to admit publicly. I was predicting the Podesta emails would contain damaging information about Clinton Foundation frauds, as well as internal DNC grumbling that Hillary was a disappointing candidate. While I have attended, as part of the audience, various public meetings Podesta has chaired in Washington, D.C., I have never spoken to Podesta nor have I communicated with him by phone or email.


    In my forty hours of questioning, the three prosecutors and the FBI became increasingly aggressive and abusive, refusing to accept my explanation that I had never had any contact with Assange or WikiLeaks, either directly or indirectly. Mueller’s team simply refused to believe I was sufficiently smart to have figured this out myself. I expressed this predicament after Mueller submitted his final report in an op-ed piece titled “When Prescience Was a Crime” that I published in the Washington Times.4


    After I rejected what I considered a fraudulent plea deal Mueller’s prosecutors had prepared for me to sign, the prosecutors threatened to bring criminal indictments against me in federal court, seeking to imprison me for the rest of my life. The truth is, Mueller ended his investigation without bringing any charges against me. The only way I would have gone to prison is if Mueller had managed to scare me into pleading guilty to a crime I did not commit. Mueller’s prosecutors knew I had committed no crime. But they desperately needed me to plead guilty, admitting I had connected Stone to Assange, even though that was not true. I refused to go before a federal judge and swear before God to a crime I had not committed. Failing to get this key piece of “evidence” from me, Mueller lacked a critical piece needed to complete the pre-conceived “Russian collusion” hoax.


    William Barr Shuts Mueller Down


    On Friday, March 22, 2019, Attorney General William Barr notified Congress that Special Counsel Robert Mueller had submitted the final report of his investigation to Barr’s office. Two days later, on Sunday, March 24, in a four-page letter addressed to Congress, Barr summarized the conclusions of Mueller’s investigation into Russian collusion in the following two simple points:


    1. The Special Counsel’s investigations do not find that the Trump campaign or anyone associated with it conspired or coordinated with Russia in its efforts to influence the 2016 election.


    2. The Special Counsel did not draw a conclusion—one way or the other—as to whether the examined conduct constituted obstruction.5


    Given Mueller’s inability to draw a conclusion on the collusion allegations, Barr took the matter into his own hands. In his March 24, 2019, letter to Congress, Barr wrote that the special counsel’s decision not to draw any legal conclusions left the decision up to him, as attorney general, to determine whether the conduct described in Mueller’s five-hundred-page report constituted probable cause that a crime had been committed.


    Once again, Barr stated his conclusion simply and clearly:


    After reviewing the Special Counsel’s final report on these issues; consulting with Department officials, including the Office of Legal Counsel; and applying the principles of federal prosecution that guide our charging decisions, Deputy Attorney General Rod J. Rosenstein and I have concluded that the evidence developed during the Special Counsel’s investigation is not sufficient to establish that the President committed an obstruction-of-justice offense.


    Almost immediately, President Trump began expressing his satisfaction with these conclusions. On Sunday, March 24, 2019, at 3:42 p.m., Trump tweeted a message that made it clear he considered that Barr’s summary of the Mueller report had completely removed from him the cloud of any criminal charges. Trump’s tweet read:


    No Collusion, No Obstruction, Complete and total EXONERATION. KEEP AMERICA GREAT!6


    Barr’s four-page letter set off a firestorm. Starting during the 2016 presidential campaign, CNN and MSNBC had begun a daily drumbeat hyping every tidbit of new information suggesting that Trump had colluded with Russia, turning every questionable scrap of gossip into near certain proof that Trump was a Russian asset who stole the election from Hillary. Twenty-four hours a day, the Russia-collusion hype was promoted by leftist talk show hosts and guests alike. If Barr’s summary of Mueller’s report was accurate, Never Trumpers had spent approximately the past two years depicting Trump as a traitor on the basis of supposition, rumor, and innuendo. Millions were hooked into the Russia-collusion hysteria, only to be left sadly disappointed by Barr’s conclusion that Mueller had found no evidence of collusion with Russia and insufficient evidence of obstruction to declare that Trump (or any of his associates) had committed a crime.


    Did Rosenstein Propose to Wear a Wire in Conversations with Trump?


    In September 2018, the New York Times reported that in the spring of 2017, in the aftermath of Trump firing then FBI director James Comey, Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstein had suggested in meetings and conversations with various Justice Department and FBI figures that he might wear a wire to record future conversations he envisioned having with President Trump.7 Rosenstein’s goal was to record President Trump to obtain evidence of Trump’s supposed mental incompetence, which the Justice Department could then use to press for the removal of Trump from office under the Twenty-fifth Amendment.


    The New York Times reported that Rosenstein, only two weeks into his job as deputy attorney general, was at that time overseeing Mueller’s Russia investigation (after Attorney General Jeff Sessions’s recusal). Rosenstein was upset that, when President Trump fired Comey, he cited a memo that he had asked Rosenstein to write that was critical of Comey’s handling of the Hillary Clinton email investigation. In the controversial memo, Rosenstein wrote: “I cannot defend the Director’s [Comey’s] handling of the conclusion of the investigation of Secretary Clinton’s emails, and I do not understand his refusal to accept the nearly universal judgment that he was mistaken.”8 By doing so, Rosenstein joined the Deep State conspirators in their effort to remove Trump from office. But Rosenstein felt no animus when FBI Director Comey “pardoned” Hillary.


    Recall that on July 5, 2016, FBI Director James Comey gave a statement on national television regarding Secretary Clinton’s use of a private email server. In this statement, Comey made it clear the FBI had not found sufficient legal grounds upon which to indict Clinton of a criminal offense. “Although we did not find clear evidence that Secretary Clinton or her colleagues intended to violate laws governing the handling of classified information, there is evidence that they were extremely careless in their handling of very sensitive, highly classified information,” Comey said in a key sentence.9 Comey continued to note that in the final judgment of the FBI, “no reasonable prosecutor” would bring such a criminal case because all of the cases prosecuted under the statutes regarding the handling of national security classified material involved some element of “clearly intentional and willful mishandling of classified information.”


    Attorney Gregg Jarrett, in his book titled The Russia Hoax: The Illicit Scheme to Clear Hillary Clinton and Frame Donald Trump, points out the fatal flaw in Comey’s logic. He correctly argues that “nowhere in U.S.C. 793(f) of the Espionage Act which governs the ‘grossly negligent’ handling of classified information does it state that a defendant must have intended to break the law in order to be charged or found guilty.”10 Jarrett stresses that the language of the statute is unmistakable in that no intent is required. He points out that this was a deliberate decision by Congress when it revised and expanded the law decades after its original passage in 1917. In revising the law, Congress added this language to provide a lesser alternative to willful conduct—namely, gross negligence.


    After he had been fired from the FBI, Andrew McCabe gave an interview to CBS’s 60 Minutes in which he affirmed that Rosenstein had been serious about wearing a wire. “I never get searched when I go into the White House,” Rosenstein said. “I could easily wear a recording device. They wouldn’t know it was there.” When the story first broke in September 2018, Rosenstein tried to dismiss it, claiming he was just being sarcastic when he made the suggestion. “He was absolutely serious,” McCabe insisted. “And in fact, he brought it up in the next meeting we had. I never actually considered taking him up on the offer. I did discuss it with my general counsel and my leadership team back at the FBI after he brought it up the first time.”


    McCabe also recalled that Rosenstein, when he was considering wearing the wire, asked FBI officials how many cabinet members they thought would vote under the Twenty-fifth Amendment to remove Trump from office. “So I listened to what he had to say,” McCabe continued to CBS, minimizing his involvement in the effort to use the Twenty-fifth Amendment to remove Trump. “But, to be fair, it was an unbelievably stressful time. I can’t even describe for you how many things must have been coursing through the deputy attorney general’s mind at that point.”11


    FBI attorney Lisa Page wrote a contemporaneous memo to herself that remained at the FBI after she was fired, documenting Rosenstein’s comments in a manner that corroborates memos McCabe wrote at the time. Page’s memo confirmed McCabe’s insistence that Rosenstein had been serious about the suggestion.12 Evidently, Rosenstein did seriously consider wearing a wire in the presence of Trump in the days immediately following Comey’s firing, and before the appointment of Mueller as special counsel. Clearly, Trump’s release of Rosenstein’s memo on Comey upset Rosenstein. In the days after Comey’s firing, Rosenstein expressed anger about how the White House had used him to rationalize the firing, saying the experience damaged his reputation. The New York Times reported that those speaking with Rosenstein said Rosenstein was “shaken,” “unsteady,” and “overwhelmed” after Comey’s firing. One person told the Times that Rosenstein sounded “frantic, nervous, upset, and emotionally dis-regulated.”13 These feelings that President Trump had abused his trust evidently contributed to Rosenstein’s decision to appoint a special counsel to investigate allegations advanced by the DOJ and the FBI charging that Trump had colluded with Russia to steal the 2016 election from Hillary.


    Mueller Takes a Swipe at Trump


    On Wednesday, May 29, 2019, Mueller decided to emerge from his silence by reading on national television a ten-minute statement apparently designed to sustain the political pressure on President Trump. In a startling statement regarding volume two of the report concerning the obstruction investigation, Mueller said, “As set forth in our report, after that investigation, if we had confidence that the President clearly did not commit a crime, we would have said that.”14


    This comment drew a sharp rebuke from Charles C. W. Cooke, editor of National Review. “Innocence is the default position in this country,” Cooke wrote. “If a person doesn’t have enough evidence that someone committed a crime…he is obligated to presume his innocence. ‘Not exonerated’ is not a standard in our system, and it shouldn’t be one in our culture, either.”15


    Mueller continued to refer to the Department of Justice Office of Legal Counsel (OLC) guidance forbidding the indictment of a sitting president. Again referencing whether Trump had obstructed justice, Mueller said the following in his press conference: “We did not, however, make a determination as to whether the President did commit a crime.” Mueller explained that the OLC guidance was responsible for his team’s taking this course, arguing that “a President cannot be charged with a federal crime while he is in office. That is unconstitutional. Even if the charge is kept under seal and hidden from public view—that too is prohibited.”


    Andrew C. McCarthy, a former assistant U.S. attorney for the Southern District of New York, sharply criticized Mueller, pointing out that “if his [Mueller’s] default position was that the OLC guidance prevented him from doing the prosecutor’s job—which is to decide sufficiency-of-evidence questions—he should not have accepted the appointment.”16 McCarthy interpreted what Mueller said as this: “Mueller believes there is enough evidence to indict, he decided he could not do so under the guidance, and he intentionally left the matter for Congress to resolve—with the advice that felonies may have been committed.” McCarthy correctly observed that Mueller was handing off the obstruction investigation to Congress, virtually urging Congress to begin impeachment proceedings, realizing, as McCarthy noted, that “Congress does not need a prosecutable criminal offense in order to impeach.”


    Mueller stated that there was nothing in his press conference statements other than what was already included in his 448-page report. If this was the case, why did he feel it was necessary to come to the podium on national television to make this statement? Obviously, Mueller, or some of Mueller’s investigators (Andrew Weissmann, one of the most controversial prosecutors on Mueller’s team, comes to mind immediately) felt that Trump and Barr had gone too far in concluding that President Trump had been exonerated by the Mueller investigation.


    Truthfully, Mueller did not need to write a 448-page report that contains only dead-end information largely about persons not indicted for any crime. By suggesting that Congress was the appropriate place to adjudicate the obstruction “episodes,” Mueller was making it clear that his investigation was political in nature. At law, Trump was right: the Mueller report did exonerate him from criminal prosecution on the Russia-collusion accusations and Barr exonerated him on obstruction charges. But Mueller, by going public like this, threw the gauntlet down for the Democrats in Congress to ramp up the impeachment hearings.


    Mueller and the Continuing Cover-Up


    Mueller, in reading his ten-minute statement, looked like a defeated man: pale, with no emotion in his voice, a person leaving his last hurrah having disappointed constituencies who wanted him to vindicate Hillary Clinton. If Trump did not collude with Russia, then Russia did not steal the election from Clinton, and Trump was not a traitor sitting in the president’s chair.


    Viewed critically, Mueller was part of the cover-up, assigned a role to limit his investigation to the Trump campaign. As early as October 19, 2018, some five months before the release of Mueller’s final report, supporters of Hillary Clinton, hyped by the mainstream media, anticipated the release of Mueller’s report would be “among the most thrilling events of their lives.” The Mueller report had delivered a huge blow to Clinton and her supporters.17 When the Mueller report failed to produce the criminal charges against Trump that were anticipated, the Clintons and their coconspirators knew the cover-up must continue. The Deep State remained determined that the DOJ must never be permitted to investigate the origins of the Russia-collusion charges. The Deep State continues to fear that any honest DOJ investigation will reveal the criminal, and potentially treasonous, activities of Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton—crimes that overshadowed in seriousness the crimes Obama and Hillary had committed by engineering numerous and continuing cover-ups in Clinton’s email scandals.


    As we shall see, there are serious reasons to doubt that any agency as corrupt as the Obama-created CIA, NSA, DOJ, or FBI should be trusted to investigate themselves. In the aftermath of the Mueller report, new evidence undermining the Mueller investigation has emerged. A key reason I am writing this book is to make sure the cover-up does not continue.


    Why I Feel Vindicated


    From Thanksgiving 2018 until Saint Patrick’s Day 2019, when Attorney General Barr started making it clear that Mueller was done and there would be no more indictments resulting from the Mueller probe, my wife and I expected that any day the FBI could show up to arrest me. “Will the FBI storm the house and arrest you like the FBI did in Florida with Roger Stone?” members of the family and friends would ask. I answered that I could not rule it out. My wife and I would wake up at 4:00 a.m. to look out the window to see if FBI agents were assembling outside the house to break down the front door, ransack the house, and put me in handcuffs.


    For weeks on end, CNN had a car parked on the street outside our home, waiting to see if they could catch me being led out of the house by the FBI on film, with me in handcuffs like a criminal and my wife and family left behind, crying and afraid. The price Mueller forced us to pay as a family was not only psychological; it was economic. The legal bills rapidly escalated into six figures. At the same time, I lost my job as an investigative reporter, and all my consulting contracts were canceled by clients afraid that their business relationship with me would invite the FBI to put them under surveillance.


    When the Mueller investigation closed with no indictments or convictions for Russian collusion or for obstruction of justice, I felt vindicated that I had told Mueller the truth. If the FBI had the evidence to prove in court that I had lied during my forty-hour interrogation, I am sure I would have been indicted and brought to trial before a federal judge and jury in Washington. That never happened.

  


  
    Chapter Two



    Hillary Clinton

    Hires Fusion GPS


    At the heart of the Russia-collusion allegations was a document that became known as the “Steele dossier,” written by Christopher Steele—a former British intelligence officer who had worked as a British spy in Russia—and a U.S. opposition research firm known as Fusion GPS. Former Wall Street Journal reporter Glenn Simpson and two of his ex-colleagues who had left the newspaper founded in 2011 the Washington-based Fusion GPS as a research-for-hire firm.


    The Steele Dossier: The Heart of the Clinton/Obama 2016 Attempted Coup


    We now have proof that in 2016, the Steele dossier was funded in large part by Hillary Clinton’s presidential campaign and the Democratic National Committee. Clinton’s campaign and the DNC passed the funds through a contract between Fusion GPS and Perkins Coie, a law firm representing Hillary Clinton’s presidential campaign and the DNC during the 2016 presidential campaign. We can also prove that the FBI was involved in funding Fusion GPS. Top levels of the FBI and the Department of Justice used the Steele dossier to obtain legal permission to conduct electronic surveillance on the Trump campaign.


    Despite concerns over the document’s validity, people at top levels of the FBI and DOJ signed off on using the Steele dossier as a key part of their application to the U.S. Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court (known generally as the FISA Court). The FISA Court is a secretive federal court established in 1978 to authorize and oversee surveillance warrants against foreign spies working in the United States; its power can extend to authorizing surveillance of U.S. citizens working with these foreign spies. The Steele dossier was widely used to establish collusion with Russia by the Trump campaign as the central thesis of the Clinton/Obama coup d’état. The Steele dossier was used by the FBI and DOJ to create the code-named Operation Crossfire Hurricane investigation that was the precursor to the Mueller probe. The highest levels of the U.S. intelligence community used the Steele dossier to buttress the joint intelligence community’s assessment in 2016 that the Trump campaign was in cahoots with Russia to steal the presidential election.


    Interestingly, investigative reporter Lee Smith in his 2019 book titled, The Plot Against the President, points out that the FBI/DOJ Operation Crossfire Hurricane was not named after the Rolling Stones’ classic song, but after the 1968 Penny Marshall film by the same name as the Stones’ song, Jumpin’ Jack Flash. In the Cold-War-era comic film, the fictional Terry Doolittle, a bank officer played by Whoopi Goldberg, detects a cryptic computer message from a user identified as “Jumpin’ Jack Flash” that traces to Jack, played by Jonathan Pryce, a fictional British spy being chased by Soviet KGB agents. Through the course of the movie, Doolittle manages to help the British agent escape the KGB. As Steele points out, the FBI/DOJ code Operation Crossfire Hurricane alludes to the political “storm” of Trump’s candidacy and presidency from which the former British spy, Christopher Steele, escapes, here with the help of the FBI playing in real life the Whoopi Goldberg role.


    The Steele dossier was also key to CIA director John Brennan’s decision to create an interagency “fusion cell” tasked in mid-2016 to investigate Russian interference in the presidential election. This highly secretive ad hoc group reported initially only to Obama. The group, known informally as the “fusion cell,” produced a series of papers for the White House on Russian interference in the U.S. 2016 presidential election. Agendas for the secret interagency task force meetings during the summer and fall of 2016 were sent in envelopes to FBI Director James Comey, Attorney General Loretta Lynch, and National Security Advisor Susan Rice. A classified 2016 document that Brennan had hand-delivered to Obama in a sealed envelope contained information from someone Brennan described only as “a source close to Putin.” The informant is believed to have been a Russian source that Brennan recycled out of the Steele dossier. Gradually, Brennan expanded the circle within the Obama administration to include Vice President Joe Biden. Various cabinet members, including Secretary of State John Kerry, began receiving sealed envelopes disclosing the agenda for “fusion cell” meetings. The envelopes containing the agendas were considered so secret that subordinates were not authorized to open the envelopes. Sometimes the agendas were withheld until invited participants had taken their seats in the White House Situation Room.18


    The sordid story of the Steele dossier reveals the apparent willingness of anti-Trump officials positioned by the Obama administration at the highest levels of the U.S. intelligence and justice systems, with the full knowledge of the Obama White House and the explicit approval of the Clinton campaign, to use opposition research known to be false to develop the Russia-collusion hoax and to spy on the presidential campaign of the opposition party. That a dossier known to be false was used by the Obama DOJ to obtain authorization from a secretive federal court to conduct covert electronic surveillance on the presidential campaign of the opposition-party GOP presidential candidate raises serious Constitutional issues, as well as political and legal concerns.


    We now have documentary evidence proving that key actors in the FBI and the DOJ promoted the Steele dossier despite knowing that its essential claims against Trump were unverified—evidence that should result in criminal indictments if equal justice can be obtained in a U.S. justice and intelligence system that embedded Deep State employees are still fighting to control. New evidence that the State Department under Secretary of State Kerry also promoted the Steele dossier to discredit Donald Trump raises serious questions about whether the U.S. official diplomatic community joined with the U.S. intelligence and justice communities to pull off a treasonous coup d’état against Trump that extended to the involvement of foreign intelligence and diplomatic agencies.


    The mounting evidence is indisputable that in 2016, top officials of the U.S. intelligence and justice system, joined by officers in the State Department, were politically motivated, going so far as to express openly their biased support of Clinton and their hatred of Trump. These Deep State actors within the federal government were determined to prevent Trump from being elected, and if he were elected, were equally determined to remove him from office before he had served to completion his first term as president. The charge against Trump, derived from the Steele dossier, was that Trump was an agent of Putin, a Russian spy, a traitor to the United States who must be denied the presidency at all costs.


    In summary, the intelligence agencies of the United States—including the CIA, the FBI, and the DOJ—with the encouragement of the State Department, conspired to develop and implement a plan to utilize lies fabricated by Christopher Steele to brand Trump as a Russian asset, with funding from Hillary Clinton’s presidential campaign and the DNC, with the blessing of the Obama White House. The plan was to use information developed by foreign sources that they knew to be false to deny Trump the presidency, even if he surprisingly managed to win a duly conducted presidential election. This is the heart of my charge: that Deep State actors in 2016 conspired with Hillary Clinton and the Obama White House to conduct a coup d’état predicated on information known to be false, designed to make sure Clinton was elected president, and to deny Trump the presidency if elected. While it may take until the end of President Trump’s first term in office to escape a coup d’état falsely proceeding under the premise of legitimate impeachment inquiries, the Steele dossier is shaping up to be the centerpiece of what I and others believe ultimately will backfire against these Deep State conspirators. By the time of the next national presidential election, in November 2020, I predict that the Office of the Attorney General of the United States will have sufficient probable cause evidence of crimes committed to bring charges of treason and sedition against the Deep State traitors—including ultimately Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama, whom I believe instigated and directed the Deep State coup d’état attempt against Donald Trump.


    Please also recall that the Mueller probe did not investigate the Steele dossier. Why? Because Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstein, in appointing Robert Mueller as special counsel, authorized him to investigate only the Trump campaign, not the Clinton campaign. This fact buttresses my conclusion here that the main purpose of the Mueller probe was to prevent, under the Trump presidency, a reopening of the criminal investigation of Secretary Clinton’s email scandals or of the Clinton Foundation, as well as to block any investigation into the roles Clinton and Obama played in creating and advancing the Russia-collusion hoax against Trump. I seek to prove in subsequent chapters that the Clinton campaign and the Obama White House invented the Russian hoax during the 2016 presidential campaign and sought the appointment in 2017 of Mueller as special counsel specifically in an attempt to destroy Trump and simultaneously to make sure that Hillary Clinton or John Podesta’s financial interests in Russia never surfaced. In particular, Clinton and Obama wanted to be sure their involvement in selling secret U.S. military technology to Russia under the “reset” policy or the Uranium One scandal with Russia never surfaced publicly.


    Although the Steele dossier was of no interest to the Mueller probe, the dossier must be central to any honest law enforcement attempt to get to the bottom of how the FISA Court abuses occurred. As noted above, the dossier was advanced by the coup d’état coconspirators as the key evidence that Trump colluded with Russia. The Steele dossier became so important to the coup d’état that the coconspirators funded the dossier, promoted it to the State Department, leaked key details to the media, and lied to the FISA Court by swearing that it constituted credible evidence that Trump was committing treason with Russia. Without the Steele dossier, the Trump-hating coconspirators were dead in the water. All this explains why the coconspirators were desperate to hide the fact that they funded and promoted the Steele document despite knowing the document was not true and could never be verified.


    A Short History of Deep State Covert Acts Creating the Steele Dossier


    In the 2012 presidential election, the Democrats hired Fusion GPS to conduct opposition research on GOP presidential candidate Mitt Romney. Then, in the 2016 presidential election, Republicans anxious to block Donald Trump were the first to fund Fusion GPS.


    In 2015, the Washington Free Beacon, a conservative website, hired Fusion GPS to conduct opposition research on several GOP presidential candidates, including Trump. The Washington Free Beacon is funded to a large extent by billionaire GOP donor Paul Singer, the owner of a hedge fund, Elliott Management Corporation (EMC), that specializes in acquiring distressed debt. In the 2016 presidential campaign, Singer had donated to the presidential campaigns of both Jeb Bush and Marco Rubio and was a major supporter of House speaker Paul Ryan.19 After Trump won, Singer reportedly contributed $1 million to Trump’s inauguration fund.20


    Singer has a long history of supporting globalist causes, including amnesty for illegal immigrants and mass third-world immigration. As reported by Breitbart, he was a key backer of the Republican establishment senators sponsoring the 2013 “Gang of Eight” amnesty bill; he joined with George Soros and the Ford Foundation to fund the National Immigration Forum, an open-borders nonprofit organization.21 Singer, an advocate of same-sex marriage and LGBT rights, funded the Human Rights Campaign that led boycotts in North Carolina when the state legislature passed a law maintaining separation of bathrooms on the basis of sex.


    Singer quit funding Fusion GPS on or around May 3, 2016, the date when Trump became the presumptive GOP presidential nominee by winning decisively the GOP primary in Indiana, causing Senator Ted Cruz to drop out of the race. But as the Democrats realized Trump’s primary race was likely to be successful, Hillary Clinton decided to fund Fusion GPS to complete the opposition research on Trump that Singer had initiated. Clinton’s presidential campaign and the Democratic National Committee instructed Marc Elias, a partner in the Seattle-based Perkins Coie law firm and the lawyer of record for both Clinton’s presidential campaign and the DNC, to retain Fusion GPS to complete the opposition research on Trump.22


    In April 2016, Perkins Coie signed the contract with Fusion GPS. The point was to launder through Perkins Coie the money that the Clinton campaign and the DNC planned to pay to Fusion GPS.23 Clinton’s campaign paid Perkins Coie $5.6 million in legal fees from June 2015 through December 2016; the DNC paid the law firm $3.6 million in “legal and compliance consulting” starting in November 2015. According to Federal Election Commission (FEC) records, the Clinton campaign and the DNC paid Perkins Coie a total of $12.4 million during the 2016 presidential election, but no payments from Perkins Coie to Fusion GPS are detailed. In the FEC records, payments from the Clinton campaign and the DNC to Perkins Coie are listed almost entirely for legal consulting, with only one payment of $66,500 listed for “research consulting” for the DNC.24


    Democrat-leaning Perkins Coie has a long history of working closely with the Clintons and Obama. Beginning in November 2009, Robert Bauer, a senior partner at Perkins Coie, served as White House counsel. Previously, Bauer served as Obama’s personal attorney and as the general counsel for the Obama for America organization during the 2008 presidential campaign. On June 2, 2011, as the Obama birth certificate controversy was heating up, Bauer resigned as White House counsel to resume his position as a Perkins Coie partner. Bauer is married to Anita Dunn, a political operative who established a reputation in 2009 for attacking Fox News for being “an arm of the GOP.” She launched the attack from her position, at the time, as President Obama’s White House communications director.


    When President Obama released his “long-form birth certificate” in a White House press conference on April 27, 2011, Perkins Coie partner Judith Corley was identified as the person who had traveled to Hawaii to pick up the birth certificate from Loretta Fuddy, then the director of the Hawaii Department of Health.25 Starting January 7, 2010, Corley had worked as an attorney in the office of White House counsel responsible for representing President Obama in personal matters. In total, Corley had worked at Perkins Coie for nearly thirty years, tracing back to 1981 when she joined the firm as a law clerk.26


    Corley returned from Hawaii in 2011 with a computer printout of Obama’s long-form birth certificate, an oddity given that Hawaii did not use computers to print birth certificates in 1961. There is no evidence that Corley was allowed by the Hawaii Department of Health to review Obama’s original 1961 birth records, assuming those records exist. The only law enforcement investigation into Obama’s 1961 long-form birth certificate released by the White House on April 27, 2011, was conducted by Arizona’s Maricopa County Sheriff Joe Arpaio, under the direction of Mike Zullo, the head of Arpaio’s “cold-case posse.” On January 10, 2016, Arpaio and Zullo reported their conclusion that the long-form birth certificate document released by the White House was a forgery, as validated by two independent forensic examinations.27 I was with Zullo and the cold-case posse in Hawaii in 2012, when the Hawaii Department of Health refused to show the Arizona law enforcement officials Obama’s original 1961 birth records. In 2012, in Hawaii, I discovered the authentic long-form computer-printed birth certificate (issued to a person other than Obama) from which Obama’s was forged.


    In her 2017 book entitled Hacks: The Inside Story of the Break-ins and Breakdowns That Put Donald Trump in the White House, Donna Brazile, a former chair of the Democratic National Committee and a Clinton loyalist who is now a Fox News contributor, raised the question as to whether Clinton’s campaign and the Democratic National Party relied on advice from Perkins Coie to engage in manipulating donor contributions in a manner that may have violated federal election laws. The issue involved how the Clinton campaign diverted to the DNC, at a national level, various campaign donations to the Hillary Victory Fund that were supposedly intended to be used by state Democratic Party organizations in thirty-two states. The DNC evidently used these diverted funds to pay off the massive DNC debt Obama left behind.28 Various Podesta emails on WikiLeaks appear to support the allegation that the Clinton campaign used the Hillary Victory Fund as part of a money-laundering scheme that gained Clinton’s presidential campaign hundreds of millions of dollars in apparent direct violation of FEC campaign financing laws and regulations.


    To understand the Clinton campaign’s money-laundering scheme, we need to appreciate that the Clinton campaign knew that several top-dollar millionaire and billionaire Democratic Party donors wanted to contribute several hundred thousand dollars to Clinton’s campaign, but were constrained from doing so by FEC campaign contribution limits set by law well below the amounts these millionaires and billionaires wanted to contribute. For instance, in November 2015, Podesta expressed in an email his irritation that the Clinton campaign wanted him to “hit up his clients” to contribute $33,400 per person, or $66,000 to $100,000 per couple, to attend a Hillary Victory Fund event in New York City. Attendees would join Hillary and Bill Clinton for dinner and an “intimate” evening that would feature a “memorable” performance by Sting.29 Under FEC laws, all that the Clinton campaign could accept from an individual donor during the primaries was a maximum of $2,700, plus an additional $2,700 for the general election. But by setting up the Hillary Victory Fund as a joint venture between the Clinton campaign and the thirty-two state party committees, in a structure that appeared to many to be in violation of federal election laws,30 the super wealthy could contribute as much as $712,220, with $356,100 going to the primary phase of the campaign and another $356,100 earmarked for the general campaign after the primaries were over.


    After Brazile took over the DNC following the resignation of Debbie Wasserman Schultz over the WikiLeaks email scandal, Brazile realized that the Hillary Victory Fund required the thirty-two Democratic state parties to wire the money back to the DNC almost as soon as the fund had wired the states their portions. This seemed to Brazile to be a possibly illegal scheme to get around the limits placed on individual campaign donations by federal election law. What the DNC did was wire fund money to the state Democratic party organizations one day, with the agreement that the state organizations would wire the money back to the DNC at the national level the next day. In an article published on Politico on May 2, 2016, Kenneth P. Vogel and Isaac Arnsdorf concluded that the Hillary Victory Fund had “transferred $3.8 million to the state parties, but almost all of that cash ($3.3 million, or 88 percent) was quickly transferred to the DNC, usually within a day or two, by the Clinton staffer who controls the committee.”31 Vogel and Arnsdorf found that less than 1 percent of the $61 million raised by Clinton’s campaign had stayed in the state parties’ coffers.


    When the scandal became public, Perkins Coie recommended a public relations strategy to defuse the crisis. In an email exchange in April 2016, Graham Wilson, a Perkins Coie attorney, advised officials at the DNC to be circumspect in responding to questions being asked by a Politico reporter (Vogel) who appeared to suspect the DNC was using the Hillary Victory Fund to circumvent campaign finance contribution limits.32 Wilson’s advice was for the DNC to tell Vogel that the DNC’s money at the national level was “for critical investments in infrastructure, maintaining the DNC’s national voter file, and bolstering our research, communications and digital capabilities, all of which will help elect Democrats up and down the ballot in November and help strengthen state parties across the country.” In the email exchange with the outside counsel, the DNC also made it clear that it was running the money through Amalgamated Bank, one of the largest union-owned banks in the United States. The union bank owner, the Service Employees International Union (SEIU), strongly supports the Democratic Party and supported Clinton’s candidacy. To date, the DOJ has taken no legal action against Clinton or her campaign officials for this apparent violation of campaign finance laws.


    The Clinton campaign and the DNC knew what they were doing when they got Perkins Coie to negotiate the contract with Fusion GPS to conduct opposition research on Trump. Given the Democrats’ history with Perkins Coie, the Clintons could calculate that the law firm would do their bidding. The Perkins Coie advice in the Hillary Victory Fund scheme suggests that the law firm was more than willing to interpret the law so as to justify actions taken by the Clinton campaign and the DNC to advance Hillary’s candidacy. Most importantly, the Clintons and the DNC had plausible deniability—an important element when politicians decide to bend the law—in that they hired Perkins Coie, their law firm, to get information on Trump. Perkins Coie in turn hired Fusion GPS, which in turn hired Christopher Steele. This way, the Clintons and the DNC could always deny that they had hired a foreign national to develop information from the Russian government and Russian intelligence sources about Trump’s business and financial dealings—information that could be used to compromise or destroy Trump’s reputation and his presidential campaign. Perkins Coie knew Fusion GPS was the right choice because Glenn Simpson had already been peddling dirt on Trump to Trump’s GOP opponents. Simpson, in turn, knew he could rely upon Steele to dig up dirt on Trump in Russia, where Steele had served as an MI6 agent and where he continued to tout expertise at Orbis Business Intelligence, the London-based private intelligence firm Steele cofounded in 2009.


    Steele’s history with MI6 strongly suggests the plan to destroy Trump with the bogus Russia-collusion narrative originated in British intelligence, specifically within the British Government Communications Headquarters (GCHQ) unit. This helps explain why Christopher Steele, a former MI6 British intelligence officer with spying experience in Russia, was chosen by Glenn Simpson to work with Fusion GPS. Just as the Clinton campaign and the DNC fronted their relationship with Fusion GPS through Perkins Coie, British intelligence could trust that their histories with U.S. intelligence would make it unlikely the dirty dossier would ever be traced back to GCHQ. We will develop this theme more extensively in Chapter 4.


    So, in June 2016, Perkins Coie hired Fusion GPS, and Simpson in turn contracted with Orbis to get the services of Steele. From the beginning, Steele touted that the sources he used to develop the information detrimental to Trump were in Russian government and intelligence. This turned out to be an excellent cover for peddling in the Steele dossier Russian disinformation and other unverified and scurrilous information on Trump.


    It is important to note that the work Simpson did for Paul Singer and the Washington Free Beacon was based entirely on public sources, with none of the information coming from Steele.33 Neither Paul Singer nor the Washington Free Beacon had any involvement with Steele or with the Steele dossier, a document specifically developed for the Democrats after Perkins Coie contracted with Fusion GPS.


    Christopher Steele’s Covert Ties to U.S. Agencies


    To understand the role that Christopher Steele played in the attempted coup d’état, it is important to appreciate a few key points about his background. Steele, a twenty-six-year-old married man, landed in Moscow in 1990 to work as an MI6 British intelligence spy operating under thin diplomatic cover. The Russian intelligence KGB unit evidently was onto Steele as a British spy from the beginning.34 Despite this, Steele had remarkable longevity in Moscow. He managed to stay in Moscow through the days of General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev’s attempted perestroika and glasnost reforms, through the failed August 1991 Soviet coup d’état against Gorbachev, through the fall of the Berlin Wall in November 1991, and through the beginning of Boris Yeltsin’s first term as president of the newly formed Russian Federation. Back in London in 1993, Steele advanced within MI6 to the point where he held a senior position on MI6’s Russian desk in 2006. That year, Steele was chosen by MI6 to be the case officer investigating the poisoning by Russia of Alexander Litvinenko, a Russian intelligence officer who at the time of his poisoning was living in London as a Russian dissident. It also turns out that Steele was Litvinenko’s MI6 handler at the time he was poisoned, a less-often-repeated fact that casts doubt over Steele’s effectiveness as an intelligence operative. Steele was credited with being the first to realize that Litvinenko’s murder was a Russian “hit” job.35


    After suffering the personal tragedy of his first wife’s death in 2009 from cirrhosis of the liver, Steele, then forty-three years old, left MI6 to establish Orbis Business Intelligence Ltd. in London with the primary goal of providing intelligence to multinational businesses.36 Around the time Simpson was leaving the Wall Street Journal, Steele was leaving MI6. The two met in London in 2009 and decided to set up a business relationship between their two firms, Fusion GPS and Orbis. Simpson and Steele “knew some of the same people and shared expertise on Russia,” explained Luke Harding, a British journalist with experience working as a foreign correspondent in Russia. “The Washington-based and London-based firms worked for oligarchs litigating other oligarchs. This might involve asset tracing—identifying large sums concealed behind layers of offshore companies.”37 Orbis thus became a subcontractor of Fusion GPS. That the payment for the Steele dossier traces from Fusion GPS back to the Clinton campaign and the DNC leaves no doubt the Steele dossier is properly characterized as “opposition research” conducted for a political candidate, not independent research.


    In sum, Hillary Clinton hired a former foreign spy to use his contacts in Russia to conduct opposition research on Donald Trump, Hillary’s GOP presidential opponent in 2016.


    For the Clintons, Simpson and Steele were a good choice to conduct the opposition research linking Trump with Russia. Both Simpson and Steele had extensive histories with U.S. intelligence agencies, including the CIA, and with the U.S. diplomatic corps at the level of the U.S. State Department.


    In 2009, Orbis was hired by England’s Football Association, known as FA England, to investigate allegations of corruption within the Fédération Internationale de Football Association (FIFA) surrounding Russia’s bid to host the 2018 or 2020 World Cup. In January 2017, Reuters published a bombshell report that Steele had, in the summer of 2010, met secretly in London with members of a New York-based FBI squad assigned to investigate Eurasian organized crime.38 The FBI at that time was interested in learning what Steele had uncovered in his investigation into FIFA corruption. In May 2015, fourteen people were indicted in U.S. federal court following an investigation into FIFA corruption conducted by the FBI and the IRS Criminal Investigation Division for various offenses involving wire fraud, racketeering, and money laundering in relation to the FIFA selection of World Cup sites.39 Among those arrested were five FIFA officials involved in a $150 million bribery kickback scheme by soccer marketing organizations in connection with the selection of the host country for the 2010 World Cup and the 2011 FIFA presidential election.40 Steele’s work in the FIFA investigation “burnished Steele’s reputation inside the U.S. intelligence community and the FBI,” where he was regarded as “a pro, a well-connected Brit, who understood Russian espionage and subterranean tricks.”41


    Between 2014 and 2016, Steele wrote more than one hundred reports on Russia and the Ukraine. While the reports were written for a private client, they were widely read within the U.S. Department of State, with copies sent up to then secretary of state Kerry and then assistant secretary of state for European and Eurasian affairs Victoria Nuland, who at that time was directing the State Department’s response to Russia’s annexation of Ukraine and Putin’s covert invasion into eastern Ukraine.42


    Glenn Simpson was widely known for his work as a correspondent for the Wall Street Journal who specialized in writing about post-Soviet Russia, before he left the newspaper to form Fusion GPS with Peter Fritsch, a former Wall Street Journal senior editor, and Thomas Catan, also a former Wall Street Journal journalist.


    Their already-established credibility with key officials in the CIA and the State Department made Simpson and Steele the ideal tag team to peddle Clinton-funded lies to demean and defeat Donald Trump. Those lies included suggesting that Trump had unsavory financial and business ties with Russian billionaire oligarchs and a history of shady dealings in Russia with beauty pageants that allowed Russian president Vladimir Putin to compromise Trump and control Trump’s presidential campaign. Clinton had candidates other than Simpson and Steele to develop the opposition research on Trump. One in particular was her longtime confidant Sidney Blumenthal. But Blumenthal was considered a Clinton loyalist and an outsider to the Washington intelligence and diplomatic communities. Blumenthal could be considered to be in the business of developing intelligence information for private candidates, but he lacked the credibility with the Washington establishment that Simpson and Steele enjoyed.


    The trust the U.S. government placed in Simpson and Steele allowed them to share with the FBI and DOJ Steele’s dossier on Trump while the document was in progress. This open access permitted Simpson and Steele to share their dirt on Trump with the FBI and DOJ confidentially, knowing their explosive information was likely to prompt the Obama administration justice system to open a counterintelligence investigation into Trump. Simpson and Steele could be confident that because of their already established trust, the FBI and DOJ would buy Steele’s dirt on Trump without investigating the dossier’s scurrilous claims independently. Simpson and Steele calculated correctly in that the FBI and DOJ used Steele’s research to establish “probable cause” to believe that Trump was a Russian agent.


    At the end of this chapter, we will establish that Steele, in his hatred of Trump, also secretly promoted his dossier to various news agencies in Washington and New York. When the newspapers began publishing Steele’s dirt on Trump, Simpson and Steele created the illusion with the FBI, DOJ, and the State Department that the dossier’s dirt on Trump had “independent corroboration,” further boosting the Obama administration’s willingness to go forward and investigate Trump.


    All along, Simpson and Steele knew that the anti-Trump information in his dossier lacked verification. However, should the Steele dossier blow up as a fraud, Clinton and the DNC could place blame on Perkins Coie, suggesting Perkins Coie had selected Fusion GPS to conduct the research on Trump and/or that Clinton and the DNC did not realize their payments to Perkins Coie were ending up with Simpson and Steele. In the final analysis, Clinton and the DNC had the fallback alibi that they had relied upon the legal advice of their attorneys, trusting that the opposition research developed by Fusion GPS would be accurate. Should the Steele dossier prove a fraud, as it ultimately was, the Clintons and the DNC set up Perkins Coie, not the Clintons or the Democratic Party, to take the heat as the fall guy.


    The Steele Dossier Is Exposed as a Fraud


    According to a report filed by Jerry Dunleavy published in the Washington Examiner on March 15, 2019,43 Steele admitted in a deposition under oath, taken in London, that in developing the Trump dossier, he used unverified reports he pulled from CNN’s iReport website, unaware that the submissions on that website are made by members of the public and are not checked for accuracy. Dunleavy further reported that a web archive dated July 29, 2009, shows that CNN described the iReport website as follows: “iReport.com is a user-generated site. This means the stories submitted by users are not fact-checked or screened before they post.” When questioned, Steele admitted he did not understand that stories published on iReport were not generated by CNN reporters.


    Dunleavy reported that Steele “was pressed on this further: ‘Do you understand that CNN iReports are or were nothing more than any random individuals’ assertions on the Internet?’ Steele replied: ‘No, I obviously presume that if it is on a CNN site that it may has [sic] some kind of CNN status. Albeit that it may be an independent person posting on the site.’” Dunleavy added: “When asked about his methodology for searching for this information, Steele described it as ‘what we could call an open source search,’ which he defined as ‘where you go into the Internet and you access material that is available on the Internet that is of relevance or reference to the issue at hand or the person under consideration.’ Steele said his dossier contained ‘raw intelligence’ that he admitted could contain untrue or even ‘deliberately false information.’” Dunleavy also wrote: “When asked whether he warned Fusion GPS that the information in the dossier might be ‘Russian disinformation,’ Steele admitted that ‘a general understanding existed between us and Fusion…that all material contained this risk.’”


    Steele Leaks the Dossier


    In the London deposition under oath, Steele admitted that when the Trump dossier was finished in December 2016, he provided a copy to journalists in order to make public the information harmful to Trump’s candidacy, despite being unable to verify the damaging and outright scurrilous information on Trump that the dossier contained. A Steele leak to Michael Isikoff, the chief investigative correspondent for Yahoo! News, was particularly damaging. On September 23, 2016, Isikoff published an article titled “U.S. Intel Officials Probe Ties between Trump and Kremlin.”44 Isikoff’s article reported that U.S. intelligence officials were seeking to determine if Carter Page, an American businessman identified by Trump as one of his foreign policy advisors, had opened up private communications with senior Russian officials about the possibility of lifting economic sanctions if the Republican nominee became president.


    The Isikoff article, based largely on leaks by Steele of material in his Trump dossier, was particularly damaging to Trump because it established the quid pro quo that Trump was willing to extend to Russia in return for help stealing the DNC emails and getting them to Julian Assange at WikiLeaks. In 2018, it became public knowledge that Isikoff’s story had been cited by the DOJ as one justification in its application to the FISA Court for permission to conduct electronic surveillance on Page. Isikoff admitted that his story was based almost entirely on information from the Steele dossier, which he claimed had been passed on to him by an unnamed intermediary.45 This is particularly damaging because the FBI and DOJ used the Isikoff article in their FISA Court warrant as independent verification of the Steele dossier claims—without revealing that Steele was the source of Isikoff’s article.


    In his London deposition, Steele also admitted he had leaked the Trump dossier to Senator John McCain, as well as to Isikoff. McCain learned about the Russia dossier while attending the annual Halifax International Security Forum in Canada on November 18, 2016. McCain dispatched an emissary on a transatlantic flight to an undisclosed airport, where the emissary was handed the dossier. Jerry Dunleavy, in his report on the Steele deposition, noted Steele’s disclosure that he also had given a copy of the Steele dossier to McCain’s aide, David Kramer, who in turn shared information in the dossier with more than a dozen journalists. “‘I provided copies of the December memo to Fusion GPS for onward passage to David Kramer at the request of John McCain,’” Steele said in the deposition, per Dunleavy’s article. “‘Senator McCain nominated him [Kramer] as the intermediary. I did not choose him as the intermediary.’” Dunleavy also reported that Steele said in the deposition that he told Kramer that he could not vouch for the truthfulness of everything in the memo and that his statement to Kramer placed “an emphasis on ‘everything.’” When asked why he believed it was important to provide the dossier to McCain, Steele explained: “‘Because I judged it had national security implications for the United States and the West as a whole.’”


    Steele had reason to believe that Kramer would give his dossier added credibility. David Kramer had served as the U.S. assistant secretary of state for democracy, human rights, and labor from 2008 to 2009. He was in attendance at the Halifax meeting with McCain, after which he agreed to go to London to meet Steele in person.


    In a deposition given in a U.S. District Court in Florida on December 13, 2017, Kramer described his conversation with Steele in London, noting that Steele admitted to him that the Trump dossier had not been verified.46 “He [Steele] explained that what was produced [in the Trump dossier] needed to be corroborated and verified,” Kramer said in the deposition. Kramer continued to note that Steele admitted that he himself did not feel he was in a position to vouch for everything in the dossier. “But he [Steele] felt that based on the sources and based on his own company’s track record, he felt that at least he had the best sources possible to produce information,” Kramer added, noting that Steele also admitted that some of his information in the dossier was raw intelligence, which Kramer understood to mean “human intelligence which has not been corroborated or verified by other sources.”


    Kramer also noted that Steele explained to him in London that he had decided to leak the Trump dossier because “he was rather alarmed by what he had found, and felt that it was, while he was not an American citizen, felt it was his duty to continue to pursue what he had uncovered.” Steele did not hand over a copy of the dossier to Kramer in London, but he arranged for Glenn Simpson to get him a copy on Kramer’s return to the United States. Kramer affirmed that both Steele and Simpson knew that Kramer was going to give a copy of the dossier to Senator McCain. When asked why Steele wanted McCain to bring the dossier to the FBI, when Steele had already met with the FBI to discuss it, Kramer answered that “having Senator McCain provide it [the Steele dossier] to the FBI would give it a little more oomph than it had had up until that point.” When asked why Steele and Simpson preferred McCain to take the Steele dossier to the FBI, rather than Senator Chuck Schumer, a Democrat, Kramer answered, “I think they [Simpson and Steele] felt a senior Republican was better to be the recipient of this rather than a Democrat because if it were a Democrat, I think the view was that it would have been a political attack.” These answers further confirm that Steele and Simpson were pursuing a strategy to legitimate the Trump dossier by having it brought to the FBI, DOJ, and State Department through trusted top-level agency personnel or trusted sources such as John McCain, a GOP senator widely known to dislike Donald Trump.


    Kramer testified that he handed over the Steele dossier on November 30, 2016. On December 10, 2016, McCain arranged a private meeting with then FBI director James Comey to hand over the dossier.


    Kramer admitted that after December 10, 2016, though he could not recall exact dates, he shared the Steele dossier with the news media, including reporter David Corn at Mother Jones; World Affairs Editor Julian Borger at the Guardian in London; reporters Matthew Mosk and Brian Ross at ABC News; Moscow reporter Alan Cullison with the Wall Street Journal; reporter Peter Stone at McClatchy, investigative reporter Bob Little at NPR (National Public Radio); reporters Tom Hamburger and Rosalind S. Helderman at Washington Post; reporter Ken Bensinger at BuzzFeed; and, at Steele’s specific request, investigative reporter Carl Bernstein of Watergate fame. On January 10, 2017, ten days before Trump’s inauguration as president, as Kramer was meeting with Borger from the Guardian, he learned that CNN and BuzzFeed had broken the story, with BuzzFeed publishing an unredacted version of the document on its website. BuzzFeed reported in an article published on January 10, 2017, that the Trump dossier contained allegations that the Russian government had been “cultivating, supporting, and assisting” then president-elect Donald Trump for years.47 In his deposition, Kramer affirmed that Steele provided hard copies of the Steele dossier to many of the journalists with whom he met.48


    After Clinton lost the 2016 election, Simpson and Steele decided they would make the Steele dossier the centerpiece of the Democrats’ effort to impeach Trump. After the November 2016 election, the tag team of Simpson and Steele devised a strategy to leak the Steele dossier to the mainstream media to stimulate widespread public acceptance of the lies at the heart of their unverified and salacious opposition research against Trump.


    In summary, before the election, Steele leaked the dossier to Michael Isikoff at Yahoo! News, trusting that Isikoff would publish information from it as if the information had been independently corroborated. This assisted the FBI and the DOJ in their efforts to open a counterintelligence investigation against Trump, and also gave them the ammunition to pad their FISA court application with a published news source that gave the information in the Steele dossier the patina of independent media corroboration and verification. Then, in December 2016, after Clinton lost the election, Simpson peddled the Steele dossier through the offices of Senator John McCain to a large number of mainstream media known to dislike Trump. The goal then was to plant the Russia-collusion narrative firmly in the mainstream media, setting up the premise after the election that Trump was a Russian asset—a Russian spy—who needed to be impeached before he had served out his first term in office as president of the United States in order to preserve the national security of the United States.


    In December 2016, McCain handed then FBI director Comey a copy of the Steele dossier, evidently not knowing that Comey already had various drafts of Steele’s work, provided by Steele through FBI and DOJ channels as the dossier was being written.
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