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Advance Praise for Compromised 

			“As the mainstream media averts its eyes from the truth, the Government Accountability Institute once again hits the bullseye and reveals the deep corruption at the heart of the FBI and DOJ leadership under the Obama Administration. The vaunted ‘independence’ of these once respected agencies has turned into unchecked power and unaccountability. By exposing the corruption, the author presents the American people and our elected officials a road map for returning these agencies to their historically respected role in U.S. law enforcement.”

			—Victoria Toensing, Former Deputy Assistant Attorney General, and Joseph diGenova, Former United States Attorney

			“Following the money is an important way to get to the truth. Seamus Bruner has done that precisely in Compromised. Anyone concerned about our country should read this book.”

			—Kenneth Sukhia, Former United States Attorney.

			“Our criminal justice system has been horribly corrupted and politicized—especially by the Obama administration. This important book is a must read as it peels back the layers and exposes the truth.” 

			—Sidney Powell, former Assistant US Attorney, Appellate Section Chief, and Author of #1 Bestseller Licensed to Lie: Exposing Corruption in the Department of Justice.
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			This book is dedicated to the federal agents and officials
who remain uncompromised. To the countless men and
women who perform their duties faithfully and
free from politics and bias. To all who personify the
motto “Fidelity, Bravery, Integrity.” Thank you.
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			FOREWORD


			The Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) occupies a trusted position in our society. It infiltrates the mob. It busts drug rings. It vigorously pursues the modern slavery of human trafficking. The FBI is the long arm of the law, protecting America against foreign and domestic terrorists and criminals. 

			Americans respect the FBI for the bravery of its agents and their fidelity to the mission. Both in real life and in popular culture, the FBI is often the good guy in the blue suit. FBI special agents are known not only for their crime-solving skills in the field but for the professional expertise they bring to cracking the case—in many cases they are lawyers or trained accountants. Special agents in field offices across America even enjoy the admiration of the local police forces whose toes they must sometimes step on.

			That is not to say there are not bad apples among the rank-and-file. Of course, those will be found in any large organization, especially one as hierarchical as the FBI. Indeed, the bureau’s reputation remains intact despite the well-known abuses of its longtime director J. Edgar Hoover during the civil rights era. As we have seen in the current investigations surrounding the allegations of Russian interference in the presidential election, FBI personnel are human beings too. 

			In addition to its work against criminals, the FBI also investigates possible corruption by our elected officials. And it is here that the potential for the bureau to be influenced by powerful outsiders is most dangerous. The FBI, as part of the Department of Justice (DOJ), is often tasked with conducting surveillance, undercover work, and sting operations to catch corrupt government officials who are enriching themselves through their public positions, taking bribes, or are unduly influenced by foreign powers. It was the FBI that busted federal employees spying for the Soviet Union, China, and other foreign powers. The FBI obtained the evidence of legislators taking bribes for pushing legislation or pressing regulators to look the other way for their powerful benefactors.

			The character and the integrity of the bureau’s leadership is critical. The FBI and DOJ must be led by public servants who put aside their political ambitions and personal wealth to serve the public trust. Compromised describes what happens when they do not.

			As an investigative journalist for thirty years, I have learned how easy and tempting it is for leaders in government service to falter in that trust—to rationalize their pursuit of personal gain and political advantage. Our government is full of ambitious politicians who do this routinely, gaining more power by serving dominant commercial interests. By exploiting vague ethics laws, these bad actors find ways to return favors—sometimes years later and one or two steps removed from the action. But their fingerprints remain.

			I co-founded the nonpartisan Government Accountability Institute (GAI) in 2012 to find those fingerprints. We are a nonprofit group of investigative journalists and data analysts. We do our own research and publish our findings in reports, or as raw material shared with media organizations to further pursue, or as books such as Compromised: How Money and Politics Drive FBI Corruption. I am proud to say that Seamus Bruner volunteered for me in 2011 and was one of the first people to join our organization. His work on our previous projects has been exceptional.

			With the support of our generous donors, GAI has found a niche doing the kind of enterprise journalism that reporters and editors at the major TV networks and the largest newspapers used to do, but no longer have the resources or the time to do themselves.

			Previous GAI investigations exposed corruption in Congress, in the bureaucracy, and by politicians who enrich themselves and their relatives through sweetheart deals and complex forms of bribery. My most recent book, Secret Empires, became a number one bestseller on The New York Times list, revealing the many ways that members of Congress and even a president have enriched their children and closest friends—legally—by taking advantage of loopholes in financial disclosure laws that govern how they can earn money, but place no restrictions at all on their family members.

			Released in 2015, Clinton Cash: The Untold Story of How and Why Foreign Governments and Businesses Helped Make Bill and Hillary Rich, revealed how Hillary Clinton and her husband leveraged their nonprofit foundation empire for personal gain, and how they engaged in numerous schemes to enrich their friends and donors. That book was also a New York Times bestseller, and was quoted and cited extensively during the 2016 presidential campaign. The team at GAI spent almost two years researching the book, and we are proud of its success.

			My 2013 book, Extortion, showed how the Obama administration targeted industries for criminal investigation but chose not to pursue key political donors. It showed how lawmakers used campaign slush funds to bankroll their own lifestyles. Throw Them All Out (2011) documented how legislators enhanced their own stock portfolios based on confidential information they learned in supposedly closed hearings. This led to passage of the STOCK (Stop Trading on Congressional Knowledge) Act, outlawing the practice.

			I can tell you that the most common theme of government corruption stories is the famous “revolving door” between public service and big contractors, the white-shoe law firms and lobbying shops. As the door spins, those entering bring special expertise that modern government needs, while those exiting are full of fresh connections and a panoply of favors they did in government service. We ask them to go through that spinning door committed to serve honestly, to use their powers for good. It is up to citizens to hold them to that standard.

			We expect certain necessary overlap in positions involving defense, energy, trade, and other commercial areas. However, justice is so basic, so essential to American government that we properly demand—without exception—complete integrity among those entrusted with law enforcement. There is absolutely no room for self-dealers and favor-traders in the FBI or DOJ. There is no room for any such compromise. The men and women of the FBI deserve leaders who view this responsibility as the noble calling it truly is.

			This is not only because Americans expect justice to be impartial, but because in the post-9/11 world, Americans have granted the FBI and other law enforcement officers vast new powers to conduct surveillance on citizens, to monitor online communications, behavior, and financial movements. We have entrusted immense power in law enforcement and in special courts to weigh the privacy we all enjoy with the possibility there may be terrorists exploiting these same freedoms to do us harm. It is deadly serious work, and no place for corruption of any sort.

			In these pages, Seamus will show you there has been such favor-trading among the leadership of the FBI and in the DOJ. His research reveals that some relationships go back decades and that the “revolving door” is more of a perpetual turnstile. The relationships do not stop while the door spins. The players keep in contact both inside and outside public service, never missing a beat.

			There is much here that will be new, and Seamus gives you the historical background to understand and not be overwhelmed or frustrated. We believe in providing you with the relevant facts so you can be a well-informed citizen. Seamus offers some recommendations at the end of this book, but those are meant as a starting point. His greatest service is shining the light of truth on what happened at the FBI and DOJ in recent years. We hope this book will be an invaluable tool for fixing it.

			 

			—Peter Schweizer
Government Accountability Institute
July 4, 2018

		


		
			INTRODUCTION


			On April 9, 2018, a team of FBI agents stormed the office, home, and hotel room of President Trump’s personal attorney, Michael Cohen. The early-morning raid was executed based on a referral from former FBI Director Robert Mueller’s special counsel investigation. The FBI agents spent hours collecting documents and records purportedly related to payments made to adult film actress Stormy Daniels. (Daniels allegedly had an affair with Trump and has inexplicably become a central figure in the special counsel’s investigation into Russian efforts to influence the 2016 election.)1 The agents seized privileged communications between Trump and his personal attorney.2 On May 8, 2018, Daniels’s attorney revealed information apparently obtained from some of Cohen’s confidential banking records. The Treasury Department inspector general opened an investigation the following day seeking to determine if the records had been leaked.3

			This escalation in the battle between Trump and Mueller means one of two things: Either Mueller is getting close to snaring Trump or, as Trump alleges, the investigation is “disgraceful” and “a witch hunt.” Either way, the raid demonstrates that Mueller has near-unlimited investigative powers to compel Trump and his associates to cooperate.4 Reporting of the incident has been divided along partisan lines. Trump’s media critics celebrated the raid. “The Law Is Coming, Mr. Trump,” read a New York Times opinion editorial.5 The audience of Stephen Colbert’s late-night talk show literally cheered.6 The right-wing media was alarmed at the apparent abuse of power. FOX News’s Sean Hannity called the raid a declaration of war and said, “Robert Mueller has now officially gone rogue.”7 One of the more striking details to emerge is that Trump’s Deputy Attorney General, Rod Rosenstein, personally approved the raid.8

			Mueller and Rosenstein’s raid on Trump’s personal attorney raises a number of questions. First, is Rosenstein a neutral party? Second, is Mueller getting close to bringing charges against Trump and/or his attorney? Or is the special counsel investigation a witch hunt, as Trump suggests? Is attorney-client privilege “dead?” Finally, what role does Trump’s FBI play in this Shakespearean epic, in which a former FBI director is apparently seeking to oust a sitting U.S. president? These questions and many more will be answered as we seek to uncover answers to the most crucial question of all: Has the FBI been compromised?

			Brief History of the FBI 

			The Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) is America’s premier law enforcement agency. Tracing its roots to 1908, the bureau has a long, proud history of investigating serious crimes, catching criminals, and helping federal prosecutors lock them up. Federal prosecutors (also known as U.S. attorneys) are, like the FBI itself, part of the Department of Justice (DOJ).9 Together, they ensure proper investigation and prosecution of federal crimes. Simply put, they are the long arm of the law. 

			Even in its earliest years, the FBI also functioned as an intelligence and security service, conducting counterintelligence and counterterrorism operations to protect Americans from the wiles of foreign and domestic enemies.10 Most of the FBI’s 35,000 employees are honest, hardworking, selfless men and women who strive to uphold the values of the bureau and personify its motto: Fidelity, Bravery, Integrity.11 These men and women are agents, analysts, or support professionals, deployed across fifty-six field offices throughout the country.12

			The FBI has had its fair share of bad press over the years, some of it deserved and some not. For the most part, misdeeds and overreaches of the FBI have been isolated incidents. These misdeeds include the Japanese internment programs in the 1940s, and spying on civil rights activists, environmental groups, and other nonviolent organizations.

			The largest blemishes on the FBI’s reputation generally have occurred at the hands of its leadership, operating out of the J. Edgar Hoover Building in Washington, D.C. Many of these abuses occurred during the tenure of the building’s namesake, Director J. Edgar Hoover. They often involved his Counterintelligence Program (COINTELPRO), which he ran from 1956 until 1971. Hoover’s FBI even spied on Reverend Martin Luther King Jr. and blackmailed him, threatening to reveal his “immoral behavior” in what became known as the “suicide letter” (Comey allegedly kept a copy of the historic wiretap request on his desk).13 Over time, these unfortunate episodes have been forgiven or largely forgotten. 

			In 2016, the FBI and its parent, the DOJ, began a new episode in the abuse of power. Individuals operating out of Washington—at FBI headquarters (HQ) and the DOJ’s Main Justice building—engaged in questionable behavior. This behavior appears isolated to the highest levels of leadership: the FBI director, his deputy and staffers, and the attorney general and her deputies. Their actions have been the subject of much speculation and intrigue. Allegations are swirling, like that of obstruction on the part of former FBI Director James Comey; of classified intelligence leaks by him, his deputy, Andrew McCabe, and others; of political bias and conflicts of interest throughout their offices.14 These men and many others have since been fired or demoted, or have resigned under pressure. 

			Plenty of ink has been spilled seeking to figure out exactly what happened inside the FBI during the 2016 election and beyond. What’s happening now? These are important questions and in due time will be answered. But Americans must also ask themselves and their elected officials why the bureau’s leadership engaged in dubious behavior during such a consequential election. Was the bureau, the DOJ, or its leadership politicized? If so, how and why? Most important, was 2016 an isolated incident, or is the bureau compromised?

			This is a complex story with many moving parts. The names, the dates, and the allegiances blur together and much is unclear. The effort to disentangle the details behind the FBI’s and DOJ’s 2016 actions (and inactions) starts at the beginning. This story of corruption (like so many others) begins with Hillary Clinton. 

			Clinton Crash

			In early 2015, Hillary Clinton was primed and ready to begin her march to the White House. This was her time, she believed, the time to shatter the glass ceiling once and for all. Her poll numbers peaked after she left the State Department in 2013 with 67 percent popular support.15 The 67 percent dipped after the infamous Benghazi saga.16 But Hillary—like her husband, former President Bill Clinton—was a “comeback kid.” Many liken them both to Teflon, because the scandals don’t stick. Things looked good for her as she neared an April 2015 campaign announcement. She was still riding high on approval ratings. She had near-universal name recognition, a crucial variable in the quest for the U.S. presidency. What could go wrong?

			First, on March 2, 2015, The New York Times revealed that Hillary Clinton had used a private email address while she served as U.S. secretary of state between 2009 and 2013.17 The revelation was a bombshell, and the media erupted with questions: What was this all about? Was there a secret server? Was she conducting State Department business on the undisclosed email address, or was it only personal? Was she sending classified material? Was this legal? Clinton claimed it was all a big misunderstanding. She used a personal email account, just as some of her predecessors had, including Colin Powell. She was only talking about her daughter, Chelsea, and yoga.18 “Relax,” her supporters urged; Clinton was allowed to have a personal life and a corresponding email account. On March 12, Gallup published a poll and a parallel article under the headline, “Clinton Favorability, Familiarity Bests 2016 Contenders.” She had significantly higher favorable (50 percent) than unfavorable (39 percent) ratings than any other contenders.19 “Ignore the Noise—Clinton Will Win in 2016,” read a headline on the website The Hill.20

			But Clinton’s troubles were only beginning. 

			The media focused intensely and repeatedly inquired, what on earth happened with this private email server? They were asking the wrong questions, and ultimately, Clinton’s secret email server use was forgiven by the FBI leadership; Clinton was fully exonerated by Director James Comey in July 2016. 

			While everyone was focusing on the what, the Government Accountability Institute (GAI), led by New York Times bestselling author Peter Schweizer, answered the why. Why had Clinton chosen to use a secret email server?

			The answer came in Clinton Cash: The Untold Story of How and Why Foreign Governments and Businesses Helped Make Bill and Hillary Rich. The bombshell book dominated press coverage of Clinton for months, and even to this day still dogs “Clinton Inc.” The answer was simple; she used a private server because she had business to conduct. The findings in Clinton Cash made headlines repeatedly and were confirmed in numerous front-page exposés and deep-dive investigations by the top newspapers in the country: The New York Times, The Washington Post, and The Wall Street Journal, among others.21

			To date, none of the major findings in Clinton Cash have been debunked, in fact the opposite: It is all true. The Clintons had earned over $150 million in speaking fees.22 Their foundation had received nearly $2 billion in donations.23 Worst of all, Hillary Clinton had met with benefactors while she served as secretary of state. As many confirmed, these benefactors appeared to receive favorable treatment, if not outright favors.24

			The most lethal front-page exposé that Clinton Cash generated was the April 2015 New York Times story titled “Cash Flowed to Clinton Foundation Amid Russian Uranium Deal” by Pulitzer Prize-winning journalist Jo Becker.25 The Russian uranium deal in question involved a company called Uranium One. There was instant outrage due to the numerous national security implications involved. In fact, the Uranium One story (along with the other apparent quid pro quos described in the book) led to five separate FBI investigations in field offices across the country. FBI special agents used Clinton Cash as a “roadmap” and most readers could not understand how such blatant corruption had been permitted.26 FBI investigations of the Clintons remain ongoing and will be discussed throughout this book.27

			Clinton’s poll numbers took a hit and never really recovered, despite constant media predictions of her inevitable victory. Damage control efforts led to a struggle between the honest and patriotic FBI field agents and Clinton’s allies in the J. Edgar Hoover Building in D.C. The agents were being stonewalled by the FBI leadership.28 FBI Deputy Director Andrew McCabe essentially told the agents there wasn’t a “there, there.” FBI Director James Comey issued his unprecedented exoneration of candidate Clinton’s email practices in July 2016.29

			Many of the GOP candidates bemoaned the self-
serving actions of the Clintons and campaigned on Clinton Cash revelations (of their own volition). Notably, Clinton’s Democratic competitors, like Bernie Sanders, were her biggest apologists. They tried to distract from the quid pro quo allegations by conflating them with her email practices. “The American people are sick and tired of hearing about Secretary Clinton’s damn emails,” croaked Bernie Sanders on October 13, 2015.30 GOP candidate Donald Trump seized on the Clinton Cash revelations with vigor and wouldn’t let them go. He tweeted about “Crooked Hillary” constantly. The book was on his desk in a televised Wall Street Journal interview with Monica Langley.31 His campaign staff literally read from the book page by page to a massive audience at one of his rallies.32 Clinton was done. But her allies didn’t know it yet. Even in their overconfidence, some would hedge their bets. Thus began certain FBI agents’ plans for an “insurance policy” against Trump. 

			As Trump’s poll numbers continued to climb, the Clinton campaign (along with everyone else) began to take him seriously. Clinton and her campaign hired an opposition research outfit called Fusion GPS in April 2016 to dig up dirt on Trump.33 They needed some bombshells of their own. Fusion GPS, as we will see, is at the heart of the burgeoning FBI scandal, and many are wondering, what the heck happened? 

			Then, on November 2, 2016, just days before the election, Clinton Cash (having grown legs of its own) reared its head once more. A Wall Street Journal front-page exposé blared, “Secret Recordings Fueled FBI Feud in Clinton Probe,” delivering a major blow to Clinton’s aspirations. 

			The Journal confirmed not only that Schweizer and his team’s findings were being investigated by FBI field offices across the country, but also that the FBI leadership was trying to cover up for Clinton. This was yet another bombshell. The FBI agents were conducting criminal probes into the Clintons, their foundation, and the donors who had received favors. Additionally, the agents had obtained secret recordings that, they believed, proved that bribes had been made. They were ready to call in the prosecutors. But again, they were being stonewalled.34

			This book picks up where that story left off. Many are asking, what happened with this FBI feud? What happened to the investigations? What did FBI Director James Comey, deputy Andrew McCabe, and their lieutenants do? Was President Obama involved in any FBI misdeeds? Who exactly has been compromised by Clinton?

			This book seeks to disentangle and explain these complex, decades-old relationships. The FBI investigations remain ongoing as of this writing. There is also the question of Russian interference in the 2016 election and whom it benefitted. A special counsel team led by former FBI Director Robert Mueller was named to answer just that. The same names keep popping up: James Comey, Robert Mueller, Andrew McCabe, and Rod Rosenstein, among others. Here is their story.

			Chapter 1: The Insurance Policy

			•	There’s a burgeoning scandal involving the FBI, the DOJ, and the rest of the intelligence community. Various abuses of power during the 2016 election exposed previously undisclosed allegiances. Obama’s FBI and DOJ leaderships are central to the election abuses.

			•	Republicans are every bit as much to blame as Democrats. This is a bipartisan issue. 

			•	FBI bosses used “salacious and unverified” rumors as probable cause to believe Trump’s campaign was infiltrated by foreign agents—the FBI used rumors to obtain secret warrants, issued by a secret court typically reserved for terrorists and spies. 

			•	The FBI leadership and staff coordinated with known Clinton operatives to achieve this and referred to their operation as an “insurance policy” against “douche” Trump.

			•	FBI Director James Comey and top-level FBI lieutenants targeted a candidate during a presidential election with tactics not seen (publicly) since Watergate.

			•	The Clinton operatives, primarily Fusion GPS, paid Russian operatives and other foreign agents to compile their dossier. They paid media outlets to report on it. 

			•	The dossier was prima facie garbage. Nonetheless, the FBI sought to legitimize it. 

			•	Comey, McCabe, Mueller, Rosenstein, and others have become household names. This may not end well for them.

			•	Fusion GPS’s Glenn Simpson and Mary Jacoby were married in Little Rock, Arkansas. Jacoby, who has deep Clinton ties, visited Barack Obama’s residence in April 2016, and publicly credited Fusion with starting the Trump-Russia collusion narrative (and subsequent investigations).

			•	Mueller appointed a team of registered Democrats and Clinton associates. 

			•	This operation went all the way to the top: President Barack Obama. 

			•	But why would people with so much to lose risk it all? The question answers itself.

			Chapter 2: The FBI’s Burial of Uranium Scandals

			•	Still, many are wondering: what happened? It’s an important question. A better question is, why? The answer is that the FBI had much to hide.

			•	The FBI and DOJ could have stopped the sale of Uranium One to Russia. They didn’t.

			•	Worse, the FBI simultaneously knew about Russian nuclear bribery, racketeering, kickbacks, and money laundering schemes directly implicating the Russian nuclear agency (Rosatom) at least one year before the Uranium One takeover.

			•	When FBI Director Robert Mueller tried to expose a Russian spy ring in June 2010, he was initially rebuffed by the Obama White House. They wanted to preserve their Russian deals under the “reset.”

			•	The Russian spy ring, called the “illegals program,” targeted Clinton—successfully. 

			•	Clinton has borne much of the blame for allowing the Russian uranium deal to go through. Rightly so, as the Clinton Foundation received $145 million from Uranium One investors.

			•	There were more undisclosed Clinton donations, more Russian agents with ties to the Clintons, and a Rosatom inside man in Hillary Clinton’s State Department.

			•	Clinton’s defenders argued that she did not approve the sale by herself. That’s true, but is it better? They thought that excuse would exonerate her. In fact, it damned Obama’s closest advisors.

			•	The Committee on Foreign Investment in the United States (CFIUS) deal was compromised from the start.

			Chapter 3: The FBI’s and DOJ’s Foreign Agents Problem (FARA)

			•	The FBI and DOJ are responsible for investigating and enforcing laws that guard against foreign influence. Objectively, they have failed.

			•	One safeguard specifically governs the actions of foreign agents. It is called the Foreign Agents Registration Act (FARA), and the DOJ has only eight employees assigned to investigate violations.

			•	Fusion GPS hinted that Paul Manafort was violating FARA in 2008. Why did it take nine years to indict him? Is it just a coincidence that Fusion GPS’s dossier centered around his decade-old Ukrainian schemes?

			•	A GAI-exclusive, translated recording reveals an imprisoned Kazakh nuclear official who has confirmed Clinton-juiced uranium deals. He identified a $300 million slush fund that he calls “the Democrats’ purse.”

			•	Five corporations and foreign governments closely tied to Uranium One hired two D.C. lobbying firms to grease the skids. They were successful.

			•	Russians did meddle in the 2016 election. Russian foreign agents targeted both campaigns. Among Mueller’s team’s first indictments were Paul Manafort and some low-level internet “trolls.”

			•	Fusion GPS coordinated with foreign agents, the media, the State Department, and a U.S. senator to promote Clinton’s interests.

			•	Those in the Clinton campaign wrestled with FARA-linked donations during the 2016 election. Initially they decided against taking the foreign agents’ money. In the end, Clinton attorney Marc Elias flipped 180 degrees and the Clinton campaign concluded, “Take the money!”

			Chapter 4: The United Surveillance States of America (USSA)

			•	Former FBI directors James Comey and Robert Mueller have a long history of investigative failures.

			•	Comey and Mueller have worked together, like a pitcher and catcher, promoting the interests of the surveillance state.

			•	Comey’s net worth skyrocketed over 4,000 percent after he changed the rules of surveillance. Shortly after making the rule change, Comey joined Lockheed Martin, which received billion-dollar surveillance contracts from Robert Mueller’s FBI. In one year alone, Comey received $6.1 million from Lockheed Martin.

			•	Mueller advised surveillance contractors including Edward Snowden’s Booz Allen. Mueller received $3.5 million working at a white-shoe firm, and he directly represented surveillance interests such as Booz Allen, Facebook, Apple Inc., and Intel Corp. Facebook has been cooperating with a special counsel investigation.35

			Chapter 5: Foreign Intelligence and Surveillance Abuse

			•	Many believe that George W. Bush and the PATRIOT Act were the culprits behind mass warrantless domestic surveillance and the implied trampling of constitutional rights under the Fourth Amendment. That’s not the full story.

			•	The 2016 election abuses bear many resemblances to Nixon’s Watergate affair, but comparatively, Watergate was child’s play.

			•	One law, exacted in response to Watergate, is at the center of the 2016 election abuses: the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA).

			•	FISA has been widely abused since before the Bush administration. FISA abuse entails widespread spying on innocent American citizens. 

			•	The FBI and DOJ receive secret warrants from a secret court in secret proceedings. The proceedings are nonadversarial, and the accused targets never face their accusers.

			•	FISA warrants, once approved, are not simply for a wiretap. They allow a retroactive search and analysis of the entire history of a surveillance target’s communications, such as phone calls, text messages, emails, financials, and internet history—even private social media accounts are all subject to indefinite collection, search, and analysis. 

			•	The FBI and other intelligence agencies receive rubber-stamp approval from the secret FISA court. According to an analysis spanning 33 years, more than 1,000 FISA applications on average are submitted each year. All of them are approved (or amended), with only one denial issued every third year (a 99.97 percent approval rate). 

			 

			All this and much more will be discussed. The FBI and its parent agency, the DOJ, are supposed to investigate crimes and administer justice, not commit crimes and abort justice. How on earth was this allowed to happen? The simplest answers are power and money. The longer answer is the history of power and money and the effect those two things have on people over time. Rome wasn’t built in a day, and likewise the so-called “deep state,” including the leadership of the FBI, DOJ, NSA, CIA, and other intelligence agencies, has been constructed over many years. This is not a Republican-versus-Democrat issue. This is a liberty-versus-tyranny issue. Both sides are to blame, and both sides must come together to fix it.

			In June 2018, we contacted the major players mentioned throughout this book: James Comey, Andrew McCabe, Rod Rosenstein, Robert Mueller, Sally Yates, Andrew Weissmann, Aaron Zebley, Jeannie Rhee, Bruce and Nellie Ohr, Fusion GPS, Glenn Simpson, Mary Jacoby, Marc Elias and Perkins Coie, Daniel Poneman, the Scowcroft Group, Tom Donilon, Theodore Kassinger, Jose Fernandez, Adam Waldman and  The Endeavor Group, BGR Group, and Lockheed Martin. We asked if they would like to shed any light on the allegations contained herein. As of this writing, the above parties either denied or ignored our inquiries.   

			Nonetheless, the story of how the FBI may be compromised is moving quickly. Let’s get started.

			
		


		
			CHAPTER 1


			THE INSURANCE POLICY


			•	The FBI and DOJ used a politicized dossier as probable cause to obtain a secret surveillance warrant targeting a presidential campaign. 

			•	Republicans James Comey, Andrew McCabe, Rod Rosenstein, and Robert Mueller have continued to rely on the “salacious and unverified” dossier despite its nefarious origins.

			•	The discredited dossier was paid for by Clinton and the DNC and relied on shady sources, including foreign intelligence services and anonymous Russian officials. 

			•	The Clintons’ Whitewater scandal seems like ancient history and yet it ties players like Rosenstein, Comey, and even Fusion GPS to the Clintons over two decades ago.  

			What Happened?

			If you ask Hillary Clinton and her allies how she lost the 2016 election, the answers will vary. The primary culprits in their minds seem to be Vladimir Putin and the Russians’ collusion with the Trump campaign, along with then-FBI Director James Comey.1 As we will see, the “Russian collusion” narrative was an operation spearheaded by the Clinton campaign and coordinated with the highest levels of the U.S. intelligence community (IC), primarily the Department of Justice (DOJ) and the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI).2 Ironically, the FBI and its ex-director James Comey are also at fault, according to Clinton’s book What Happened. The mainstream media (MSM) follows Putin and Comey on the long list of entities to blame, and even Barack Obama makes an appearance.3 The facts, however, suggest that her blame is misplaced.

			It is important to clarify exactly what happened in order to set the record straight. Beginning in April 2016, the Democratic National Committee (DNC) and the Clinton campaign paid for opposition research on her Republican opponent in the 2016 election. The Clinton camp then promoted that research to allies in Congress, the FBI, and the media. The research became known as “the dossier,” and it alleged that the Trump campaign had been compromised by Putin and was colluding with Russian actors to win the 2016 election.4

			The dossier’s claims were “salacious and unverified,” according to Comey.5 To date, investigators have produced no evidence that the Trump campaign colluded with Russia, but not for lack of trying.6 Multiple inquiries were spawned from the dossier, including a special counsel investigation. Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstein appointed former FBI Director Robert Mueller to lead that investigation on May 17, 2017.7 Rosenstein has worked with Mueller since 1990. Mueller was Rosenstein’s boss when the latter worked in the public integrity section of the DOJ’s criminal division.8 Former FBI Director Comey and Rosenstein were each involved in investigations involving alleged Clinton corruption—Rosenstein in the Whitewater investigation during the Clinton presidency and Comey, of course, in the email scandal and earlier in the Whitewater-related Vince Foster suicide investigation.9 The team Mueller handpicked to investigate Russian election interference has been marred by alleged conflicts of interest and bias.10

			Investigators such as Robert Mueller and his former FBI colleagues continue to hunt for Trump’s elusive “Russian connection.” Meanwhile, it has become increasingly apparent that Mueller’s investigation was compromised from the start by some of the same pro-Clinton players involved in the 2016 election debacle. Top-level FBI personnel not only favored the Clinton campaign but also actively sought to undermine her opponent.11

			These once unknown, shadowy bureaucrats are rapidly becoming household names: former FBI Director James Comey, FBI Deputy Director Andrew McCabe, DOJ deputy Bruce Ohr, and FBI agent Peter Strzok, among many others.12 We now know that the FBI received information from, and the DOJ’s Ohr coordinated closely with, an opposition research team known as Fusion GPS.13 We now know that Fusion GPS compiled a now-infamous “dossier” with funding from the Democratic National Committee and the Clinton campaign.14 We now know that the dossier’s shady beginnings should easily discredit the claims it contains.15 There have been specious claims of offers of multi-billion-dollar bribes and the existence of Kremlin blackmail videos involving Trump engaged with Russian prostitutes. The dossier implicates Trump, a self-described germaphobe, in some strange “golden shower” fetish.16 Overall, the dossier was a research failure. Nonetheless, it facilitated the successful execution of an FBI surveillance operation against a political target. 

			This was only the beginning. America’s top law enforcement officials—the FBI director and the attorney general—played significant roles in the tainted 2016 election operation.17 FBI Director James Comey directly signed off on surveillance warrants. According to FBI agents working the cases, Attorney General Loretta Lynch sought to downplay the Clinton email investigation while her deputy Sally Yates co-signed the surveillance warrants to spy on Trump associates.18 Even President Obama appears to have played a role and wanted “to know everything [they were] doing.”19

			The connections can be dizzying. Many citizens and journalists alike want to know what really happened at the FBI. What happened to the Clinton email and pay-to-play investigations? What did former attorney general Loretta Lynch and James Comey actually do, and for whom? What is “the dossier,” and what did Trump and the Russians allegedly collude about? What is happening at the FBI and the DOJ now? These are important questions that deserve answers. 

			The more important question, however, is why? 

			Why did Comey and his FBI colleagues expend so many resources (funded by taxpayers) on the Trump–Russia investigation despite no direct evidence of collusion?20 Why did Lynch ask Comey to call the Clinton investigation a “matter” rather than an “investigation” after Lynch met privately with Bill Clinton on the tarmac in June 2016?21 Why did Comey break FBI protocol and give a mid-election press conference in which he effectively excused Clinton’s email use before an investigation had been completed?22 Why did FBI agents working in Deputy Director Andrew McCabe’s office discuss an “insurance policy” against a potential Trump presidency?23 Ultimately, why did the secret surveillance court, called FISC, allow the FBI to spy on the Trump team given the politicized origins of the unverified dossier?24 Why did Comey, McCabe, and the other FISA warrant signatories allegedly mislead the court about their evidence (or lack thereof)?25

			In short, why would people with so much to lose risk everything?

			The answer is simple: They had much to hide. 

			The 2016 election and the machinations of the FBI and DOJ did not occur in a vacuum. Much like the Watergate scandal in the 1970s, the cover-up ultimately has proven to be worse than the crime.26 The misdeeds committed during the 2016 election must be fully explored. There are criminal allegations of lying under oath, obstruction, leaking classified material, coordination with foreign powers, and coordination with the media, but that is not the whole story. It began as a complex smokescreen apparently orchestrated by the Clinton team to undermine opponent Trump and obfuscate allegiances.27

			So, who are the players and what are their misdeeds? 

			At the top is former President Barack Obama. Loretta Lynch was Obama’s attorney general, and James Comey was Obama’s FBI director. Working under Lynch on the DOJ side were Sally Yates, Leslie Caldwell, Rod Rosenstein, and Bruce Ohr. These players all worked at the DOJ headquarters, or Main Justice building, in Washington, D.C. Specifically, the DOJ’s National Security Division (NSD) is a major base of operations implicated in the misdeeds. 

			Under Director Comey’s supervision was his deputy director, Andrew McCabe, and McCabe staffers Peter Strzok and Lisa Page. These FBI players were primarily acting out of the deputy director’s office with help from the FBI’s Counterintelligence Division at FBI headquarters in D.C. The FBI’s New York Field Office (NYFO) also played an important part as the hub of the FBI’s surveillance apparatus.28 McCabe’s right-hand man was Peter Strzok. Strzok and his mistress/colleague, Lisa Page, demonstrated clear anti-Trump bias according to their 2016 and 2017 text messages, later subpoenaed by Congress.29 Page and Strzok’s text messages referred to themselves and their associates as “the Secret Society” (which some have suggested was “made in jest”).30 Comments about an “insurance policy” may explain a motive for their anti-Trump activities.31 Their cloak-and-dagger lingo is indeed comedic, albeit tragic and unsettling. Still, Strzok and Page were instrumental in both the Clinton and Trump FBI investigations and the subsequent special counsel investigation into collusion between Russia and the Trump campaign.32

			Former FBI Director Robert Mueller was appointed special counsel by Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstein. Rosenstein has been a close associate of Mueller’s for many years, beginning in 1990 when Rosenstein joined the DOJ’s public integrity section.33 Mueller’s special counsel investigation was initiated to ascertain whether collusion took place between the Trump campaign and Russia. The mandate reads: “to ensure a full and thorough investigation of the Russian government’s efforts to interfere in the 2016 presidential election…”34 Mueller’s investigation has seemingly focused on Russian interference perceived to benefit Trump and ignored the Russian connections to Team Clinton, according to media reports and evidenced by the charges issued.35

			Although he is a registered Republican, Mueller assembled a team that was stacked exclusively with non-Republicans and even Clinton supporters, such as Peter Strzok and Lisa Page.36 These individuals demonstrated anti-Trump sentiments and privately referred to him as an “idiot,” a “menace,” a “loathsome human,” and a “douche.”37 Other Mueller team members have donated heavily to Democrats, and not a single Mueller pick donated to Trump. James Quarles, for example, donated almost $33,000 to Democrats, including to Clinton and former President Barack Obama.38 Several of the attorneys on Mueller’s squad had previously represented or defended Clinton associates in court. Mueller chose Jeannie Rhee, who had represented the Clinton Foundation directly. He also chose Aaron Zebley, who represented the Clinton staffer under investigation for creating the secret email server.39

			Mueller’s team critically does not include experts with electioneering and espionage experience—the kind who could substantiate claims of Russian meddling and collusion. Instead, Mueller picked a team full of criminal prosecutors, many of whom are Clinton loyalists and Democrat donors who seem hostile towards Trump.40 The conflicts of interest and unethical behavior have led to widespread criticism and there have been multiple departures—notably Peter Strzok, who was removed, and Lisa Page, who left the Mueller team in 2017 and resigned outright in May 2018.41 Two high-ranking FBI associates of Strzok and Page, Mike Kortan and David Laufman, resigned from the FBI in February 2018.42

			After the nuances of DOJ and FBI collaboration with Team Clinton are disentangled, a troubling picture emerges. The FBI and DOJ personnel listed above not only ensured that Hillary Clinton was exonerated for her secret email server and the pay-to-play allegations, but they also knowingly publicized salacious, unverified rumors against Clinton’s opponent, Donald Trump, in an apparent attempt to influence the 2016 electoral outcome or delegitimize the results should that effort be ineffective.43 Strzok’s and Page’s uncovered text messages suggested leaks to the media, and their boss, Andrew McCabe, was referred by the DOJ inspector general for criminal prosecution, for lacking candor involving his contacts with media.44 As mentioned, we sent McCabe’s attorney a list of questions and offered to include his comments or rebuttal. Someone who “handles PR for Mr. McCabe” pointed to a previously released statement addressing the IG allegations against McCabe and added “we have nothing further for you.”

			A July 2017 Senate Report confirmed an “avalanche of leaks” (felony leaks in cases concerning classified material) occurred in the first few months of the Trump presidency.45 President Trump has accused those involved of “treason.” 46That is for judges to decide.

			These players and their roles in the 2016 surveillance of Trump associates are the subject of numerous investigations by citizens, journalists, Congress, and even the DOJ Office of the Inspector General (OIG). On June 14, 2018, the DOJ OIG released a long-awaited report on the FBI’s handling of the Clinton email investigation and noted that a report on the FISA abuses would be released at a later date. The June report was over 550 pages and filled with confirmations of DOJ and FBI staffers’ anti-Trump bias.47 Despite the direct evidence that agents like Strzok had a “biased state of mind,” the IG concluded there was no documentary evidence that such bias affected decisions. Some of the most important bombshells in the report were: 

			 

			•	FBI personnel at the highest level prejudged the outcome of the Clinton email investigation before it was completed—even before Clinton had been interviewed. Agents even referred to Clinton as “President Clinton” as the bureau handed out “Queen for a Day” immunity agreements to her associates.

			•	On May 5, 2015 (the same day that Clinton Cash was released), McCabe pleaded with the Washington Field Office to “[p]lease do not open a case” on Hillary Clinton and the Clinton Foundation.

			•	One FBI agent acknowledged that one of Clinton’s IT aides “[l]ied his ass off” and concluded “aint noone gonna [sic] do shit.”

			•	Another exchange between FBI agents ominously discussed their disdain for “the republic.” “I mean, I never really liked the Republic anyway,” said one of the agents. “…I have initiated the destruction of the republic…” the other replied.

			•	FBI personnel improperly received benefits from journalists, which included tickets to sporting events, meals and drinks, and invitations to private social events.

			•	The report confirmed that President Obama had used a pseudonym to email Clinton on her unsecured private server and even communicated with her while she was in a hostile territory (contradicting his claims of ignorance and risking interception).48

			•	James Comey and others within the FBI used private email accounts to communicate about official bureau investigations—as Clinton had in the State Department (hence the investigation). Notably, Hillary Clinton blatantly tweeted a sarcastic comment referring to this revelation as if it exonerated her own email practices.49

			•	Perhaps the most damning messages of all were sent by colleague/lovers Strzok and Page:

			o	Page: “[Trump’s] not ever going to become president, right? Right?!”  

			o	Strzok: “No. No he won’t. We’ll stop it.”

			 

			The report has been both widely criticized and celebrated. James Comey (whom the report described as “insubordinate”) penned an op-ed in The New York Times that was released shortly after the IG report’s release. Comey actually (and perhaps tellingly) praised the OIG and the report (which he called “important” no fewer than four times) for concluding that there was “no evidence that bias” was found to have affected the FBI’s investigation. Comey further extolled the virtues of the IG report for concluding, as he had, “that there was [likely] no prosecutable case against Mrs. Clinton.” Conveniently, Comey left out the word “likely” when describing the IG’s conclusions. Of course, Comey had reason to celebrate: the IG report essentially concluded that the instances of bias were isolated incidents. Strangely, Comey insinuated that he had initiated and “urged the [IG] investigation in the first place.”50

			In a press conference, FBI Director Christopher Wray echoed Comey’s sentiment stating, “[t]his report did not find any evidence of political bias or improper considerations actually impacting the investigation under review.” Others saw things differently. Legislators from both parties slammed Comey and others named in the report for “an alarming and destructive level of animus.”51 Some called the report “half-baked,” while others went a step further and called it “a whitewash of the deep state by the deep state itself.”52 President Trump tweeted that “[t]he IG Report totally destroys James Comey and all of his minions” but equivocated on the conclusions, which he called “ridiculous” and ultimately concluded, “the IG blew it at the end.”53

			It is worth noting that there are numerous IG investigations still underway, including the abuse of FISA during the 2016 election and the number of leaks coming from the agencies. IG Michael Horowitz confirmed that investigations were ongoing as he was grilled by the House Oversight Committee on the more pressing issue: FISA abuse.54 The June report of the Clinton email investigation left many questions unanswered, indicating that its findings and recommendations are not the conclusion, rather, they are only the beginning.

			Many are still wondering, were crimes committed?

			Readers can be sure that the criminal investigators and legislators are investigating several U.S. criminal statutes outlined under 18 U.S.C. and 26 U.S.C. Expect charges related to obstruction, lying under oath, mishandling classified material, and unauthorized disclosure (leaking), as evidenced by the numerous criminal referrals already under investigation. 55

			Beyond the obvious conflicts of interest, such as alleged payments made to FBI players from suspects under investigation, there are larger concerns. Is it illegal to abuse the surveillance tools of the U.S. intelligence community? Is the FBI’s surveillance process a rubber-stamped one? Could such things happen to an average citizen? 

			As we will find throughout this book, the answer to those questions is almost certainly yes. The question Americans should ask is why was Comey’s FBI able to spy on a presidential campaign in the middle of an election? And why would factions within the FBI and the DOJ compromise themselves, and the entire intelligence community, by seeking to influence a presidential election? The answers will be explored in great detail but suffice it to say they had much to hide. A Trump presidency posed a significant exposure threat to James Comey, Andrew McCabe, and their lieutenants because it would jeopardize their long-developed powers. As a result, an anti-Trump “insurance policy” was devised.56

			The Origin of the Dossier and the Little Rock Connection

			In any complex story, keeping track of the names is difficult. It helps to start at the beginning. When Donald Trump was one of more than a dozen GOP candidates seeking the nomination, Team Clinton did not take him seriously. A leaked DNC memo from August 2015 reveals their primary strategy: Democrats and their allies in the media were to “elevate” Trump.57 An early Clinton campaign meeting agenda indicated they wanted to “maximize Trump.”58 Clinton’s campaign, the DNC, and allies in the media sought to treat Trump as a “pied piper” candidate, so as to pull moderate candidates such as Jeb(!) Bush further to the “extreme” right. 59

			Just after the first GOP debate on August 6, 2015, the Democrats surely realized their “pied piper” strategy had failed as Trump’s poll numbers surged.60 Soon it was clear that the DNC’s plan had backfired spectacularly. A January 2016 CNN poll showed record-high numbers for Trump as he “dominated the GOP field.”61 Rather than marginalize the moderate candidates by moving them to the right, they discovered that Trump’s popularity was indicative of voters who believed his ideas were not all that extreme.

			Clinton needed a Plan B. So began the dossier insurance policy.

			In April 2016, the DNC and the Clinton campaign retained Fusion GPS, an opposition research firm used by Democrats in the past.62 Fusion GPS had been hired in 2012 to dig up dirt on Obama’s opponent, Mitt Romney. Fusion GPS has also been hired by Planned Parenthood, and even Russian oligarchs seeking dirt on various political targets.63 Fusion GPS co-founders Peter Fritsch and Glenn Simpson previously worked for The Wall Street Journal and both have significant Clinton connections. Fritsch donated a combined $1,000 to Clinton’s 2016 campaign and super PAC called the Hillary Victory Fund.64

			Simpson’s ties are more interesting. His wife, Mary Jacoby, comes from a powerful family in Little Rock. Her father, Jon Jacoby, was a close friend of Arkansas Democratic power broker Jackson Stephens and was his right-hand man in the family business, Stephens Inc.65 Not only did Jacoby land Stephens Inc. a massive deal with a data company called Systematics, but his daughter, Mary, also worked as a file clerk at Stephens’s attorney’s Rose Law Firm.66 It is unclear when exactly Mary Jacoby worked at the firm but we know Clinton worked there for almost fifteen years—from 1977 to 1992. Clinton even worked directly on Systematics matters. Given the extremely close relationships between Clinton and Stephens, Stephens and Rose Law, Jon Jacoby and Stephens’s Systematics, Mary Jacoby and Rose Law, and Clinton and Systematics, it is highly unlikely that Clinton and Jacoby didn’t know each other at the time.67 In 1995, Mary Jacoby was asked to comment on the Clintons’ bourgeoning Whitewater scandal which involved Rose Law. “I think I have some conflict of interest here. I’m from Little Rock, happen to know some of these people personally, and I don’t cover Whitewater,” Jacoby stammered.68

			It is important to realize that in the wake of 9/11, a company close to Systematics called Acxiom collaborated with the FBI to upgrade their surveillance systems.69 Systematics and Acxiom, both longtime Rose Law clients, pioneered data technology in Arkansas, shared numerous board members, and were backed by Little Rock’s shadowy Stephens Inc.—one of the largest investment banks off Wall Street.70 Stephens Inc. is also a major political player and has bankrolled Bill Clinton’s campaigns dating back decades to Clinton’s days in Arkansas. Stephens Inc. turned small-town Arkansas businesses like Walmart, Tyson Foods, Alltel, and others into multinational corporate behemoths. The incestuous Little Rock relationships have been lucrative despite the admitted potentials for abuse and conflicts.71

			As noted previously, Rose Law Firm is significant for obvious reasons: Hillary Clinton worked there, and her dealings with Rose clients led to the Whitewater special counsel investigation during the 1990s. The Whitewater saga is ancient Clinton history but the deceptions are familiar—particularly the destruction of records. That Clinton and her partners from Rose Law destroyed records had the “appearance of criminality.” Long before private email servers and BlackBerrys existed, they did it the old-fashioned way: documents were physically shredded.72

			Three of Hillary Clinton’s partners at Rose Law Firm followed the Clintons to Washington in 1992, taking jobs with the DOJ. President Clinton appointed one to the third-highest position at the DOJ: assistant attorney general (AAG). The other two went to the White House as legal counsel. These three men’s political careers came to unfortunate ends early in the scandal-filled Clinton presidency. The AAG, Webster Hubbell, was indicted for tax evasion and fraud. William Kennedy III was fired amid the “Travelgate” scandal involving Clinton’s apparent politicization of the bureau. 73The most famous of the three was former Rose partner Vince Foster, who is said to have committed suicide in the first six months of the Clinton presidency. Clinton and her fellow former Rose partners shredded boxes full of files, including Vince Foster’s, when they joined the White House, leading to widespread criticism and allegations of criminality. 74

			For her role, Hillary Clinton was cleared by federal investigators, including none other than Rod Rosenstein and a young James Comey. In a recent interview with ABC’s George Stephanopoulos, Comey admitted his primary role in the Whitewater investigation centered around Vince Foster’s missing files.75 Rosenstein’s wife, attorney Lisa Barsoomian, directly represented defendant Bill Clinton in a separate lawsuit filed on June 11, 1998—just months after Hillary Clinton was interviewed by Rosenstein and Special Counsel Kenneth Starr for her role in the Travelgate fiasco. Rosenstein and Starr interviewed Clinton relating to the Travelgate on January 14, 1998, which would seem to contradict a document Rosenstein submitted to Congress suggesting his independent counsel work ended in 1997.76

			Understanding Mary Jacoby’s longstanding ties to Little Rock sheds light on Fusion GPS’s history. It is more Clinton-connected than simple work for hire. Jacoby visited Obama’s White House residence with a small group of six visitors on April 19, 2016.77 Could it have had something to do with the fact that her husband had just been hired by the DNC to create the infamous Trump dossier?

			Clinton, the DNC, and even Obama’s super PAC Obama for America (OFA) made a series of payments to the law firm that paid Fusion GPS—Perkins Coie. The total compensation that Perkins Coie and Fusion GPS received is unknown due to confidentiality privileges enjoyed by attorneys and their clients.78 If payments to the law firm were meant to then be paid to Fusion, could this be a campaign finance violation or even a form of money laundering? Why wouldn’t Clinton’s campaign, the DNC, and Obama’s OFA pay Fusion GPS directly? The Federal Election Commission (FEC) received a complaint related to DNC funding of the dossier and a separate Democrat campaign finance scandal involving $84 million in laundered funds. The DOJ OIG is currently investigating the dossier connections and a lawsuit is pending regarding the $84 million.79

			No one knows exactly how much Fusion GPS received to create the dossier, though many have settled on somewhere near $12 million—paid by various Democrats. So what did the company do with that $12 million? Some of it went to Christopher Steele, the retired MI5 agent who assembled much of the dossier. Some of it went to Nellie Ohr, the wife of a top DOJ official. Some of it went to journalists who promoted the salacious findings. And some of it allegedly even went to the dossier’s sources, which included Russian officials.80 Simpson was grilled on the dossier operation, and when asked if Steele paid any of his sources for dirt on Trump, Simpson said, “I don’t know.” However, former Acting-CIA Director Michael Morell (a Clinton-ally) said, “I subsequently learned that he paid them. That the intermediaries paid the sources and the intermediaries got the money from Chris. And that kind of worries me a little bit because if you’re paying somebody, particularly former FSB officers, they are going to tell you truth and innuendo and rumor, and they’re going to call you up and say, ‘hey, let’s have another meeting, I have more information for you,’ because they want to get paid some more.”81

			Lest there be any doubt, Glenn Simpson and Mary Jacoby are at the heart of the discredited Trump dossier and subsequent Mueller investigation. In a now-deleted Facebook post from June 24, 2017, Jacoby wrote the following: “It’s come to my attention that some people still don’t realize what Glenn’s role was in exposing Putin’s control of Donald Trump. Let’s be clear. Glenn conducted the investigation. Glenn hired Chris Steele. Chris Steele worked for Glenn.”82

			To recap, the Clinton-connected Fusion GPS created the Trump dossier. Also, Clinton’s campaign and the DNC paid Fusion GPS via an intermediary beginning in April 2016. Fusion’s Jacoby visited the White House residence that same month. Fusion GPS colluded with, and possibly even paid, Russian interests for unverified Trump dirt. Obama’s super PAC paid the Fusion GPS intermediary $972,000 between April 2016 and August 2017.83

			By itself, the dossier’s origin is unsettling. But that is only the beginning. The real scandal is what Obama’s DOJ did for and with the dossier. 

			Mary Jacoby was not the only link between Fusion GPS and Team Obama/Clinton. Fusion GPS and Christopher Steele have a long history working with the FBI and the DOJ. Since at least 2006, Steele has worked with Bruce Ohr on various matters where their interests and abilities intersected.84 Steele knows the FBI’s New York Field Office well, as he advised their Eurasian Joint Organized Crime Squad in the past.85 In 2010, Steele worked with the FBI (and DOJ’s Ohr) investigation of Russian bribes to the international soccer federation (FIFA).86 Steele even had contacts within the State Department to help legitimize his findings and forward them up the chain, eventually making their way to the DOJ and the FBI with the imprimatur of Victoria Nuland, one of Obama’s top national security advisors.87 While the DOJ’s own Bruce Ohr was working the inside track, his wife, Nellie, worked directly for Fusion GPS. FOX News confirmed this apparent conflict of interest with the House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence (HPSCI).88 Ohr, like Andrew McCabe, failed to recuse himself when it mattered most. McCabe was later fired, and Ohr has since been demoted twice by Trump.89

			The Insurance Policy 

			The dossier was just one part of the story, and what the DOJ and the FBI did with the dossier is even more unsettling. It all started in the office of James Comey’s top lieutenant: Andrew McCabe.

			In summer 2015, multiple FBI offices began investigating the Clintons’ various misdeeds.90 At that time, McCabe’s wife, Jill, was running for a Virginia state senate seat. McCabe received approximately $675,288, more than one-third of her total campaign contributions, from entities controlled by Virginia Governor Terry McAuliffe, a close Clinton confidant.91 According to documents released under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), Andrew and Jill McCabe met with Governor McAuliffe privately in March 2015. At that time, McAuliffe himself was reportedly under FBI investigation involving foreign contributions to his 2013 gubernatorial campaign from a Chinese donor tied to the Clintons.92 McAuliffe’s lawyer in that matter was Marc Elias of Perkins Coie, the same firm used by the DNC and Clinton.93

			McCabe consulted with the FBI’s ethics office numerous times about his relationship with his wife’s campaign, beginning in March 2015. On April 29, 2015, McCabe was advised to recuse himself in matters involving the state of Virginia. The Clinton email investigation began in July 2015, while McCabe was in charge of the Washington Field Office. He provided “personnel resources” for that investigation, although a set of internal FBI talking points say McCabe “was not told what the investigation was about.” The FBI talking points confirm McCabe was promoted to FBI deputy director in February 2016 and began overseeing the Clinton email investigation at that time. That investigation continued for months without recusal from McCabe. The investigation ended in July 2016 with Director Comey’s infamous public exoneration. McCabe only recused himself from the re-opened Clinton email investigation on November 1, 2016—long after the FBI first cleared Clinton of her controversial email use.94 Media reporting of McCabe’s recusal from the Clinton email investigation suggests that he followed protocols and, since his wife’s election campaign had ended in November 2015, he wasn’t even required to recuse himself from the Clinton investigation.95 A few simple questions arise: If McCabe wasn’t required to recuse himself, why did he and why so late? And what about the McAuliffe investigation? Did McCabe fail to recuse himself from that investigation while he was in charge of the Washington Field Office? The FBI does not say but, according to the June 2018 IG report, McCabe “did not fully comply with his recusal,” specifically relating to the Clinton Foundation investigation. The IG additionally found “potential significant implications” of the donations to Jill McCabe’s campaign.96

			In addition to the prescribed recusals, McCabe was also told not to campaign on his wife’s behalf. Nonetheless, he reportedly attended events, was photographed wearing a “Jill McCabe for Senate” shirt, and publicly promoted her candidacy on social media. These may seem like innocuous and harmless decisions, but the bureau takes perceived political bias very seriously. It was the photos that prompted an FBI complaint and an internal investigation of Deputy Director McCabe for violations of the Hatch Act.97

			McCabe’s wife lost the election but was permitted to spend any remaining donations for personal use per a loophole in Virginia campaign laws. Of the $1.67 million total raised, $1.2 million has been publicly accounted for. The remaining $438,000 is listed as in-kind expenditures, which are not dated nor itemized publicly.98 On April 2, 2018, Jill McCabe published an op-ed in The Washington Post denying allegations that the contributions she received from McAuliffe had anything to do with her husband’s FBI decisions. She explains that the photo referenced in the FBI complaint was a “family picture.” She does not address how campaign funds were spent.99

			Andrew McCabe started his FBI career in 1996 at the NYFO as an agent. There he worked on a “variety of organized crime matters,” earning a promotion to the leadership role of supervisory special agent on the Eurasian Organized Crime Task Force (OCTF) in 2003. In 2006, McCabe was promoted under Robert Mueller and moved from New York to the FBI headquarters in Washington, D.C. First, he was a unit chief in charge of terrorism and extraterritorial investigations, and then he became a deputy assistant director in the FBI’s Counterterrorism Division. After Mueller left the FBI in 2013, James Comey took over once he was confirmed in September of that year. Comey immediately appointed McCabe to the position of executive assistant director of the National Security Branch in October 2013. McCabe was promoted to head the Washington Field Office in September 2014.100

			McCabe’s meteoric rise is troubling given the bias that he and his staffers have demonstrated. McCabe and his subordinates, Bill Priestap and Peter Strzok, played crucial roles in the exoneration of Clinton’s email practices, as well as the subsequent Trump investigations regarding the Fusion dossier.101 Priestap is the head of the FBI’s Counterintelligence Division and was reportedly Strzok’s immediate supervisor.102

			Priestap’s importance was confirmed by Comey in his March 2017 congressional testimony. Comey claims that Priestap was the one who advised that Congress should be kept in the dark about the Russian hacking and Trump collusion investigations.103 This almost certainly allowed the Russian meddling to continue longer than if it had been made public. 

			Priestap may have had financial conflicts, though not as apparent as McCabe’s. His wife, Sabina, who works on K Street for an international private intelligence firm, contributed a combined $3,000 to Hillary Clinton’s 2016 campaign and allied super PAC.104 She got her start working for the shadowy private intelligence pioneer, Kroll Inc., and later served as special advisor to the FBI on post-9/11 intelligence collection efforts.105 Her father and uncle are “zillionaire” Goldman Sachs veterans who contribute heavily to Democrat causes.106

			In the months leading up to the 2016 election, Strzok and his DOJ mistress Lisa Page’s own text messages seem to confirm McCabe and Priestap’s involvement.107

			On August 15, 2016, Strzok texted to Page: “I want to believe the path you threw out for consideration in [FBI deputy director Andrew McCabe’s] office—that there’s no way [Trump] gets elected—but I’m afraid we can’t take that risk.” He added: “It’s like an insurance policy…[emphasis added].”108

			McCabe’s financial conflict(s), his failures to recuse himself, and the media leaks coming from his office contributed, no doubt, to mounting pressure for his resignation in early 2018.109 The FBI’s Office of Professional Responsibility (OPR) investigation of McCabe led to his early termination just days before he was set to retire with benefits.110 A subsequent DOJ OIG report found serious issues with McCabe’s conduct. According to a statement by Attorney General Jeff Sessions, “both the OIG and FBI OPR reports concluded that Mr. McCabe had made an unauthorized disclosure to the news [media] and lacked candor—including under oath—on multiple occasions.”111 This sounds like Washington legalese for “lying” and “leaking.” On April 19, 2018, CNN reported the DOJ OIG had referred McCabe for criminal prosecution, likely for charges related to lying to the FBI and unauthorized disclosures to reporters centering around the FBI’s stonewalling of Clinton Foundation investigations.112 While McCabe and other top FBI officials close to Priestap have resigned or been fired, Priestap currently remains at his post. Some believe the lack of reporting about Priestap’s role may indicate that he is cooperating with investigators.113

			On the DOJ side, a significant financial conflict possibly implicates Bruce Ohr, former associate deputy attorney general. Ohr was also head of the DOJ’s Organized Crime Drug Enforcement Task Force (OCDETF). So, he was able to work on dossier-related matters from the inside of the DOJ—even meeting directly with Glenn Simpson and Christopher Steele—while his wife, Nellie, worked on the dossier outside—directly for Fusion GPS.114

			One month after Fusion GPS started working for the DNC and the Clinton campaign, Nellie Ohr applied for an amateur (ham) radio license on May 23, 2016. Correspondence via radio frequency would have allowed communication not subject to subpoena or FISA.115 According to Simpson, he met Bruce Ohr “through organized crime conferences.” A June 2010 report from a DOJ working group lists Simpson and the Ohrs on a short list of attendees.116 Nellie Ohr previously worked on a CIA project called Open Source Works and is fluent in Russian.117 Her experience in dealing with foreign intelligence, her Russian contacts, and especially her husband’s top DOJ clearance would have been major value additions and potential reasons for her hire. 

			Nellie Ohr received payments directly from the Clinton-financed firm, Fusion GPS, while her husband at the DOJ sought to legitimize their work by passing her findings to the FBI. Bruce Ohr met numerous times with Steele before and after the FBI considered Steele’s dossier a source for FISA warrants. Steele allegedly told Ohr he was “desperate that Donald Trump not get elected and was passionate about him not being president.” According to a memo released by congressional investigators, this clear evidence of Steele’s personal bias was not reflected in the October 2016 FISA warrant application targeting Trump-associate Carter Page. 118Sometime after the election, around Thanksgiving 2016, Bruce Ohr met with his wife’s boss, Glenn Simpson, at a coffee shop, as the surveillance operation was already underway.119 Bruce Ohr reportedly concealed these numerous meetings from his DOJ superiors, which led to his removal from a top DOJ post. Furthermore, he failed to disclose the payments from Fusion GPS to his wife on ethics forms—a potential crime. 120

			Andrew McCabe, Peter Strzok, Bruce Ohr, James Comey, Robert Mueller, and others all spent a significant amount of time in the same offices in New York and D.C. over several decades. They have worked together, off and on, for a long time. Some of these conflicted players, such as McCabe, Strzok, and Ohr, have specifically investigated Russian crime and influence for over a decade.121 Ironically, with all their combined experience, they were unable to prevent the alleged Russian election schemes in 2016. Furthermore, they and their subordinates failed to properly vet or investigate the controversial dossier before obtaining a FISA warrant to spy on Trump’s associates. 

			At Main Justice, the National Security Division (NSD) is integral to reviews by the Committee on Foreign Investment in the United States (CFIUS) (like the 2010 review of Uranium One), as well as to the FISA surveillance process. 122It was through the NSD and its administration of FISA warrant applications that surveillance of the Trump campaign was made possible using primarily unsubstantiated gossip collected and disseminated by partisan parties and Fusion GPS.123 The DOJ, according to a July 2015 memo addressed to then-deputy AG Sally Yates, held the opinion that certain DOJ proceedings are not subject to oversight—specifically relating to wiretap programs. The DOJ inspector general (IG) strongly disagreed with that opinion and argued it undermined the IG’s independence, as the IG would essentially need to “obtain permission” from DOJ officials to get important documents.124 According to DOJ Inspector General Michael Horowitz, this was not an issue under previous administrations. “Prior to 2010, neither the Justice Department nor the FBI questioned our legal authority to access all documents in its possession,” Horowitz said. 125In December 2015, Congress threatened to withhold DOJ’s funding if the department failed to restore IG access. The move appeared effective when the DOJ updated the opinion in early 2016. In May 2016, Yates claimed that responding to IG requests was of the “highest priority.”126 Nonetheless, Trump fired Yates in his second week as president for obstructing his agenda and counseling DOJ colleagues to do likewise (Special Counsel Mueller’s lieutenant Andrew Weissmann praised and thanked Yates for resisting Trump saying “I am so proud”).127

			Despite the apparent doublespeak, DOJ and FBI transparency issues remain unresolved. Rosenstein, Yates’s successor, has been accused of “stonewalling” Congress by not providing documents they have requested.128

			In March 2017, FBI Director Comey claimed the FBI had “no information” regarding Trump wiretaps.129 Several months later, the DOJ confirmed in court filings they had “no records related to wiretaps,” contradicting Trump’s accusations.130 The media cited these assertions ad nauseam as evidence that Trump and his associates were not under surveillance.131 We now know that the assertions were dishonest at best.132 It remains to be seen whether the DOJ and FBI will cooperate with the inspector general or Congress and produce documents relating to the Trump wiretaps. 

			Clinton Cash Allegations Fuel FBI Feud 

			The February 2018 DOJ inspector general report (released April 13, 2018) concerning Andrew McCabe revealed details of a growing rift between FBI leadership and the agents working in field offices. The report discusses in detail McCabe and his associates’ unauthorized disclosures to the media. These disclosures, or “leaks,” were less about McCabe’s role in the Trump investigation. Instead, they concerned the Clinton investigations.133

			Before top-level FBI officials like Andrew McCabe and his associates were working on the 2016 “insurance policy” against Trump, they were involved in multiple investigations regarding the Clintons. There was the private email server handling classified information and a separate investigation into pay-to-play at the Clinton Foundation. The Clinton email investigation was managed in large part by McCabe’s deputy Peter Strzok, as evidenced by his text messages and his role performing interviews.134 That investigation was wrapped up by July 2016, when James Comey controversially recommended exonerating Clinton for her email practices.135

			The Clinton Foundation investigation began in summer 2015 and had not yet concluded as of early 2018. According to FBI agents investigating the Clinton Foundation, McCabe and others were actively impeding the investigation ahead of the 2016 election. The Clinton Foundation investigation had stemmed from April 2015 revelations in the book Clinton Cash. Shortly after the book was released, FBI agents began looking into the Clinton Foundation and pay-to-play allegations detailed in the book. By early 2016, FBI field offices across the country had opened criminal investigations. Initially, the FBI offices investigating were in New York, Los Angeles, Little Rock, and Washington, D.C.136 When news of the investigations became public in late 2016, a top DOJ official reportedly was “very pissed off” and called Andrew McCabe to demand why agents were pursuing the matter. McCabe asked if he should shut the investigation down to which the DOJ official allegedly said “of course not.” FBI agents dispute this and claim they were told to “stand down.” A fifth investigation by the Miami field office was underway by late 2016.137 The FBI ordinarily does not comment on open investigations and the status is unclear, however, they appear to be active and led by the FBI’s Little Rock office.138

			The field office investigations were the source of internal conflict at the FBI and field agents were met with constant resistance from FBI leadership, primarily Andrew McCabe. The internal struggle publicly erupted days before the November 2016 election when The Wall Street Journal published a front-page article titled “Secret Recordings Fueled FBI Feud in Clinton Probe.” The article revealed that agents within the FBI were frustrated as they sought to pursue the pay-to-play allegations. They felt they were being stonewalled.139

			FBI agents seemed reluctant to allow the Clinton Foundation investigation to be swept under the rug like the email investigation. The revelations in Clinton Cash (particularly the sale of Uranium One to Russia) involving donations to the Clinton Foundation were potential national security concerns.140 Officials from multiple agencies confirmed that the FBI agents working on the Clinton Foundation investigation had recorded evidence of a pay-to-play scheme, possibly relating to the Russian uranium deal.141 The agents were right; their bosses at the FBI and the DOJ were stonewalling, possibly with nefarious rationale. The Uranium One scandal was not only a Clinton State Department scandal, but also an Obama DOJ scandal. Many of the same individuals at the top of the DOJ who were impeding these investigations were also involved in another investigation that began back in 2009. That investigation involved Russian bribery, kickbacks, and racketeering in the U.S. nuclear industry, and it is inextricably linked to the sale of Uranium One.142

			FBI agents learned from Clinton Cash about Hillary Clinton’s myriad conflicts of interest while she was secretary of state. During her tenure, 2009 to 2013, she, her husband, and their foundation received tens of millions of dollars from individuals, corporations, and foreign governments alike. The windfalls came in the form of speaking fees and huge donations to the Clinton Foundation. Many of these international entities had financial matters that the U.S. State Department could positively or negatively affect. Ordinarily, this could pose a conflict of interest. Furthermore, Secretary Clinton reportedly met or talked on the phone with at least 85 individuals who were donors to the foundation.143 Now, it is clear that this is a major problem, and may even be illegal. The growing number of FBI field offices that were investigating possible crimes across the U.S. confirmed this information.144

			The law is (and was) clear at the time of Clinton’s confirmation hearing in 2009, so what happened? One answer, it seems, is that she implicated Team Obama in her pay-to-play scheme. Clinton and her team negotiated a significant conflict of interest waiver called the memorandum of understanding (MOU). Cheryl Mills, one of Clinton’s closest aides, drafted the blanket immunity document that allowed the Clintons to continue their pattern of self-enrichment while Clinton ran the State Department. Team Obama signed off on this unprecedented “get out of jail free” card. 

			The U.S. has bribery and conflict statutes forbidding payments to elected officials. The MOU allowed Clinton’s foundation to continue receiving six-figure checks from foreign interests while serving as America’s top diplomat—as long as they were all disclosed (they were not).145 Without the MOU, each and every payment to the Clintons by parties with matters before the State Department would and should be fully investigated. But the MOU was not what thwarted the FBI agents and their investigation; it was the DOJ’s top brass. “Senior officials in the Justice Department and the FBI didn’t think much of the evidence, while [FBI] investigators believed they had promising leads their bosses wouldn’t let them pursue,” The Wall Street Journal reported.146

			Did the DOJ and FBI leaderships simply favor Clinton’s chances? Did the anti-Trump FBI lieutenants find Trump so “loathsome” that it led them to devise an “insurance policy,” as their leaked text messages indicate?147 Or was there some other motivation?

			What Did They Do with the Dossier, and Why Does It Matter? 

			The dossier was not meant to be a publicized indictment of Trump. Little, if anything, within it was verified. It was easily discredited. Why pay all this money for dirt that was false? 

			The dossier was a private tool. A chess piece. 

			Congressional investigators revealed that Fusion GPS paid at least three journalists between June 2016 and February 2017, according to a court filing. Furthermore, the filing specifically confirms that the journalists Fusion paid reported on matters relating to the dossier, indicating journalists were possibly involved in a pay-to-print scheme.148 Legislators further acknowledge that Fusion’s dossier was the primary basis for the FBI’s Russia investigation, which eventually became the 2017 Mueller investigation.149

			The goal of the dossier seems to have been to convince the intelligence community that Trump was working with the Russians. Another goal may have been FISA warrants. Initially, if so, it succeeded. FISA was granted, and the Trump team intercepts began to flow. But what dirt came from wiretapping Trump? Surely, we would have heard of it by now, right? Pro-Clinton insiders and Robert Mueller’s Clinton-connected investigators have a strong track record of leaking damning Trump revelations as soon as they’re discovered.150 No “smoking gun” has yet been leaked.

			The relationship between Fusion GPS and the DOJ presents major questions of financial and ethical conflicts of interest. Fusion GPS and its political operators were paid to undermine Trump. It appears that they may have had ulterior motives for working with the FBI and the DOJ. They may even have had personal motivations for helping the Clintons, as was the case with Mary Jacoby—who, as previously noted, hails from Little Rock and has deep ties to the Clintons. 

			Formal reliance on Fusion GPS’s research by the DOJ and FBI in the Trump investigation seems unthinkable, considering the questionable nature of the research and that it was paid for by political operators. The fact that Jacoby actually worked at Clinton’s Rose Law Firm is newsworthy on its own. Rose Law Firm’s post-9/11 ties to the nascent surveillance industry are deeply intertwined with this story. 

			The recent wave of resignations and firings at the DOJ and the FBI are unprecedented. Many of these career “public servants” have left their careers in government and have retained personal lawyers. Their behavior during the 2016 election and beyond will have profound consequences.

			For example, as mentioned previously, James Comey was fired; Andrew McCabe resigned in disgrace and is currently under investigation; and Peter Strzok and Lisa Page were fired from the Mueller investigation. David Laufman was in charge of the DOJ’s NSD section on foreign investment (CFIUS) as the FBI investigated pay-to-play at the Clinton Foundation in 2016. He resigned in February 2018, as had his boss, Mary McCord, the previous April. Comey advisers Page and James Baker, FBI general counsel, resigned in May 2018.151

			The Golden Age of Surveillance

			Trump has long been aware that the FBI was listening to Trump Tower. The bureau intercepted Trump Tower conversations prior to telephones becoming digital and the subsequent mass collection of call data. Even if he was colluding with the Russians (thus far, there is no evidence of this), Trump knew that it was in his best interest not to communicate via channels under surveillance. It has long been publicly known that domestic communications are intercepted en masse.152

			Perhaps most alarming of all these facts is the plotting to interfere in a major U.S. presidential election by President Obama’s own Department of Justice.

			Indeed, as the 2016 election was just getting started, the Clintons were under investigation for scandals involving some of these same investigators. As it turns out, the FBI’s top officials overseeing the investigations were well aware of the Clintons’ pattern of self-enrichment. Furthermore, the FBI top brass was seemingly aware of Hillary Clinton’s role in facilitating the sale of U.S. uranium to Russia. The FBI had multiple informants and whistleblowers informing them of Russian bribes, destined specifically for Clinton, long before the 2016 election. The DOJ certainly knew about the Russian uranium deal and even signed a gag order prohibiting one of the FBI’s informants from going public. More important, the DOJ was a party to Obama’s nine-member panel that, along with Clinton’s State Department, approved the uranium deal.
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