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PROLOGUE


DEEP STATE TARGET


Getting Back


Right now, it looks like President Trump will be returning to the White House in early 2025. President Trump’s polling is strong, and his opponent is weak. Inflation remains high and confidence in the Biden government is plummeting on everything, especially in foreign affairs. Today, people can look at the Biden disaster and contrast it with President Trump’s tenure. The choice is obvious, hence the positive polling for Donald Trump.


At the same time, Biden’s absurd show trials of President Trump have boomeranged to the former president’s benefit; no one is fooled as to what this Kafkaesque circus is about, which is scoring political points to distract from Biden’s numerous failures. Biden believes that voters are so stupid that, if they see a picture of President Trump in handcuffs, they will forget all about how bad the last four years have been. This won’t work.


As it stands, President Trump is getting back at his political enemies in the polls—all before entering office again. But at the same time, Biden and Co. are taking steps to get back at the former and future president, as well as his allies. Steven Bannon and Peter Navarro are two Trump allies and former officials who have been subjected to Democrat lawfare from the Biden government and its allies in Congress and elsewhere.


Any outspoken proponent of President Trump can become a target of the Deep State. Unfortunately, I am now among that number of Trump administration officials subject to legal harassment. In early May, my husband Surya was at our office in Oxford, in Mississippi, when two FBI officials and a representative from the Environmental Protection Agency’s OIG (office of the inspector general) walked in. I just happened to be out of town at a conference in Oklahoma City.


The trio informed my husband that they were in town to serve me a subpoena related to an ongoing criminal investigation. Moreover, they told Surya that they were in the process of convening a grand jury.


Surya accepted the subpoena on my behalf without issue. The decision of the EPA OIG to wait until the metaphorical eleventh hour was a deliberate one. Because President Trump is poised to return to the White House next year, the partisans at EPA are taking preemptive steps to block me from returning in a leadership role.


This strategy is novel in that the Deep State wants to get at its opponents before they even enter into public service. As with Biden’s lawfare against President Trump, the logic here is that, if partisans can sully my reputation with spurious charges, they can sink any potential confirmation vote or make the administration think twice before hiring me to a senior role.


Their additional goal is to create financial strain or even bankrupt me. Lawyers suited for addressing these types of subpoenas are not cheap and they know it. It’s also why they punctuated the entire process with a veiled threat to my husband.


“You got any subpoenas for my time at CBP?” my husband asked as they exited our office (CBP, referring to his service at U.S. Customs and Border Protection under the Department of Homeland Security).


“Not yet,” said one of the agents.


And on that ominous tone, they left.


What We Are Up Against


Frustrating as this situation is, it is no surprise. In fact, it is totally on-brand for the Biden administration and its supporters in the civil service.


Throughout this book, I have discussed the plans and processes for reasserting control over the Executive Branch. All the while, I have noted that reform will be difficult largely because those in power do not want to give up their illegally seized influence and authority.


I will ultimately be fine, but I worry that many others will not be. This is all the more reason to see the reform effort for what it is: a risky, deeply rooted problem made all the worse by the activists seeking to reinforce the status quo at any cost, no matter how immoral or illegal.


I reject the Establishment Republican idea that we cannot reassert our rightful, constitutional authority over the federal government. But I do concede that it will be hard, and that there will be political casualties, i.e., those whose careers are harmed by a Deep State that takes issue with their service, even though they committed no misdeeds as political appointees.


To borrow a favorite word of President Trump’s, D.C. is a truly “nasty” place. As conservatives, we will have few friends; and as reformers, we will have even fewer yet. We should be candid about this, but we should not be pessimistic. There is so much we can do, so much low-hanging fruit we can grab, that will go a long way in fixing things in our dysfunctional federal government.


To win these battles, we must keep in mind the important lessons explained, re-explained, and hammered home throughout this book, including the importance of planning, teamwork, loyalty, focus, and perhaps the most important, courage.




INTRODUCTION


MISSISSIPPI MANDY


The Generational Challenge


As a military brat, I was raised with a deep sense of patriotism. Working for the government, whether military or civilian, was about service and duty. Needless to say, these were very happy points of reference, and they instilled in me a general optimism about America and an appreciation for its unique republican system.


And for years, those happy feelings were buttressed by a host of amazing events in my lifetime: the US winning the Cold War, the ascent of the American economy during the tech boom, and the resilience we showed in the face of the horrors of the 9/11 terrorist attacks, among many others. It was during this time that I developed a deep sense of patriotism, which in turn led me to pursue a career in public service.


Sadly, I would not have written this book today if I still felt as optimistic about and confident in the republic as I did years ago. Indeed, my personal experiences in and around government have shown me that politics in Washington, D.C. have become warped and harmful to the country as well as to our system of government. For the progressives who run the Deep State (i.e., the permanent government in D.C.), partisan goals have supplanted the Constitution as their proverbial North Star. This has led to the destruction of the all-important rule of law, and an attendant decline in trust in the government. This is neither desirable nor tenable; these degradations must be reversed.


I remain a positive person, but I am also a realist: we must change the status quo lest we risk losing our constitutional inheritance forever. In some respects, this is not a new phenomenon: there are always threats to liberty over time, and they rarely remain the same. To paraphrase President Reagan, our rights and liberties are always at risk, meaning each generation must do what it can to guard against domestic and foreign threats to our way of life. Since the fall of the Soviet Union, those threats have been primarily domestic, and that is still true today.


The salient difference today, however, is that the threats to our liberty are not individual problems, but comprehensive threats. For instance, consider how government agencies have chipped away at our privacy rights in the name of national security, as was the case during the presidencies of George W. Bush and Barack Obama.


Put bluntly, I’m talking about the challenges to how we conduct politics in this country, from the administration of elections to the making of rules and their enforcement (or lack thereof, as the case may be). This is the administrative threat that so many have warned against, and it’s real. We must confront it.


It is my grave concern about those internal threats that led me to write this book. This is a book about American politics generally, and about the burgeoning crisis of legitimacy in Washington, D.C., in particular. Some commentators like to frame this problem as a nascent “Cold Civil War,” which, while a great phrase, misses the nuance of the conflict. Without giving too much away on the front end, I see this problem as being more like a game dictated by certain rules than an existential battle of “all against all” governed by the Hobbesian idea of self-preservation above and before all else. Similarly, I don’t think a war metaphor is apt when only one side is fighting to consolidate power.


Politics in America were never meant to be existential—a truth underscored by the logic of and purposes served by our institutions, chief among them being the Constitution. Put differently, an election, a court ruling, an act of Congress—none of these things would, in the Founders’ view and under their rules, change America in any fundamental way so as to put our existence as a republic at risk.


But I would be lying if I didn’t admit that I do often worry that things are changing for the worse in my lifetime. Specifically, I see that political disputes are becoming more existential and, necessarily, less traditionally American. I find myself thinking about these threats all the time.


Political and legal norms that endured for centuries have been broken and forgotten in the last few years, with few in government or media giving these problems the coverage they deserve. At the same time, the membrane separating the political from the legal has been violated repeatedly, and it is difficult to imagine how it could be repaired at this point. But it could get worse, which is reason alone to try.


And these are but a few microcosms of the larger trends that continue unabated. From the endless and still ongoing persecution of former President Trump (now eight years running, which I believe makes him the most investigated person ever) to the weaponization of executive branch agencies to bludgeon everyday Americans into accepting ideas and practices they find unacceptable, the government in Washington has repeatedly done what was once unthinkable, and it does not appear deterred in the slightest.


As I see it, not only is our Constitutional order at stake (to the extent that key aspects of it are not already lost), but so is the entirety of the intangible political system of parity and understanding that informed and sustained our heretofore mostly healthy civic culture. If and when these barriers fully break apart, we will be faced with a series of problems so daunting and extensive that I worry we as a country will be irreversibly alienated from the Founders and their “more perfect” dream that they and generations of others sacrificed so much for to create and sustain.


And should the worst happen—should our constitutional republic be fundamentally transformed or thrown out—then I am confident in predicting that whatever government might replace it will be worse.


Consequently, preserving the political system we as citizens inherited is the most important task in our lives as Americans. I firmly believe this, but I am by no means the first to say it. So many great thinkers and leaders have touched on this idea in some way or another, and that’s not because it sounds good (though it does), but rather because it is so integral to who we are as Americans. Without our unique system of government and the norms that make it possible, we would not be American citizens; we would simply be citizens like those in any other country. We would also be poorer, more susceptible to foreign threats, and overall, less successful. In my view, saving that system is absolutely essential.


Regrettably, many on the Left and Right do not understand this core truth, and thus likely do not agree with me on this point, let alone the contention that the federal government—the executive branch specifically—must be radically reformed.


For too long, Republicans in D.C. have tried to rationalize and normalize constitutional violations and the degradation of norms; in some cases, they have simply focused on other issues and declared them existential. And for just as long, Democrats and progressives across the federal government have violated the rules—written and unwritten—that define our system of government. This cannot be tolerated forever. This is a major theme of the book, and one I return to repeatedly.


In the following chapters, I explain and expand on my view of this dilemma—a perspective shaped by my own professional experiences, both during my time in the Trump Administration and after—before turning to the relevant history of how we arrived here. Along the way, I share some ideas on how to get out of this mess.


I firmly believe that a solution to this quagmire is both possible and pressing. In my view, this should be the singular focus of the next Republican administration. Thankfully, there are candidates running in the Republican Presidential Primary who understand this issue and are interested in rectifying it. In the final sections of the book, I review the plans and programs they have put forth.


But before getting into all the finer details, I think it’s only right that I explain a bit more about who I am and why I see America as I do, and how I understand the current problems that ail her. To best give that context, I want to begin by sharing a short observation I made about American politics years ago.


Who I Am and How I Got Here


Something I noticed early in my political career is that people running for office and/or serving in office like to define themselves by their party. For instance, “I’m a liberal Democrat” or “I’m a Second Amendment Republican.” There’s nothing wrong with this, but for me, I have always seen the political labels as secondary. Put differently, these labels follow from the experiences that shape us.


Our decisions and views as citizens define who we are, not labels. This applies to so many of my fellow Americans, and to me and my family as well. Identity is based not on voting, but on one’s upbringing; those formative experiences inform us as citizens because in the best cases they show us the importance of our relationships, both in our families and in the republic. And even so, to be clear, identity does not necessarily dictate politics. We are all individuals in this country, not members of groups—a point that my grandmother’s life hammered home to me early on.


With that in mind, my own worldview was primarily influenced by my upbringing in Mississippi. And two people in particular made a huge impact on me: my grandmother Iris and my father, who served in the Air Force. I want to tell you a bit about them and how those relationships made me who I am.


Iris is, in my opinion, one of those once-in-a-generation people you meet who is far ahead of their time. Independent and with deep convictions and tenacity, Iris helped my grandfather to start and run his medical practice in Mississippi while raising three children.


And if that wasn’t impressive enough, she was also a committed Republican activist in the Deep South when that was not easy to do. Democrats dominated everywhere, and Republicans were unpopular and even unwelcome. But she was undeterred. In fact, she was so firm in her convictions that she set up the Newton County Republican Party and helped establish engagement with the Mississippi Federation of Republican Women.


Her efforts didn’t pay off right away. It took years for Republicans to gain a foothold and eventually to win elections. Mississippi is not red today because of her, but efforts like hers contributed to a massive political shift. In my view, that is an important reminder of what’s possible when a person is sufficiently driven and loyal to their beliefs. The odds may be long at first, but nothing is set in stone; people and situations can change for the better.


I know that my earliest thoughts about being an active citizen stem from conversations with my grandmother, and I owe her a great deal for that. At the same time, I must mention my dad, because he is the other great influence in my life.


Dad worked as an active-duty air force officer, meaning we were constantly on the move depending on where he was stationed. This was a tough situation in some respects, but in others it was eye-opening. Not only did I get to meet all kinds of people, but I also got to see much of the world. I’ll never forget our time in South Korea. It was there that I saw the Demilitarized Zone (DMZ), and it put in stark terms what freedom meant.


All of the moving we did helped me to understand how important family is, which is something I value tremendously. It also showed me what service meant in practice. My dad did whatever was asked of him by the military, often at great sacrifice and occasionally to the frustration of his family. If he had it his way, I’m sure we would have found a home in Mississippi and stayed there. But my dad’s calling—to serve the United States—was bigger than that, so everything he did to advance that goal, he did so with a smile.


Seeing how diligently he worked, seeing that nothing phased him—these memories are seared into my brain, and I try to be the same type of person as Dad. One way I’ve tried to emulate him is through public service.


Serving has always been rewarding. After permanently moving back to the Mississippi, I loved to volunteer because it allowed me to step outside the town of Decatur where I spent the majority of my formative years. Small, rural, and with one stoplight, Decatur was not exactly a bustling city, so the opportunity to get involved—with local projects, organizations, etc.—was always a nice jolt of excitement in an otherwise sleepy town. Knowing that whatever work I did would help those around me was an awesome feeling, and it has stuck with me, even when I was hundreds of miles from home.


Most folks who grow up in Decatur never really leave. My path diverged when I won State in cross country my senior year. With a full-ride to the local community college, I hadn’t really given much thought to attending a four-year college, until Mississippi College recruited me to run. Needless to say, this changed the trajectory of my life.


After graduating college, I went to law school because I understood that an advanced degree would allow me to do meaningful work to improve the country. Or, as I saw it, to serve in a more impactful way. This ended up being a great decision as it led me to the topic of regulation, which in turn allowed me to work in Washington, D.C. across the government, from Congress to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), to directly help those crushed by distant, onerous rules. Cutting red tape, returning money to taxpayers, and helping all Americans to secure the affordable energy they need to work and to live well are the most rewarding aspects of my work, and I love it.


The Bureaucratic Difference


My path to politics was not direct, and looking back, it’s sometimes surreal thinking about how far from Decatur I am today. Working full-time while raising kids has been a challenge, especially as I’ve tried my best to impart to my kids these same Mississippi values that I was taught. It’s been doubly tough when we’re out of state, but the silver-lining is that this situation has forced me to think about my hometown, my people, and my values even more. The values we live by and the work we do mean a lot to our communities and to the formation of our characters, which is why I want my kids to be proud Mississippians like their ancestors and I.


Consequently, throughout my time in D.C., I have remained committed to the experiences, lessons, ideals, and people who shaped me in that small town. I always try my best to remember who I am—a proud, seventh-generation Mississippian—and those I serve, namely the taxpayers of all backgrounds, and the Constitution. Working with a smile and maintaining high character are two essential rules I hold myself to.


In Congress, this was easy to do. I worked as an attorney for the Republicans, and I was able to adhere to and promote those values in the workplace with little difficulty.


Sadly, as my role changed, it became more challenging to follow those self-imposed rules of conduct—honor, integrity, service—especially once I entered the progressive-dominated Executive Branch, which was openly hostile to those codes. What stood out to me about this was that, substantively, I was doing the same work. The only change was the branch, and thus the people I worked with, i.e., with bureaucrats rather than congressmen and their staff members.


One experience in particular during my time in the Trump Administration pushed me in ways I never could have anticipated. The silver lining (if it can be called that) was seeing the swamp up close and in a way I hadn’t before. This misadventure opened my eyes to how rotten things really are, how underhanded the Deep State is, and how relentlessly it will work to frustrate all efforts at reform. Let’s discuss the Paris Climate Accords and an ill-fated trip to Germany, because I think it perfectly captures the extent of this terrible problem.




CHAPTER 1


WELCOME TO BONN


Deep State Target


I have spent a lot of time in Washington, D.C. In fact, much of my professional career has been spent on Capitol Hill. As an attorney, I know that so much of politics in the US is a process (passing laws, debating terms, etc.). As a conservative, I also know that these processes typically end up favoring Democrats and their more liberal positions—such is the nature of things in the post-Constitutional age of the Administrative State.


Frustrating as this situation is, it’s one that most conservatives acknowledge and attempt to ameliorate, though the results are mixed. Holding hearings and threatening budgets are the typical modus operandi for congressional Republicans upset with an agency, and I was well-acquainted with this approach by the time I entered the Trump Administration.


What I didn’t know until I served in the Executive Branch, however, is the extent to which entrenched interests—journalists, bureaucrats, and the broader Deep State—are willing to go outside of established processes to get their way. And stepping outside of the rules includes targeting and harassing political enemies, which is something I would have thought impossible only a few years earlier.


I openly admit that before President Trump’s term in office, I would have laughed off any talk of a Deep State; I would have rolled my eyes at the suggestion that Democrats would employ extra-legal means to handicap their opponents. Sure, things like this happened in the past—under FDR and Johnson, for instance—but that was a long time ago. We live in a modern, first-world republic. Things like that don’t happen here.


But after my experiences as an appointee, I’m sad to say that this is a real problem, and one that is only getting worse as polarization increases. And that is what this book is about—the problem with the permanent government, especially its willingness to disregard law, morality, and all norms to get its way. The following anecdote is just that: a story. But it is also a microcosm for the problem we as conservatives face in D.C., and one that highlights the intractable nature of the Administrative State. This in turn presents us with the all-important question: What must we do to change things?


One Moment in Time


I was blessed to serve the Trump Administration as a senior official at the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) where I advanced POTUS’s conservative agenda to the best of my ability. This position afforded me a unique perspective, and it was from this position that I observed the unyielding and pervasive effort on the part of the media and the Democrats in D.C. to create a new controversy each day over the course of the president’s entire term. Their goal was to turn politics into a fever dream. This was true before President Trump took office, and it remains true today.


Crucially, it was also in this role that I began to take notice of other efforts—these ones, unlike those of the media, took place within government—that violated basic principles of our Constitution. What I saw disturbed me: the political dynamics of the Executive Branch were warped and abused by conspicuously partisan bureaucrats. Over President Trump’s four years in office, I saw that this issue was not local to one department; it was (and remains) a ubiquitous threat, including at the Department of Defense (DOD), an agency that virtually all Republicans in D.C. are deferential to, but which is financially irresponsible1 and being pushed culturally Left.2


When I began to think about writing this book with the goal of informing everyday Americans about the problems with the unelected, permanent, bureaucratic government and explaining how to fix them, there was one anecdote that stood out in my mind, one series of events that remains vivid to this day.


This personal experience fully captures the threat of the Deep State and its unethical, often illegal opposition to government reform generally, and to President Trump in particular. What some may not know, and what I hope this story sheds light on, is that the permanent government is unprofessional, mean-spirited, and underhanded. These people are not experts, but they are politically aware, and they know that they are largely untouchable. As such, they can act as bureaucratic foot soldiers for the progressive cause without fear of punishment.


But before I can recount all the events in their entirety, we must first look back at an important promise that then-candidate Trump made to America, because it is where the story begins; that promise is central to the drama I experienced firsthand, which unfolded years later in Germany.


“We’re Getting Out”


Even President Trump’s most uncharitable critic must admit that, at a minimum, he is eminently quotable. I laugh whenever I hear some of his best lines from the 2016 Republican Primary, and I really laugh when I see the old videos of his debates with Secretary Clinton in the General Election. The man is constantly producing sound bites, sometimes unintentionally, and even out of office.


At the root of President Trump’s speaking skills is the fact that he is a spectacular salesman and orator. I think his single greatest asset is his ability to brand things—people, ideas, and policies. In the 2016 Republican Primary, he famously defeated his rivals with his power to brand. He was equally effective at staking out his positions on policies. We all remember his comments on China and Mexico.3 Equally important was his stance on American energy policy.


President Trump was an unabashed defender of America’s incredible ability to produce affordable, safe energy. As a businessman, he understood that access to natural gas and other forms of energy that progressives hate is integral to the functioning of the American economy; these resources also ensure that Americans lead comfortable, independent lives. Unsurprisingly, recognizing this simple truth set him up against an increasingly radical environmental movement that, as of 2015 (and even more so today), had captured the Democratic Party.


As one can imagine, Democrats went ballistic when President Trump put on a miner’s helmet and promised to protect and promote American energy and energy independence.4 They lost all perspective on the energy issue. This reality is best demonstrated by Hillary Clinton’s promise to put West Virginia coal miners out of work, because doing so is apparently necessary given the supposed threat of man-made climate change.5


Some progressives sincerely believe in this asserted threat, and they push policies that would slowly constrict the domestic energy sector, all while raising rates on hardworking Americans. Democrats can afford these price increases because their voters are either subsidized or so wealthy that rate increases won’t affect them.


Because climate change is an “existential threat,” the Obama Administration, as it so often did, sought to bypass the Constitution and its requirements to drastically reduce emissions—a move that necessarily would choke out local energy producers via the introduction of further, more onerous regulations.6


As we have seen, the Biden Administration is equally unhinged when it comes to energy policy; it has done everything imaginable to make the “Green New Deal” a reality while trying to convince Americans that a lower quality of life is fine.7 And of course, it has tried to do so via Executive Branch regulations rather than through the Congress.


But before there was the Green New Deal, there was the Paris Climate Accords, or the Paris Agreement. The deal was an international agreement that would mandate sharp cuts in emissions by the US, as well as a substantial financial commitment to the Green Climate Fund; and it would do little to constrain the largest polluters, especially China.8 Per usual, the Paris Agreement was mostly an act of moral grandstanding by the Europeans and American progressives—and one that the US taxpayer would feel the brunt of economically.


It should be said that the agreement is an obvious treaty given the obligations it would put on the US, so naturally the Obama Administration avoided the Constitutional requirement that the treaty be ratified by declaring the deal an “executive agreement,” i.e., something legally less than a treaty, but with all the appearances of a treaty. The upshot is that, under this standard, a future president could simply leave the deal since it lacked any binding commitment.


Candidate Trump promised to do just that, and his stance on the controversial agreement proved decisive in several Midwestern swing states during the 2016 Presidential Election.9 Indeed, it was the Rust Belt—a region known for its manufacturing and energy-dependent economies—that came through and delivered one of the great upsets in American political history.


And yet, upon assuming the presidency, there was uncertainty as to whether President Trump would follow through on his promise to leave the agreement. Broadly speaking, there were two camps in the administration: those who wanted to get out, and those who, for various reasons, wanted to remain in the Paris Agreement.


My boss at the time, EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt, was firmly in the former group. He understood just how painful the Paris Agreement would be for ordinary, middle-class Americans, as well as those on the economic margins. In March of 2017, he was scheduled to attend a senior level meeting at the White House to discuss President Trump’s course of action on the agreement. To say that there were serious stakes going into the meeting would be a massive understatement.


In my view, Administrator Pruitt was the perfect person to make the case for leaving the Paris Agreement: he was an attorney with an array of different experiences—a seasoned advocate and senior law enforcement official in the state of Oklahoma, to name two roles—that afforded him an incredible talent for distilling arguments and persuading others with the facts.


Similarly, as a former senior staffer in the Senate with a focus on the Paris Climate Agreement, I was the point person and attended nearly all of the official meetings prior to President Obama’s signing of the so-called “executive agreement,” an experience I recall well, as during the official trip to Paris I was eight months pregnant with my second child and had to get my doctor’s written permission to fly there and back. I was well-positioned to brief Administrator Pruitt and to prepare him for what would be a highly contentious meeting, if not an open debate.


I understood the terms of the agreement, and Administrator Pruitt could make a bulletproof argument as to why we needed to get out. We were a strong duo, and I was convinced that, no matter what the other side argued, we would win.


As we prepared for the meeting, Administrator Pruitt told me that “we need to leave” and to not “let anyone change your mind”—no matter what the media would say or write. He reminded me that POTUS ran on leaving the unfair agreement, and that, at a minimum, exiting the deal would be symbolic to the climate agenda. He put it bluntly: leaving the agreement would be a clear signal to the world and to ideologues that America is proud of her successes, and that we embrace them and are unapologetic in doing so.


Armed with our “Paris Binder,” Administrator Pruitt left the EPA and went over to the White House ready to spar with Director of the National Economic Council Gary Cohn, Secretary of State Rex Tillerson, and others who did not want to rock the proverbial boat by leaving a manifestly bad deal. I was anxious but confident in the administrator’s ability to make his case.


We anticipated the likely arguments for staying, which went something along the lines of this: The agreement, while imperfect and certainly costly in some regards, would be good for business because it would create new green jobs; and getting out would be overly costly on a political level. This was the crux of the pro-Paris argument in the White House.
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