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			Advance Praise for Lawless Lawfare

			“Lawless Lawfare details the establishment’s tactics in usurping the court system in an attempt to score political points. It threatens to upend the separation of powers and thwart the will of the voters—something I know the dangers of firsthand, as the lawfare was waged against me.”

			—Texas Attorney General Ken Paxton

			“Political prosecutions are something I know all about given what happened to me. My prosecution was the playbook that the Washington establishment later deployed against President Trump in an attempt to defeat a political opponent. My hope is he is the one who can put an end to the weaponization of America’s judicial system.”

			—Governor Rod Blagojevich

			“I’ve worked in the journalistic trenches with Alex Swoyer, breaking international news and breaking down the complexities of legal battles. She is a brilliant attorney and writer whose Lawless Lawfare breaks new ground in the crucial effort to document one of the most egregious abuses of power in American history.”

			—Joel Pollak, Breitbart News Senior Editor at Large
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			To my daughter, Fiona Joon.

			May you always seek—and speak—the truth.

		

	
		
			Foreword 
by Mike Davis

			The weaponization of our judicial system is the single greatest threat to our republic today. Over the past several years, we have seen a anti-democratic pattern unfold: the use of lawfare—abusing legal and judicial processes for political gain—to target political opponents, particularly President Donald J. Trump and his supporters. The consequences of this trend extend beyond one man or one political movement. This republic-ending lawfare strikes at the very heart of our democracy, eroding the foundational principles of fairness, due process, and equal application of the law.

			That is why Alex Swoyer’s book is not only timely but essential. Alex meticulously documents the rise of lawfare, exposing the tactics used by leftist actors to manipulate the courts, discredit opponents, and consolidate their power. Her work is the result of years of dedicated investigative reporting, deep legal knowledge, and firsthand experience in Washington, D.C.’s political and judicial arenas.

			I first met Alex during one of the most pivotal battles of my career—the confirmation fight for Justice Brett Kavanaugh. As a former law clerk to Justice Neil Gorsuch and a veteran of judicial nominations, I knew what was at stake. The left’s attempt to derail Kavanaugh’s confirmation was not just about one Supreme Court seat. It was a preview of the broader strategy they would soon unleash with full force: weaponizing the legal system to achieve victories they could not win at the ballot box. Amid the media frenzy, Alex stood out as a reporter who sought truth over narrative. She was sharp, thorough, and unwavering in her commitment to journalistic integrity. It was clear then—as it is now—that she was more than just a reporter. She was a guardian of the truth.

			With over a decade of experience covering the intersection of law and politics, Alex possesses an in-depth understanding of the judicial system and its vulnerabilities. Unlike many of her media peers, Alex’s legal background allows her to spot irregularities that others overlook—like the unconstitutional decisions handed down by Judges Tanya Chutkan and Juan Merchan against President Trump. She recognizes how small manipulations of courtroom procedures and judicial rulings can have republic-ending consequences in shaping political outcomes. And, most importantly, she understands that lawfare is not just a theoretical concern. It is an immediate and ongoing threat to our nation’s legal and political institutions.

			The left’s use of lawfare is relentless. We saw it in the Russia collusion hoax, where baseless accusations led to years of politically motivated investigations. We saw it in the sham Trump impeachments, where the legal process was twisted into a partisan weapon. We see it now in the barrage of criminal and civil cases aimed at President Trump, including the politically driven prosecutions over classified documents, January 6, and even the dubious claims by E. Jean Carroll. These cases are not about justice. They want to ensure that President Trump and his supporters are buried under an avalanche of legal attacks so they won’t effectively fight back.

			Through my work at the Article III Project (A3P), I am on the front lines of this battle. We fought back against these radical judges who wanted to legislate from the bench. I personally filed complaints against judges who abuse their positions to serve their leftist ends. And I made it my mission to ensure that the judiciary remains independent, fair, and accountable. But make no mistake—this is a fight that requires vigilance from all who care about our constitutional republic.

			That is why Alex’s book is so crucial. She lays out, step-by-step, how lawfare is deployed as a political weapon. She exposes the individuals and institutions driving this effort, from deep-state bureaucrats to activist judges to media operatives who amplify false narratives. She connects the dots between seemingly disparate legal attacks, showing how they are part of a coordinated strategy to undermine not just President Trump but any political movement that dares to challenge the left’s dominance. And she warns of the dire consequences should this weaponization of our legal system go unchecked.

			This book is not just about the past. It exists as a warning for the future. After all, if we fail to learn from our past, we’re doomed to repeat it in the future. Today, it is Trump and his allies who are in the crosshairs. Tomorrow, it’s anyone who dares to challenge the prevailing political order. The erosion of legal fairness does not happen overnight. It happens incrementally, through small abuses that gradually become acceptable. That is why we must act now to expose and dismantle this dangerous trend before it becomes irreversible.

			As you read this book, pay close attention to the patterns Alex uncovers. Observe how the same tactics are refined and redeployed across different cases. Consider the broader implications of a legal system that is easily weaponized against political enemies. And most importantly, recognize that the fight against lawfare is not just about one man or one election. It is about preserving the very foundations of our constitutional republic.

			I am grateful to Alex Swoyer for her dedication to this critical issue. Her work is a testament to the importance of fearless journalism in the face of overwhelming pressure. She takes on the tough questions, challenges the prevailing narratives, and provides a much-needed roadmap for understanding the legal battles that will define the future of our nation.

			For anyone who cares about the rule of law, the integrity of our judicial system, and the survival of American democracy, this book is a must-read. It is a wake-up call, a warning, and a call to action. Read it, absorb it, and join the fight to restore justice in America.

			Mike Davis, founder and president, Article III Project
Former Law Clerk to Justice Neil Gorsuch

		

	
		
			Introduction

			As a legal affairs reporter and a lawyer for roughly a decade, it has been somewhat effortless for me to present balanced reporting for The Washington Times. All I have had to do when I write about a newsworthy lawsuit is access the legal filings from both the plaintiff and defendant, quote from each party, and ensure the various sides have a chance to shed light on the legal claims. So long as both parties were represented in my article, I felt I had done a balanced job.

			Sounds easy, right?

			You would think so. But I noticed that when it came to the lawsuits plaguing President Donald Trump, my colleagues in the media were not giving him that same balanced coverage that I had strived to implement in all of my legal reporting and analysis.

			I found myself griping daily—to myself and to close confidants—about witnessing the abuse of the courts and America’s justice system in what I viewed as purely political gamesmanship. It felt as though Trump Derangement Syndrome took over America’s courtrooms. For starters, four criminal indictments against a former president—and a top presidential candidate—came in the span of four short months during a presidential campaign season.

			The irony of the timing was not lost on me—or the voters, as the 2024 election results revealed.

			As I read and reviewed each complaint or indictment against Trump, I would moan about the warped nature of the legal charges to a group of friends I had kept in touch with since my law school days. I did not consider all of them diehard Trump supporters. Many of my fellow attorney friends, I am sure, would have liked to see a different Republican nominee than Trump in 2024. But we all agreed, nonetheless, that the legal charges Trump was facing were unprecedented, novel, and often suspect at best.

			That’s when it hit me that the topic of lawfare deserved its own book, specifically the lawfare targeted at Trump, his inner circle, and the Make America Great Again movement as a whole.

			With my Capitol Hill credentials and access to federal courtrooms in the District of Columbia and at the US Supreme Court, I felt I could help Americans—from both sides of the aisle—better understand the political nature of the legal battles dominating the mainstream news coverage over the past few years.

			I did not necessarily set out to write a pro-Trump book, but Democratic lawmakers, progressive lawyers, and biased judges made it all too easy to compile Lawless Lawfare. It was because of their actions that Trump and his allies became viewed as victims of a one-sided system of justice. To most Americans, Lady Justice did not appear to be blind. Many of the individuals tainted by the injustice were willing to share with me their experiences, which I have included in Lawless Lawfare.

			The online Cambridge Dictionary defines lawfare as “the use of legal action to cause problems for an opponent.” Lawfare, as I see it in the Trump era, involved usurping America’s courtrooms to fight political—rather than legal—battles.

			That’s exactly what I aim to highlight throughout Lawless Lawfare, as I bring the reader through what happened during, and leading up to, the 2024 election. In fact, I make the argument that the lawfare against Trump actually began during his 2016—not his 2024—campaign, with the Russian collusion narrative. It then continued on in the form of impeachments and later indictments.

			I wanted Lawless Lawfare to expose the strange and often superficial legal battles that Democrats and the Washington establishment unfairly lobbed against Trump, his allies, and his supporters. My findings, which are detailed in this book, include the slanted media coverage and the damage lawfare caused not just to the presidency and the MAGA movement, but also to the legacy media and America’s judiciary.

			While the financial expense of it all is explored in Lawless Lawfare, the emotional and physical toll that the endless political persecutions took upon various individuals that found themselves caught up in Trump’s legal web are also detailed by some of the people who were willing to bring me inside their personal and legal trials and tribulations.

			Surprisingly, though, many of the people you will hear from throughout Lawless Lawfare view themselves as serving a purpose. They see themselves as standing up for democracy and the separation of powers—which they fear lawfare threatens to destroy.

			Those insiders, who have been impacted in one way or another by the MAGA-targeted lawfare, told me how Trump and his new administration can best combat the weaponization of law enforcement and our nation’s justice system to ensure politically biased lawfare never happens again.

			Everyone I spoke to afflicted by Democrats’ political prosecutions said the mission of it was clear: to silence, to intimidate, and to defeat. It was as if the Washington establishment and Democrats had read out of the playbook of former Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez, who was known for jailing hundreds of his political enemies.

			The MAGA-targeted litigation was meant to drain any and all political opposition financially, mentally, and emotionally until they either complied, died, or were locked up. Thankfully, it did not work, and Americans saw through the dangerous scheme.

			The Washington establishment and the Democratic Party underestimated MAGA’s will to “fight, fight, fight.”

		

	
		
			The Cost of Lawfare

			For the Trump family, the lawfare deployed by Democrats and the Washington establishment during the past several years was deeply personal, so much so that the family is not yet ready to talk about all its negative impacts, according to Lara Trump.

			But she, the wife of Eric Trump and daughter-in-law of President Trump, said it was so damaging that even financial institutions did not want to work with them, despite the Trumps being one of the wealthiest and most successful families in America.

			“We all, as a family, have experienced things,” Trump, who also helped lead the Republican National Committee during the 2024 campaign, told me. “I won’t even go into the personal side of this for us, which has affected our ability to get a loan for a house or a mortgage or whatever it is. We all in the Trump family have been negatively impacted by what these people have tried to do in the name of politics.

			“I mean, most people will never know the half of it because we don’t publicly talk about it,” she added. “But it is absolutely outrageous, and it really does feel like we live in another country sometimes—not America—the stuff that we have gone through.”

			From the moment Trump launched his 2016 campaign, he was under scrutiny by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, which ended up probing him for more than two years for allegedly working with Russia to win the 2016 campaign.

			When the Russia investigation failed to land any luck for Democrats, they turned to impeaching him not once, but twice.

			Eventually, civil lawsuits ensued.

			But the worse of it may have been the four criminal prosecutions he faced, making history as the first time a former president ever stood trial and was convicted of a crime.

			Don Jr., the eldest son of the president, said he does not think his father is bothered by being labeled a “felon” or a “convict.” He told me that, like the mug shot taken in Fulton County, Georgia, over Trump’s state prosecution there, it has all become “sort of a symbol for standing against the corrupt swamp establishment and standing with the tens of millions of everyday, commonsense Americans who supported him.”

			“In a weird way, the courtroom sketches, the phony witch hunts, the failed Democrat ads, and the mug shot—it all became sort of a badge of honor, because it represents a courageous and bold stand against abuse of power. It’s a political comeback story like we’ve never seen. And no, I’m not tired of winning,” Don Jr. said.

			He also credited the love and loyalty of the American people for motivating the Trump family to continue to campaign despite the mountain of lawfare.

			In fact, the lawfare only made us that much more driven and eager to deliver on the promises to restore equal justice and equal application of our laws. We’re a family of builders—and when you’re building something, you don’t stop until the job is finished. The more the corrupt left-wing lawfare cabal tried to bring him down, the stronger my father became. Because once the corruption got to a certain point, we had no choice but to work harder than ever to deliver a massive victory in November.

			Lara Trump, for her part, said that one day the family will feel comfortable coming out and talking more specifically about the way the political targeting that started nearly ten years ago has impacted each of them, adding that “it has upended all of our lives.”

			It has been very, very damaging to all of our lives in ways probably people couldn’t fathom. When that day comes, I think people will be utterly shocked by the things that have happened to our family and we made it through. I am grateful to the American people that they saw through all the lies and the lawfare and all the nonsense. But it is a really scary process that, had things gone the opposite way in this election, I don’t know what that would have meant for our family, for my father-in-law, and for this country as a whole, because I think once you go past a certain point, I don’t know that you get this country back. So, I feel like we are very fortunate right now.

			Had the election not turned out in his favor, she said the family expected Trump to be put in jail. The same sentiment was echoed by Don Jr.

			I fully believe that had my father-in-law not won the election on November fifth, he would have spent some time in jail. That was their goal—was to put him in jail, to have the optics of that to send it out as a warning to people out there: Don’t try to go against the grain so much, because this is ultimately what could happen to you. Don’t be outspoken, because this is what could ultimately happen to you.

			Don Jr. said the only way Democrats—including corrupt judges and prosecutors—could beat his father would have been to lock him up.

			“They knew the only way they could beat him wasn’t at the ballot box, but to jail him,” he said.

			They used the justice system as an arm of the Democratic Party, with the ultimate goal of putting their political opponent behind bars based on lies, smears, due process denial, and all the rest. It was a disgrace. But the American people also woke up to exactly what they were doing to destroy the fabric of the nation. And it’s why the Democrat Party is now a total dumpster fire, and that’s putting it mildly.

			Through the years, it was not just the Trump family who were personally impacted by the lawfare. Those around them also saw the law being manipulated in order to target political opposition.

			General Michael Flynn was one of those supporters at the forefront of the lawfare. He said the bending of the law cost him his career and damaged his son’s marriage.

			Above all, it silenced him.

			He had been an ally of President Trump’s since before the 2016 election, when he would introduce him at campaign rallies. Flynn’s military experience and the fact that he had worked a top position during the Obama administration helped bolster Trump’s bid, at the time.

			Flynn spent more than three decades in the military and became the director of the Defense Intelligence Agency in 2012 under Obama. Trump, after he defeated Hillary Clinton in 2016, made Flynn his national security advisor, a role in which he only served for three weeks before coming under scrutiny by the Federal Bureau of Investigation probing alleged Russia collusion in the Trump campaign. They nabbed Flynn for a phone call to his Russian counterpart during the transition period in December of 2016, after the November election but before Inauguration Day in January.

			“I couldn’t tell my story at all because publishers, they would be attacked. Businesses would be attacked. Jobs—like me getting jobs—I’ve had to really scratch out a living,” Flynn said of the past eight years since Democrat lawfare took his position as US National Security Adviser away from him.

			While military personnel with credentials like Flynn retire and sit on boards where they earn millions, Flynn was left struggling.

			“I go through the four years of the Trump administration in excruciating pain, and the next four years, I’m out fighting for Trump and fighting for the country, and I am trying to scratch out a living. I wrote books. I made a movie. I’m out speaking. I am doing everything I can to basically recover what was taken from me illegally,” Flynn said.

			All because his name was tarnished during the Russia investigation.

			The costs are unimaginable. There is really only a very small handful that really can kind of understand what you go through. But for me, it was very public. I mean, all these other things that have happened—even Peter Navarro and Steve Bannon going off to prison—all those things happen after all this—I was like the piñata for the entirety of the Russiagate thing, because I had pled guilty, and now I am cooperating, and the whole thing was based on a lie. It was based on a Hillary Clinton hit piece.

			“I haven’t given up,” Flynn added. “Bannon hasn’t given up. Peter Navarro hasn’t given up. Rudy Giuliani hasn’t given up. There are others that have given up, though, trust me.”

			Some of the Trump allies he named were confidants in the first administration that were also indicted in the course of Democrats’ litigation crusade. But Flynn said if anything good came out of it all, it is that his immediate family has been made stronger. (The strength of family is something Lara Trump also said helped the Trump family make it through.)

			“It strengthened them, because they all knew who I was, and they didn’t believe anything,” Flynn said of his relatives.

			But my immediate family, particularly my son, it basically ruined his marriage… For my own, we are fine in our marriage and all that, but boy, I will tell you, it was tough times going through all that, emotionally, financially. It was destructive. That is a constant battle because now, as you fight back—now I am in the process of trying to fight back; but the emotional side of this thing is that there are so many people who believe and still believe what happened.

			Stephen K. Bannon, whom Flynn referenced, had worked on Trump’s 2016 campaign after having led the conservative news site Breitbart. Following the 2016 victory, he went to work at the White House as Trump’s chief strategist.

			But he was not there long before he quickly came under scrutiny by law enforcement, which became a pattern for those in the president’s inner circle, as I will continue to explore more in later chapters.

			During the first investigation into the president, known to some as “Russia collusion” and to others as the “Russian hoax,” Bannon told me he spent $2 million on legal fees just battling that narrative alone.

			And that, of course, is not all.

			Bannon is still paying lawyers, as he’s been fighting a pending prosecution in New York. Bannon did plead guilty in February to one count in the New York prosecution, in exchange not to do jail time.1 More on that case later. But for Bannon, he plans to go all the way to the Supreme Court in another dispute involving the legitimacy of the January 6 House of Representatives committee that subpoenaed him over January 6 contacts. He refused to comply and spent four months in prison.

			He said the lawfare during his time at the White House did not interfere with the administration’s work, but it stymied their goal of draining the swamp and dismantling the administrative state.

			“It’s insanity,” he said. “It didn’t affect my work at the time, but I tell people, anyone who goes into government now has to get their head examined, because it is so brutal what they do to you.”

			Trump had pardoned Bannon in a dispute in 2021 over allegedly misusing funds that had been donated by Trump supporters to build a wall along the southern border.

			He was—and still is—in Democrats’ crosshairs.

			Most recently, Manhattan District Attorney Alvin Bragg—the same prosecutor who convicted Trump in his Manhattan hush-money trial—has charged Bannon with money laundering, among other charges related to the build-the-wall donations. Bannon pleaded guilty in February to one charge—to defraud—which makes it so he cannot lead a charity or fundraise for a nonprofit.2 But he was able to avoid going to trial and doing any more time in jail in this episode of lawfare. Since the Biden Justice Department could not continue to prosecute Bannon due to the pardon, Bragg had decided to do their bidding in state court, where the pardon does not apply.

			In terms of his January 6 subpoena fight, meanwhile, Bannon says he does not want a pardon for the time he did behind bars last year.

			I don’t want a pardon because mine was a misdemeanor, and I served my time. What I want to do is go to the Supreme Court and have the January 6th Committee ruled as illegitimate. That’s what is key to me. My thing is the separation of powers. Was it a legitimate committee or not? Did the president have the power to do executive privilege? I think I win on both of those.

			Bannon has always been defiant.

			When I worked under him at Breitbart, he would tell us to be honey badgers, because they do not give a damn. He would urge his reporters to be fearless in our pursuit of the truth and expose any corruption inside Washington. In fact, his Capitol Hill home was often referred to as the “Breitbart embassy,” since he and Breitbart clearly were not part of the Washington establishment. Outliers in the DC swamp.

			He has the ability to read the pulse of Trump’s populist base, which has made Democrats fear him. Bannon pushed back, though, when I suggested that he has been singled out, saying he wears the lawfare badge proudly.

			“I feel empowered because I know I am doing my job. If they [he said, referencing the Deep State] are not trying to come after me, and fuck me and crush me and put me in prison, then I know I am not doing something right.”

			Peter Navarro, similarly, has noted the extent of his legal fees in his fight against the congressional subpoena litigation, which also led to his lock-up. He said that cost him $1.7 million.3 Navarro served as a trade and economic advisor to Trump during his first administration and, like Bannon, refused to comply with a subpoena from the House’s January 6th Committee, landing him behind bars for a few months in 2024, too.

			Others in Trump’s inner circle, though—like former New York City Mayor Rudy Giuliani, who served as Trump’s personal lawyer—have been financially decimated by the lawfare.

			Giuliani was partly the face of Trump’s 2020 election fraud legal challenges, traveling to various swing states to make arguments that the election should be investigated, not certified.

			His advocacy led to civil and criminal lawsuits against himself and others.

			In 2023, he had more than $1 million in unpaid legal fees,4 and subsequently faced a whopping $146 million judgment in a defamation lawsuit involving Giuliani’s questioning of Georgia election workers’ conduct.5 Giuliani has had to turn over his personal jewelry, accounts, Manhattan home, vehicle, and luxury watch collection to help satisfy some of that judgment.6 He also faced losing his Florida condo.7

			Giuliani was found to have defamed a female election worker in Georgia and her daughter for accusing them of tampering with ballots, and counting some from suitcases, in Atlanta during the 2020 election.8 They said that they had faced threats as a result of his claims and that he has continued to repeat the allegations of election fraud.9

			Giuliani, who is reportedly worth between $1 million and $10 million, had sought to enter bankruptcy court over the verdict.10

			His financial—and legal—troubles do not stop there.

			Giuliani is also a defendant, like Trump, in Fulton County, Georgia, where a now-defunct prosecutor had tried to charge them and others with conspiracy to undermine the 2020 election.

			John Eastman, like Giuliani, knows the Georgia charges all too well, as he is also a co-defendant alongside the president.

			Eastman was the lawyer who counseled Trump on how exactly he could contest the 2020 election certification in Washington, DC, amid allegations of fraud. He advised, through a memo, that former Vice President Mike Pence could reject Congress’s certification of the results on January 6, 2021.

			For his legal advocacy, Eastman has faced a barrage of lawsuits alongside the Georgia indictment. And he also lost his ability to practice law in the state of California after being punished by the state’s disciplinary board.

			Eastman told me he does not regret being put at the forefront of the sweeping lawsuits where he has had to fend off these legal battles, all because he’s been painted as the legal architect of January 6, 2021.

			Our country is on the precipice of losing the consent of the govern, of losing important freedoms that our founders bequeathed to us and for whatever reason, I’ve been cast into the front lines of that battle and I can’t think of a place more important to be to make sure we hand off to my kids and grandkids the same freedom I inherited.

			“So, I do not regret my representation of President Trump, or anything I did trying to expose illegality in the 2020 election,” he added.

			Eastman does, though, regret the direction the legal industry has gone in tolerating lawfare.

			I do regret that my profession and my colleagues’ profession have so signed on to this lawfare because of their antipathy to President Trump that I have had to deal with, what I have had to deal with, over the last three years. It’s preposterous, but I am not backing down from it. I happen to be in a position to fight against it. I am well-armored for that fight.

			The lawfare that the Democrats have deployed against Trump and his inner circle is a strategy, Eastman insisted. I heard this same argument from others, too, who were prosecuted, jailed, and drowned in legal debt.

			The American people, most of all, appeared to have believed it was all a political strategy as well, seeing through it on November 5, 2024, and electing Trump back to the White House.

			Eastman said the goal of Democrats through their lawfare is not only to disbar lawyers like him who support conservatives or their causes, but also to silence any challenge to the status quo and shred free speech rights.

			“It is clear what they are doing,” Eastman explained. “They are trying to silence the American people who have a different view—that the false narrative being forced down our throats by the government. This is Orwellian. We fed the lie, you must not only repeat the lie, but you must come to believe the lie.”

			Eastman has a legal team working in six different states after facing eighteen legal battles over his decision to represent Trump and counsel him on the 2020 contest. One lawsuit went after both Eastman and Mark Zuckerberg, the founder of Facebook and someone who was known to support Democrat causes. The two, Eastman and Zuckerberg, were not on the same sides in 2020, ironically.

			One of my favorite ones was some guy in North Carolina filed suit against a whole lot of people and named me as the lead defendant. Why? I have no idea, but it was me and Rudy Giuliani and Sean Hannity and Fox News and Donald Trump Jr., and a whole lot of people, and Mark Zuckerberg—which was kind of weird because he was funding the other side—and one of the allegations was this was all billionaire oligarchs trying to undermine our democracy.

			“I somehow missed that I am a billionaire,” Eastman added, “but anyway, that got dismissed. It was frivolous, but the judge wouldn’t award sanctions against this guy, and it cost $40,000 to get it dismissed. It was ridiculous.”

			In the Georgia prosecution, part of Eastman’s bond condition is not to speak to witnesses or co-defendants. He told me that not communicating with co-defendants is doable since there are just seventeen others, but the number of witnesses is more than one hundred people. Calling that bar “insane,” he wants to see the Georgia prosecution go away, now that the prosecutor who lobbed the charges against him, Trump, Giuliani, and the other co-defendants was removed from the case for unethical actions surrounding her funding of the prosecution. Fulton County District Attorney Fani Willis had hired her boyfriend, Nathan Wade, to act as a special prosecutor, while paying him generously from county funds. Willis’s testimony defending her unethical actions was must-see TV as it was televised live. I will expand more on the tainted Fulton County actions later—I promise.

			Meanwhile, aside from Georgia’s criminal case, Eastman also takes issue with the California bar, for which he has been a member for more than twenty years. It has tried to take away his license to practice law over his counseling of the president.

			“The bar organizations themselves are so politically biased,” he told me.

			As Trump’s lawyer, Eastman had a duty to counsel Trump on how to constitutionally launch a challenge, he insists. As a result, however, he has been targeted over such legal advice. This is something that is supposed to be sacred and confidential in the legal profession: the attorney-client relationship.

			“Not only do you have the right to provide legal counsel on contested issues, but when you are retained as a lawyer, you have an ethical duty to zealously advocate for that client, raising every plausible argument based on fact and law that you can,” he said, adding that if a constitutional interpretation is not settled by a court, then you are obligated to push the view that best supports your client.

			His client just happened to be the commander in chief, challenging what he saw as suspect election results in key swing states.

			“I happen to think the positions I staked out were right; but even if ultimately they were wrong or the weaker argument, you still have an ethical duty to press them if there is any plausible argument for them,” Eastman said.

			The danger of the precedent that has been set with Eastman—the criminalizing of lawyers for counseling an unpopular client—is dangerous to the legal profession. It will have a chilling effect, and attorneys may not want to take on controversial clients.

			“It is a huge problem,” Eastman said, “and they are doing it because of Trump Derangement Syndrome, which I am convinced is a real thing, and one of the symptoms is blindness to the consequences to the action. In their zealous efforts to get Trump, no matter what, they are throwing out the baby with the bath water. They
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