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			“Woe to those who call evil good and good evil, who put darkness for light and light for darkness.”
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			Preface

			The United States Constitution: A Pillar of Liberty

			The U.S. Constitution remains the quintessential document safeguarding freedom and restraining tyranny—unequaled by any other. Its prominence surpasses historical benchmarks of liberty such as the Magna Carta, the Virginia Statute for Religious Freedom, the English Bill of Rights of 1689, and the Twelve Tables of the Roman Republic. Resembling the steadfast Rock of Gibraltar, the Constitution is unparalleled in design and practical application as the foremost protector of individual freedoms.

			This masterful framework meticulously balances powers to thwart governmental overreach, ensuring that only explicitly enumerated powers are vested in the federal government; all other powers are reserved to the states. This design is a testament to the foresight of its framers, establishing a government that empowers the states and protects fundamental rights such as freedom of speech, press, religion, the right to bear arms, and the assurance of equal justice under law.

			Our judicial system, underpinned by the Constitution, operates on the principle that justice is blind and untainted by politics. However, this ideal is under threat. Current trends indicate a disturbing shift toward using the judicial system as a tool for political retribution. This use of the courts for political gain is particularly evident in attempts to undermine free speech by prosecuting individuals based on their political beliefs—a clear violation of constitutional principles.

			In the lead-up to the 2024 election, we saw repeated attempts to prosecute former President Donald Trump, which brought unprecedented focus on this problem. However, the prosecutorial attacks on Trump were not an isolated phenomenon. For years, certain prosecutors in politically liberal jurisdictions, such as Washington, D.C. and Austin, Texas, have engaged in unconstitutional “lawfare”—using legal systems to achieve political objectives, often at the expense of justice.

			This book, Kangaroo Court, will delve into approximately twenty-one political prosecutions over the past two decades, culminating in the Trump cases over four jurisdictions. These instances represent only the tip of the iceberg of the broader issue at hand.

			Prosecutors like Alvin Bragg, Jack Smith, Fani Willis, and Leticia James pose significant threats to the Constitution and the very fabric of the American Constitutional Republic. They have weaponized the judicial system against political adversaries, often leading to financial ruin and unjust imprisonment based purely on political affiliation.

			These prosecutorial abuses must be curtailed through “rogue prosecutor” laws to hold these individuals accountable for their actions. Immediate reforms are necessary to restore the integrity of our judicial system and ensure that it remains a beacon of impartial justice.

			The political prosecutions against President Donald Trump, spread across four jurisdictions in the spring and summer of 2024 and conveniently timed to affect the 2024 presidential election, brought the issue of political prosecutions to the forefront. But the fact is that these sleazy tactics have been used by Democrat prosecutors with increasing frequency over three decades leading up to the Trump prosecutions.

			This book will examine a number of the notoriously prominent cases which may have been forgotten or never noticed in the public eye. Some of these are the prosecution and exoneration of former House Majority Leader Tom Delay, the prosecution and exoneration of former Virginia Governor Bob McDonnell, the prosecution and exoneration of former Texas Governor Rick Perry, prosecuted for merely vetoing a bill which is right under the Texas Constitution; and the prosecution of former Alaska Senator and war hero Ted Stevens, who saw his conviction thrown out because of corrupt misconduct by corrupt prosecutors.

			Sleazy federal prosecutors imprisoned Trump supporters Steve Bannon and Peter Navarro for four months on a misdemeanor charge of Contempt of Congress, despite no one being charged under that statute for more than half a century. At the same time, the DOJ ignored numerous Democrats who were held in contempt or blatantly ignored Congressional subpoenas. The Democrats suffered no repercussions.

			This book will demonstrate the severity of the problem and the ensuing threat to our constitutional republic. We must end the recklessness of these prosecutorial tyrants. Congress must pass rogue prosecutor laws to end political prosecutions sooner rather than later.

			It’s time to prosecute the prosecutors.

			Don Brown

			Union County, North Carolina

		

	
		
			Chapter 1

			The Ted Stevens Case: Prosecutorial Misconduct on Steroids

			In World War II, he flew American cargo planes into the teeth of the enemy, piloting C-47 SkyTrains through the perilous, jagged, snow-capped passes of the Himalayas, deep within the China-Burma-India theater. First Lieutenant Ted Stevens, United States Army Air Corps, had volunteered for this mission. Nobody got drafted to sit in the cockpit of a military aircraft flying into the teeth from Japanese anti-aircraft fire. The pilot first had to volunteer. After he had volunteered, the selection process came. The Air Corps training ranked among the most rigorous in the military. Many did not make it. And many who made it through training never made it home.

			Stevens recognized the peril, but it never deterred him from stepping forward and putting his life on the line. His love for his country ran too deep to flinch at risk, and he thrust himself into the most hazardous situations in the air war to ensure America’s victory.

			He flew hazardous missions through “The Hump,” the air route flown by Allied pilots to transport supplies from India to China over the treacherous Himalayan mountains. The operation, which took place from 1942-1945, saw high casualty rates due to severe weather conditions, challenging terrain, and the threat of Japanese fighters. Over six hundred aircraft went down, and over one thousand pilots and crew members perished during these flights.

			The harsh environment, with its snowcapped, mountainous peaks, unpredictable weather, and limited navigation aids, made the Hump one of the most dangerous air routes of the war. The bravery and sacrifice of these aviators maintained crucial supply lines to Chinese forces fighting against Japan.

			Ted Stevens served his country at war. For his unmatched bravery, his country awarded him not one but two Distinguished Flying Crosses for heroism or extraordinary achievement in aerial flight. First Lieutenant Theodore Fulton Stevens, United States Army Air Corps, epitomized the American war hero. 1

			Sixty-three years later, First Lieutenant Stevens had become Senator Ted Stevens of Alaska and, by the summer of 2008, served as the longest-standing Republican senator in the history of the United States. However, 2008 also brought political opportunism for the deep state and the Democratic party. As July rolled into August, outgoing Republican President George W. Bush had grown unpopular after eight years of war in Iraq and Afghanistan. The Republicans had nominated Senator John McCain, a milk-toast moderate with little magnetism, for president.

			In contrast to McCain’s dull personality, Democrats nominated the charismatic Illinois Senator Barack Obama, who brought excitement and energy to the party. However, if elected, Obama needed a commanding presence in Congress to ensure passage of his sweeping, culture-changing agenda, which included a proposed takeover of the American Healthcare system, later known as “Obamacare.”

			The summer of 2008 also marked the final year of the 110th Congress, which, two years earlier, had flipped to Democratic control for the first time in seven years. Even still, Democratic control remained tenuous. Though Democrats controlled the House by thirty-one seats, with a 233-201 advantage, the United States Senate remained virtually deadlocked, with 49 Democrats and 49 Republicans.

			The Senate’s two political Independents, Bernie Sanders, and Joe Lieberman, caucused with the Democrats. But Lieberman, previously beaten in Connecticut’s Democrat Primary and elected as an Independent, often voted with Republicans on National Security and foreign policy issues.

			Thus, the U.S. Senate in the 110th Congress remained deadlocked on many issues, from the deep-state perspective, which had to change. Defeating an entrenched Republican incumbent could bolster the Democrats’ lead in the Senate, remove the danger of political stalemates, and give Obama absolute carte blanche in pushing his legislative agenda.

			Enter the Feds.

			In 2007, federal prosecutors launched an investigation against Ted Stevens. The Feds claimed Stevens failed to report renovations to his home and gifts of approximately $250,000 from VECO Corporation, an oil pipeline and construction company that closed in September 2007.

			To get to Stevens, they first targeted VECO’s founder and CEO, Bill Allen, who pleaded guilty in federal court on May 7, 2007, to a variety of charges, including bribery of various Alaska politicians and extortion. Allen, never the Feds’ principal target, became bait for a bigger fish. The Fed’s steppingstone to get to Stevens, Allen fell under the Feds’ well-known tactic of prosecuting the steppingstone first, then offering leniency for testimony against the real target.

			Twenty-two days after Allen’s conviction, on May 29th of that year, armed FBI and IRS agents barged into Stevens’ home in Girdwood, Alaska, which Stevens had been remodeling. Armed with warrants and statements coerced from Allen, the Feds barged in on a fishing expedition in hopes of finding something with which to snag the Senator.

			In the summer of 2008, a year after raiding his home, and knowing full well that Stevens faced re-election in the fall, prosecutors indicted Senator Stevens on seven counts of “failing to properly report gifts,” with the alleged failure to report totaling approximately $250,0002.

			As news of the indictment spread, Stevens’ fickle Republican Senate colleagues spinelessly turned on him. Mitch McConnell, John McCain, and Jim DeMint demanded that Stevens resign. Even before Stevens’ trial, McConnell threatened to expel him from the Senate if he refused.

			Despite his spineless Republican colleagues, who abandoned the time-honored and cherished American tradition of “innocent until proven guilty beyond a reasonable doubt,” Stevens refused to resign and maintained his innocence.3Rogue prosecutors brought Stevens to trial in Washington, D.C., where no Republican politician can get a fair trial. Consider the political demographics of the District of Columbia.

			The D.C. Board of Elections reported that as of December 31, 2022, 76.84% of the district’s over half a million registered voters are Democrats, while only 5.3% are Republicans. The remaining voters include 16.9% who are unaffiliated, with less than 1% belonging to the Green Party and the Libertarian Party.4

			To demonstrate the power of absolute Democrat political hegemony in the District of Columbia, in the citywide elections of 2022, in the race for Congressional Delegate to the United States Congress, Democrat Eleanor Holmes Norton secured 86.54% of the vote, overwhelming her Republican opponent, Nelson F. Rimensnyder, who received a paltry 5.81%. That’s nearly an 80% beating.

			In the mayor’s race, the left-wing Democrats also pummeled Republican candidates. Democrat Muriel Bowser secured 74.6% of the vote, compared to Republican Scacia R. Hall’s 5.83%. That’s nearly a 70% differential between the Democrat and Republican candidates in the D.C. mayor’s race.

			All this translates into a vicious anti-republican bias in the D.C. jury pools. No Republican can ever get a fair trial in the District of Columbia in any case involving the prosecution of a Republican official. For Republicans hoping for justice, the D.C. jury pool is like swimming into a lake filled with angry, snapping Democrat piranhas. Deep-state prosecutors knew this in 2008 when they targeted Stevens, his status as a war hero be damned.

			With convicted felon Bill Allen seeking leniency for turning on Stevens, right on cue, the jaded Democrat D.C. jury delivered, convicting Stevens on seven counts of improperly reporting gifts. They convicted Stevens’ conviction on October 29, just before the 2008 elections. The conviction forced Stevens to face re-election as a “convicted felon.” 5

			The deep-state prosecution worked. Democrat Mark Begich, the Democrat mayor of Anchorage, beat Stevens by less than 2% of the vote. The Democrats picked up their seat in Republican Alaska.

			As an Alaskan institution and war hero, Stevens seemed assured of re-election, but the D.C. jury conviction and harsh criticism from Republican Senators like McConnell and McCain derailed his campaign. Corrupt prosecutors had accomplished their objective—Stevens’ defeat and increased Democratic control of the Senate.

			But then, massive evidence of prosecutorial corruption emerged.6

			A month after Stevens’ opponent took office, an FBI whistleblower came forward with an affidavit revealing serious prosecutor misconduct by corrupt DOJ prosecutors in Stevens’ case. Corrupt federal prosecutors, it turned out, deliberately withheld a memo from the government’s star witness, Bill Allen, that Stevens promised to pay for the goods. A 500-page report blistering the prosecution also revealed that corrupt prosecutors hid evidence that the government’s key witness, Bill Allen, had a sexual relationship with a 15-year-old girl and then lied about it under oath7.

			The misconduct so angered the federal judge overseeing the case, Judge Emmet G. Sullivan, that he not only dismissed the charges against Stevens but ordered a probe into the blatant prosecutorial misconduct and contempt charges against the prosecutors themselves. 8

			The Court found five areas of misconduct by corrupt federal prosecutors, as set forth below:

			
					Failure to Disclose Evidence: Prosecutors failed to disclose evidence favorable to Senator Stevens, including interview notes from their key witness, Bill Allen. In these notes, Allen suggested that Stevens intended to pay for the home renovations if he had received a bill—contradicting the prosecution’s claim that Stevens knowingly concealed gifts.

					Withholding Contradictory Statements: The prosecution withheld statements from Allen that contradicted his trial testimony. For instance, Allen wrote that he didn’t recall telling Stevens the renovations were a gift, undermining the prosecution’s case.

					Misleading the Court and Defense: Instead of sharing Allen’s actual interview notes, prosecutors provided misleading summaries that omitted key inconsistencies in his testimony, such as Allen’s uncertainty about whether Stevens viewed the renovations as gifts.

					Prosecutorial Misconduct: The prosecutorial team repeatedly engaged in misconduct by withholding evidence and failing to communicate effectively. This included allowing a witness to falsely testify about the value of the gifts, inflating the perceived benefits Stevens received.

					Failure to Correct False Testimony: Despite knowing that Allen had previously stated he never discussed billing with Stevens, prosecutors allowed him to falsely testify that Stevens had directed him to send a false bill. This uncorrected false testimony severely compromised the trial’s fairness.9

			

			This corrupt prosecutorial misconduct led Judge Emmet G. Sullivan to dismiss the indictment against Ted Stevens. Judge Sullivan ordered a thorough investigation into the Justice Department’s case handling. Moreover, Judge Sullivan appointed Henry F. Schuelke III as the special prosecutor to investigate the misconduct by government attorneys in the Ted Stevens case. Schuelke, a veteran Washington attorney with extensive experience, investigated prosecutors’ misconduct and delivered a blistering 365 page report to the court outlining multiple areas of prosecutorial misconduct.

			Overall, the special prosecutor’s work exposed the severe ethical breaches in the Ted Stevens Prosecution and proposed changes to address prosecutorial corruption within the Justice Department. Unfortunately, the Stevens case did not deter corrupt federal prosecutors. On the contrary, corrupt prosecutors, both state and federal, accelerated the rate of these unconstitutional political cases in the years to follow.

			Ted Stevens, an American war hero and part of this country’s “Greatest Generation,” died in a plane crash in August. 2008.10 The following month, one of Stevens’s prosecutors, Nicholas Marsh, age 37, committed suicide during the court-ordered investigation for prosecutor misconduct11.

			The Stevens case, where cheating prosecutors obsessed with a conviction against a longstanding Republican senator, arguably marked the beginning of the Democrat deep-state’s prosecution warfare using Kangaroo court-style tactics to gain political power favoring the left. The Stevens case marked the beginning of the contemptuousness with which Democrats will break the law in federal prosecutions to secure their political objectives.

			
			
		

	
		
			Chapter 2

			The Kay Bailey Hutchison Indictment: Witch Hunt by a Democrat Prosecutor

			While the rest of the nation may view Texas as one of the most conservative states in the country, there’s an unknown aberration: Austin. The Texas state capitol and county seat of Travis County is one of the most Democrat-infested cesspools in America.

			In many ways, Travis County and the City of Austin are to Texas what Washington, D.C. is to the United States. As of January 2023, Democrats controlled nine of the ten seats on the Austin City Council. In the 2022 Austin Mayoral Runoff race, the top two contending Democratic candidates, Celia Israel, and Kirk Watson, captured over 70 percent of the vote. In the subsequent runoff for mayor, no Republicans even qualified, and Democrats won 100% of the vote, with Watson barely defeating Israel.12

			Enter liberal Democrat district attorney Ronnie Earle.

			As a student at the University of Texas, Earle had been a member of a secret society of elitists, known the “Tejas Club,” by all accounts similar to Yale’s famed “Skull and Bones” secret society of elitists, whose members included both Bush Presidents, Democrats John Kerry and Averell Harriman, among others. Earle’s fellow alums of the “Tejas Club” included former Democrat activist Austin Mayor Frank Cooksey and Rex Tillerson, Trump’s first Secretary of State. Earle became a wheeler dealer among Texas Democrats.13 In the early 1990s, as Travis County District Attorney, Earle took aim at a prominent Texas Republican, United States Senator Kay Bailey Hutchinson.

			Born in 1943 in Galveston, Texas, Kay Bailey Hutchison became one of the fastest-rising Republican women stars in Texas and the country. She worked as a political correspondent for a Houston television station after graduating from the University of Texas School of Law in 1967. In 1972, Hutchison became the first woman elected to the Texas House of Representatives. She served in the Texas legislature until 1976.

			During her tenure, she worked on legislation to improve the status of women, including the Bailey-Weddington Law, which provided legal assistance to rape victims. Later, President Ford appointed her as Vice Chair of the National Transportation Safety Board under President Ford, where she served from 1976 to 1978. She briefly left politics after an unsuccessful bid for the U.S. House in 1982, turning to business and banking. 14

			Hutchinson became the Texas State Treasurer in 1990 and then won a special election to the U.S. Senate in 1993, defeating caretaker Senator Bob Kreuger, who, six months earlier, had been appointed by Democrat Governor Ann Richards after Bill Clinton nominated longtime Democrat Senator Lloyd Bentsen to become Treasury Secretary. Her threat to take Bentsen’s seat put her in the gunsights of Democrat prosecutors. A rising Republican star who happened to be a woman could not be tolerated in Texas. Yet, despite the mounting pressure, Hutchinson stood her ground, a testament to her resilience and determination. 15

			Hutchison’s election to Bentsen’s seat caused a shockwave among Texas Democrats. Democrats had held Bentsen’s seat since Reconstruction in the mid-1800s.16 Though conservative firebrand Ted Cruz eventually won the seat in 2012, at the time, the thought of Bentsen’s seat going Republican became too much for Democrat Earle to handle.

			In the eyes of Democrats, Hutchison’s biggest crime was recapturing a seat held by the Democrats for over a hundred years. The Democrats decided that they could not stand.

			With Hutchison in his crosshairs, corrupt prosecutor Earle, like his Democrat progeny Jack Smith, Fani Willis, Alvin Bragg, and others, began to let his legal imagination run wild to find ways to nail Hutchison. He concocted a false narrative that Senator Hutchison used state computers for the political records of state employees. Earle indicted her and commenced his prosecution, a clear abuse of power and an injustice.

			Democrat Prosecution: First, Audit for Financial or Campaign Finance Issues

			Earle relied on one of the oldest and most reliable go-to tricks in a Democrat prosecutor’s playbook against a political opponent: the old “campaign finance/election law” tactic. Using this strategy, the prosecutor audits and finds perceived paperwork irregularities that the candidate, in many instances, knows nothing about, and voila, the Democrat has found a basis to prosecute. This underhanded tactic is a stain on the integrity of the legal system and a gross misuse of prosecutorial power.

			Misuse of election funds or “campaign finance” theories, as will be seen, are often at the forefront of political prosecutions. It’s an easy go-to for prosecutors, and it’s the prosecutorial equivalent of the IRS coming in and doing a major audit of a business. Something can usually be found to allow a prosecutor to point a finger. It’s a totalitarian tactic, “let me see your papers,” as there’s always an opportunity for an “aha” moment, whether it’s a comma left out, a “t” uncrossed, or an “i” left undotted.

			Candidates who are busy campaigning, raising money, and making multiple public appearances often, as a practical matter, don’t have time to scrupulously review accounting matters. Frequently, bookkeeping ambiguity raises questions. Prosecutors know this and often seek to pounce in these areas as low-hanging fruit opportunities, which, win, lose, or draw, will bring lots of free publicity to the prosecutor. Allegations of financial fraud, violations of complex and often incomprehensible election rules, or “abuse of office” type claims emerge as an often-used basis for seeking to criminalize political conduct.

			Corrupt federal prosecutors tried this strategy against Ted Stevens before Judge Sullivan reversed Stevens’ conviction and sanctioned the prosecutors. Corrupt Texas prosecutor Earle tried this very same tactic against Hutchinson.

			Earle pounced on Senator Hutchinson, indicting her for “official misconduct due to the misuse of state equipment,” as well as tampering with evidence to impede the district attorney’s investigation. Earle banked on the prospect of an ultra-liberal Austin jury to deliver a fire-breathing verdict against Hutchinson. Earle’s shenanigans ran aground when a visiting judge, not from Austin, took over the case. Judge John Onion, Jr., a conservative jurist from Bexar County (San Antonio), did not tolerate Earl’s nonsense.

			Judge Onion acted between Christmas and New Year’s Day of 1993. He tossed all four charges against Senator Hutchinson as unconstitutionally vague. He also dismissed the charge that Hutchinson, while serving as state treasurer before his Senate election, had used treasury funds to hire employees for political purposes. When the trial resumed in early 2004, the Democrat prosecutor’s luck did not improve, as Judge Onion refused to say how he might rule on certain evidence, as Earle had demanded. Earle then tried to engage the judge in a game of chicken and refused to put on evidence unless the court provided him with a preliminary ruling.17

			At that point, Onion ordered the case dismissed,18 and Senator Hutchinson walked out of the courtroom, exonerated. Thus, Earle, who had counted on a sure-fire conviction before a liberal Austin Jury, never got his case that far because a common-sense judge blocked him.

			In the Kay Bailey Hutchison case, a conservative judge who recognized the danger of political prosecutions, stepped in to end the Democrat’s clown show before it could start. Ronald Woods, who served as co-counsel for Hutchinson, later commented on the trial.

			“The prosecution was a fiasco for Earle. He lost numerous pre-trial motions because he had no evidence to support any of his claims. He was repeatedly shown to be incompetent in his legal and investigative work. The case ended ingloriously, with a directed verdict of acquittal, after Earle refused to put on a case. It became clear to everyone, including the judge, that Earle aimed to shop for a different venue and prolong the prosecution to continue damaging the Senator.”19

			Mr. Woods struck the target in his assessment. Unfortunately, the legal face-plant ending the Hutchison case did not stop Earle or deter other corrupt Democratic prosecutors from attempting similar dirty tactics in the future.

			
			
		

	
		
			Chapter 3

			The Tom DeLay Case: Corrupt Democrat Prosecutors Reversed on Appeal

			Though not a decorated military veteran like Ted Stevens, Congressman Tom DeLay’s battles came later in a different forum in the political arena.

			Born two years after World War II ended, on April 8, 1947, in Laredo, Texas, DeLay spent many of his early years in Venezuela, where his father worked in the petroleum industry. He attended high school in Corpus Christi, Texas, where he played football and acted in school productions. He then graduated from the University of Houston in 1970. Before entering politics, DeLay worked in the pest control industry, earning the nickname “The Exterminator.” His experience running his own business and dealing with government regulations ignited his opposition to excessive regulation and shaped his later political career. 20

			Fueled by his frustration as a small business owner, at 38 years old, Tom DeLay first came to Congress in 1985, representing Texas’ 22nd congressional district in Houston, when Ron Paul gave up his seat to run for the United States Senate. Before his Republican colleagues elected him House Majority Leader in 2003, DeLay, earlier in his career, attacked several hot-button issues that were near and dear to the left’s political soup du jour. At the same time, DeLay’s hard-charging advocacy on issues favored by conservatives marked him as a rising star long before he became House Majority Leader.

			By September of 1985, ten months into his first year as a rookie congressman, DeLay joined fellow Texas Congressman Dick Armey and Steve Bartlett to wage a full-frontal assault on the NEA DeLay’s pork barrel targets included the National Endowment for the Arts, which used public dollars to fund art attacking Christianity like Andres Serrano’s “Piss Christ” and Robert Mapplethorpe’s “The Perfect Moment.”21 According to the Washington Post, DeLay “circulated the texts of sexually explicit poems and poems extolling Marxism that they say were written by artists who had received NEA grants.” 22His bold, in-your-face approach against leftist pet projects accelerated his visibility and his rise in the Republican congressional ranks.

			By January 1995, House Republicans elected DeLay as House Majority Whip, making him one of the three most powerful members of the Republican majority and working for the new speaker, Newt Gingrich. As Whip, DeLay became the key member interfacing with the Republican majority, holding the majority together on votes and policies, including Speaker Gingrich’s famed “Contract with America.” DeLay also worked with Gingrich to pass the “Line-Item Veto Act of 1996,”23 a long-desired Republican goal as a measure of allowing presidents to cut pork barrel from congressional budgets. SCOTUS ruled the Act unconstitutional two years later in Clinton v. City of New York, 524 U.S. 417 (1998).

			In 1995, DeLay reignited his war with the NEA, joining Gingrich and Dick Army in a crusade to cut and eliminate all funds to the National Endowment of the Arts. He also went to war against the EPA and fought to repeal burdensome “air-quality regulations” enacted in 1990 by the Clean Air Act amendments.

			In 1998, DeLay lambasted Bill Clinton for apologizing for America’s role in the slave trade even though America did not initiate the slave trade. “Here is a flower child with gray hair doing exactly what he did back in the ‘60s,” DeLay said, referring to Clinton’s college-era protests of the Vietnam War. “He’s apologizing for the actions of the United States wherever he went,” DeLay said. “It just offends me that the President of the United States is directly or indirectly attacking his own country in a foreign land.”24 However, DeLay’s active involvement in the Clinton impeachment, as the tip of the republican spear, became his most grievous offense against the left.

			On November 1, 1998, the Washington Post’s headline read, “DeLay Leads Charge Against Clinton,”25 and the opening paragraph read, “Republicans may have tiptoed around the Clinton scandal for most of this year’s election cycle, but for Majority Whip Tom DeLay (R-Tex.), the president’s misdeeds have been a campaign staple from day one.” The cast had been set against DeLay, between the attacks on the NEA, the EPA, against Clinton, and leading the Clinton impeachment. DeLay, elected in Texas’s solid-red 22nd Congressional District, won 65% of the vote in his first congressional race and 75% in his second.

			Meanwhile, DeLay’s popularity in the solid conservative district continued. In 1994, when his colleagues elected him Majority Whip, he dominated his congressional race with 70% of the vote. Democrats could 26remove DeLay from office only by concocting an excuse to prosecute him.

			Understanding DeLay’s invincibility at the polls, Democrats decided to attack DeLay with lawfare in ultra-liberal Austin with a Republican-hating jury pool. His loss in the Hutchison case left Earle undeterred. Now, he had an even bigger political fish to fry: the powerful House Majority Leader, Tom DeLay.

			Earle decided to take his shot against DeLay in 2005. Earle knew that Judge John Onion, Jr. of Bexar County, who dismissed the Hutchison prosecution, had turned 80 years old in 2005 and retired, unable to interfere this time. Earle brought DeLay before three grand juries in 2005, pursuing DeLay on a range of campaign finance activities, like the charges against Stevens and Hutchinson. With Judge Onion gone this time, the gods of woke favored Earle when Democrat judge Wayne Patrick “Pat” Priest took over the case.

			Unlike Judge Onion’s straight-up, no-nonsense approach, Priest, a liberal judge with a reputation for going marshmallow on real crime, became known for the sentencing practice known as “shock probation.”27 Under this practice, a judge will give a long sentence, often for a felony, and then, within three to six months, release the prisoner and put him on probation. This foolishness is based upon the notion that the initial “shock” of prison will deter the prisoner from further crime.

			For example, after DeLay’s case concluded in 2011, Priest ordered the release of a drunk driver who killed a prominent neurosurgeon while driving drunk along Interstate 10 five years before. Priest gave the defendant a 10-year prison term in October of 2010 and then released him five months later.28Thanks to soft-on-crime Judge Priest, the killer served five months of a ten-year sentence on Priest’s “shock probation.”

			Such judicial foolishness marked Priest’s progressive soft-on-crime approach. But when it came to the alleged “crimes” of Republican politicians, like most leftist judges, Priest chomped at the bit to become a “hanging judge.” Getting a liberal judge like Priest marked a victory for Earle, even before the trial started.

			After securing an indictment against DeLay, a second victory followed when spineless congressional Republicans pressured him to resign as Majority Leader. By June 2006, facing mounting pressure and escalating legal fees, DeLay resigned from Congress. This political prosecution had already achieved its primary objective: removing DeLay from office.

			At trial, the prosecution’s case hinged on DeLay establishing a new political action committee in 2001, Texans for a Republican Majority (TRMPAC). DeLay had amassed significant funds for Republican candidates, with contributions from corporations like Sears Roebuck and Diversified Collections Corporation. Leveraging ambiguous campaign laws, Earle and the Democrats alleged that DeLay had violated the law. In January 2011, nearly five years after he resigned from Congress, a jury from heavily Democrat Austin convicted DeLay of “money laundering” and “conspiracy” to commit money laundering.

			They never claimed that DeLay made any money or personally profited from any funds, unlike Joe and Hunter Biden, who face allegations of benefiting from offshore business deals in China and Ukraine. Instead, Democrats alleged that DeLay and two associates “illegally” channeled $190,000 in corporate donations through the Republican National Committee to GOP candidates for the Texas legislature. The PAC DeLay helped establish contributed funds to other Republican candidates. While this may have been viewed as a political misstep by Democrats, it did not constitute a crime.29

			Two and a half years later, in September 2013, the Texas Appeals Court overturned DeLay’s conviction for lack of evidence.30 The Democrats appealed but lost again when the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals, on October 1, 2014, upheld the dismissal of the charges against DeLay on a vote of 8 to 1. 31When it ended, two separate appeals courts underscored the rank political nature of the prosecution against DeLay.

			
			
		

	
		
			Chapter 4

			The Rick Perry Prosecution: Democrats Indict over a Governor’s Veto

			The Ted Stevens prosecution and his subsequent exoneration aside, in many ways, it might be argued that the out-of-control practice of political prosecutions in the United States began not so much in Washington, D.C. Though D.C. has now become ground zero for legal corruption, historians might argue that political prosecutions started in the heart of one of the most conservative states in the country, namely Texas.

			Even conservative states have bastions of rampant liberalism. Chapel Hill, Raleigh, Charlotte, and Asheville are in North Carolina. Georgia has Atlanta and Athens. Montana, one of the nation’s most conservative states, has Missoula. Like most corrupt urban areas, Texas, Dallas, and Houston have grown increasingly corrupt and blue. However, the epicenter of the Lone Star state’s left-wing cesspool festers in the state Capitol, Austin, home of the University of Texas. As with Chapel Hill, Asheville, Hyannis Port, and Berkeley, elite liberals flock to places of great natural beauty. Along these lines, Austin, Texas, fits the bill.

			Because Austin’s jury pool is zealously anti-Republican, Austin is a feeding ground for corrupt, political Democrat prosecutors. With the prosecutions of Senator Hutchison, followed by Congressman DeLay, and then, even prosecuting the sitting Governor of Texas, Rick Perry, Austin, Texas, in some ways, became the original epicenter of what later took place in Washington, D.C. with rampant prosecutions for political purposes against Trump and others. Often, with these Democrat political prosecutions, targets of the prosecutions have committed one or more cardinal political sins against Democrats.

			Kay Bailey Hutchison won a senate seat the Democrats thought they owned. Democrats had controlled the seat since Reconstruction. The venerable Lloyd Bentsen, Michael Dukakis’s failed Vice-presidential running mate who lectured Dan Quail, “You’re no Jack Kennedy,” had occupied that seat.

			Tom DeLay, on the other hand, became too powerful and unbeatable at the polls. His cardinal sin? He led the impeachment in the United States House of Representatives against Bill Clinton and helped Texas become progressively redder through his political action committee, TRMPAC. Panic set in as the Democrats watched Texas turning “red” right before their eyes.

			Up until the 1980s, Democrats controlled Texas, which had been the home to prominent national Democrats such as Lyndon Baines Johnson, Sam Rayburn, Lloyd Bentsen, and Barbara Jordan.

			Democrats controlled the Texas Governor’s mansion for 109 solid years, through 1979, until Republican oilman Bill Clements Jr., formerly Nixon’s Defense Secretary, won the governorship in 1978 amidst Jimmy Carter’s increasing unpopularity. It might be argued that Clements’ initial election, in some ways, marked the beginning of Republican control of Texas.

			Still, the initial struggle to gain power in Texas proved challenging for Republicans. Clements lost his re-election bid to Democratic Attorney General Mark Wells White. But then, Reaganomics took hold, and the economy boomed in the second half of Ronald Reagan’s first term. Riding Reagan’s famous coattails, Clements challenged White and won the Texas governorship again in 1986.

			Meanwhile, in 1984, two years before Clements’ re-election as Governor, Rick Perry, a former United States Air Force captain and C-130 pilot, won a seat in the Texas legislature as a Democrat. A Texas A&M graduate who had been a cotton farmer with his dad, Perry won in the 64th District of the Texas House of Representatives from Denton County, part of the Dallas-Fort Worth metroplex.32

			But like so many Southern Democrats in the first eighty years of the 20th Century, Perry never identified as a progressive. Conservative by today’s standards, with the political winds of change blowing across the nation flowing from the Reagan revolution, Rick Perry, in 1989, committed cardinal sin number one against the increasingly radical Democrats. He switched parties.

			Perry became a Republican and, like millions who later joined him, left the Democratic party forever. That move might not have been noticed except that Perry soon gained a reputation as a powerful fundraiser and ascended the ranks within the Texas Republican Party.

			The following year, in 1990, a Democratic resurgence occurred within Texas, with Ann Richards winning the general election. Democrats also won the Lieutenant Governor’s race, the Attorney General’s race, and the Secretary of State’s Race. However, after switching parties and becoming Republican, in 1990, Perry won the Texas Agricultural Commissioner’s race as a Republican.

			With a Democrat sweep of the top four offices in Texas, Perry became the highest-elected Republican in the state that year (1990). From his position as Agriculture Commissioner, Perry’s star kept rising. Elected Lieutenant Governor under Governor George W. Bush, Perry became Governor when Bush resigned on December 21, 2000, after being elected President. 33

			Perry then won re-election three times, becoming the longest-serving Governor in Texas history. Pundits considered Perry a major presidential contender and, at one point, considered him the Republican frontrunner. His frontrunner status remained intact until a disastrous primary debate performance in 2011 against Mitt Romney when he experienced a temporary Joe Biden moment and forgot which three governmental agencies he had promised to eliminate.

			Putting his disastrous debate performance aside, Perry had gained too much influence as a conservative leader, making him a threat in the eyes of Democrats. By 2014, Governor Perry grew concerned about the highly political actions of the Travis County District Attorney’s office and its powerful “Public Integrity Unit” (PIU). This unit granted the local DA’s office unchecked authority to initiate political prosecutions, as seen in its targeting of Tom DeLay and Kay Bailey Hutchison.

			Governor Perry was concerned about radical political prosecutors like Ronnie Earle, who had recruited and hired radical assistant prosecutors in his office. Take, for example, Travis County District Attorney Rosemary Lehmberg—a Democrat—who succeeded Earle as DA. As Earle’s assistant, Lehmberg had been the head of the PIU and spearheaded the frivolous prosecution of Tom Delay under Earle’s direction.

			The first female district attorney in Travis County history, Lehmberg had been referred to in a headline as “one Tough Lesbian” by the website “dallasvoice.com,” which describes itself as “The Premiere Source for LGBT Texas.” 34 In 2010, much to the delight of the left, she started a “Hate Crimes” unit within the DA’s office, adding yet another level of prosecutorial bureaucracy. “Hate crimes”—as if regular crimes are not “hate” crimes but merit some other politically designated bureaucratic nomenclature.

			“One Tough Lesbian” or not, Ms. Lehmberg, at least on one occasion, also appears to have been “one tough voracious consumer of alcohol.”35

			In April of 2013, Lehmberg went on a drinking spree, got drunk, and then decided to break the law and drive. According to some reports, the liberal, drunk DA drove her vehicle down a bike lane for over one mile on FM 620. In the context of roads in Texas, “FM” stands for “Farm to Market.”

			At about 10:45 that night, a resident named Mark Weston called deputies about a 2001 Lexus swerving in and out of a bike lane for about a mile on southbound FM 620. Flashing their blue lights, Travis County Sheriff’s Department pulled the Lexus over in a church parking lot and discovered Democrat District Attorney Lehmberg behind the wheel. Deputies found vodka right beside the driver’s front seat and found her blood alcohol three times the legal limit. 36

			In an affidavit, the arresting officer, Deputy J. Ribsam describes Lehmberg as moderately intoxicated with bloodshot, watery, and glassy eyes. According to the deputy, Lehmberg appeared “excited,” “insulting,” “cocky,” yet “cooperative.” He further described her as “disoriented” with slurred speech while swaying and staggering.

			During a horizontal gaze exam, Ribsam said the DA “would not keep her head still and follow the light to complete the test.” Deputies may have placed a spittle mask on her, to conceal her identity. Lehmberg pled guilty to Driving While Intoxicated, received 45 days in prison, and served 22 days. 37

			After that, Governor Perry insisted that Lehmberg resign. When Lehmberg refused, Perry threatened to use his line-item veto power to cut funding from the activist District Attorney’s Public Integrity Unit, something he had absolute power to do under Texas law. After Lehmberg refused to resign, Perry vetoed Senate Bill 1 that year, stripping over seven million dollars from the Public Integrity Unit, which the Texas legislature had earmarked. In doing so, Perry exercised legal authority vested in him by the Texas Constitution as outlined above.

			But Constitution or no Constitution, the Democrats decided to indict anyway—for exercising a line-item veto and cutting funds to the radical District Attorney’s office. On August 15, 2014, Democrats indicted the Governor on two felony counts, one of “abuse of official capacity” and one count of “coercion of a public servant.”38

			Consider the absurdity of it all: a duly elected Governor threatens to veto a line-item in the state budget—a power explicitly granted to him under Article 4, Section 14 of the Texas Constitution. For merely threatening to exercise this perfectly legal authority, the Democrats choose to prosecute.

			At the time, the nation’s leading liberal newspapers, including the New York Times,39 the Washington Post, the Los Angeles Times, and USA Today, all published editorials criticizing the indictment. As the Los Angeles Times put it in a stinging editorial on August 18, 2014, “Politicians spats don’t belong in court.”40

			Harvard Law Professor Alan Dershowitz ripped the indictment in an editorial in the ABA Journal: “It’s so important to put a stop to it now, to say the criminal law is reserved for real crimes, not for political differences where a party in power or out of power gets revenge against the other party.”41

			The Texas Third District Court of Appeals, the appeals court just below the Court of Criminal Appeals, had already dismissed the “coercion of a public official” indictment because it violated the Governor’s First Amendment right to free speech. The District Court of Appeals also dismissed the “abuse of power” indictment.42 But even with a partial defeat at the Court of Appeals, the Democrat Travis County District Attorney’s office failed to learn its lesson and moved forward against the Governor anyway.

			A year and a half later, on April 6, 2016, the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals ordered the lunacy to end. When the highest Texas court, the Court of Criminal Appeals, ordered the case dropped, radical Democrats suffered a loss in a case that never should have been brought.43

			In some ways, the Perry Prosecution differed from other early Democrat political prosecutions because it did not involve some sort of obscure campaign finance claim or other financial issue requiring an accounting, like a tax court type of prosecution. The prosecution did, however, serve a forecast of things to come. It forecasted criminal prosecutions against constitutionally protected free speech, as later seen by the Trump prosecutions brought by Jack Smith, Fani Willis, and others, showing that the Democrats trash the First Amendment to initiate fabricated prosecutions based upon an opponent’s free speech.

			
			
		

	
		
			Chapter 5

			The Bob McDonnell Prosecution: The Emergence of Rogue Prosecutor Jack Smith

			By late 2022 and early 2023, the name “Jack Smith” became a household name, as the prosecutor who concocted excuses to indict former President Trump for the president’s exercise of free speech, as demonstrated by his indictments in the so-called “January 6th” case against Trump. The overzealous Smith, best known because the Supreme Court unanimously rebuffed him in the Bob McDonnell prosecution, also went after Trump in Florida. The corrupt, weaponized Justice Department authorized the use of deadly force, if necessary, in its unconstitutional raid on Mar A Lago on August 8, 2022, all in furtherance of Smith’s concocted case against Trump.

			Before the Trump indictments, Smith had already made a mark for himself for his frivolous political prosecutions. Case in point, his relentless pursuit of former Virginia Governor Bob McDonnell and his wife, Mary, culminating in a national embarrassment and a stinging rebuke from the United States Supreme Court.

			In part, Smith’s failed prosecution of McDonnell became feasible because of the federal government’s influx of liberal Democrats into Virginia.

			After the turn of the 21st century, the federal government expanded the unconstitutional ‘deep state’ by hiring an army of bureaucrats in Washington, D.C. As these bureaucrats settled in Fairfax, Loudoun, and other Northern Virginia counties, the political landscape of the Old Dominion shifted blue, resulting in increasingly anti-Republican jury pools. Smith, in turn, counted on these liberal Northern Virginia juries.

			Virginia is often seen as a barometer for national elections because it elects governors and legislators in odd-numbered years, preceding national contests. Political pundits look to Virginia as a bellwether for gauging voter sentiment in congressional or presidential elections.

			The Virginia gubernatorial election of 2009 followed Barack Obama’s election in 2008. The election also followed a weak first-year economic performance under Obama, who pushed governmental boondoggles like the “American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.” This legislation spawned memorable wasteful Democrat boondoggles like “Cash for Clunkers,” the “Bridge to Nowhere,” and a variety of other inflationary, cash-burning bonfires.

			Leading up to November 2009, Virginia had elected two successive Democratic governors, Mark Warner, and Tim Caine, both later elected to the United States Senate. However, with the nation’s deep economic troubles in 2009 and Obama’s weak performance, Virginia seemed ripe for a Republican resurgence.

			Enter Bob McDonnell.

			McDonnell fit the ideal conservative mold in many ways. An ex-Army JAG officer, McDonnell brandished military credentials, a definite plus in the military-heavy Tidewater section of Virginia. A graduate of Pat Robertson’s Regent University School of Law in Virginia Beach, McDonnell also Checked the conservative boxes on moral issues. In many ways, Regent became the nation’s most conservative law school, featuring former Bush Attorney General John Ashcroft and American Center for Law and Justice founder and President Jay Sekulow among its faculty members. 44

			After graduating from Regent, McDonnell began climbing the political ranks in Virginia. He served in the Virginia House of Delegates for six years before being elected as the Commonwealth’s Attorney General in 2005, a position he held until the 2009 gubernatorial election.45

			On the surface, McDonnell had it all, conservative credentials, good looks, charisma, a beautiful, charming wife, Maureen (Mary), a former Washington Redskins cheerleader. Mary proved to be a huge political plus for Bob, as Virginia lives or dies with the Redskins, later renamed the “Commanders,” after the woke NFL caved to politically correct wokeness.

			Given this background, McDonnell became a rising conservative star, possessing innate charisma and gravitas to suggest something larger than the Virginia Governor’s Mansion in Richmond. All this made McDonnell a target.

			McDonnell’s political stardom aside, his offenses against the Democrats, much like Tom DeLay’s, ran deep. Chief among them, he pushed for adopting Judeo-Christian principles in the Republican Party’s platform. This stance enraged his Democrat and progressive opponents and enraged the leftist media.

			In his 1989 master’s thesis at Regent University, titled ‘The Republican Party’s Vision for the Family: The Compelling Issue of the Decade,’ McDonnell argued that ‘the traditional family is the cornerstone of Western civilization.’ Further angering Democrats, he claimed that ‘The Declaration of Independence, the charter of American liberty, and foundation for the Constitution, declares that our concepts of rights, duties, and authority are derived from the Law of Nature and Nature’s God.’ McDonnell emphasized that the Creator, as understood by the founding fathers, is ‘a God of order and authority, not chaos and autonomy.

			McDonnell concluded that “the family, as a God-ordained government, has an area of sovereignty within which it is free to carry out the duties it owes to God, society, and other family members under the covenant.”

			If embracing God did not already offend Democratic prosecutors, McDonnell’s political undoing may have stemmed from his views on homosexuality. He wrote that ‘man’s basic nature is inclined towards evil’ when liberty is expressed through ‘pornography, drug abuse, or homosexuality.’ His thesis praised the 1981 Family Protection Act, proposed during Reagan’s first year, which restricted federal funds for abortion and prohibited funding for ‘homosexual legal services and other anti-family activities.’ McDonnell concluded that the Act ‘incorporates sound principles of federalism and self-government’ while rejecting homosexuality and abortion as acceptable.

			All this caused Democrat heads to explode.46

			Much like their planned bombshell against Trump with the Billy Bush tape before the 2016 election, the Washington Post published McDonnell’s thesis just weeks before the 2009 gubernatorial election, hoping to derail his campaign.47 However, the strategy backfired, and the attempt to exploit his pro-family stance failed.

			By Virginia gubernatorial standards, McDonnell won in a landslide, crushing his Democrat opponent, Creigh Deeds, by a 59 to 41% margin. McDonnell’s lopsided win of 18% marked the most dominating performance by a winning gubernatorial candidate in Virginia since 1961. With McDonnell, the Democrats had a major-league problem on their hands.

			On November 13, 2009, Real Clear Politics suggested that McDonnell’s landslide signified that the Clinton Coalition had come “unglued.”48 On August 15, 2011, Politico published a glowing piece proclaiming that McDonnell had taken the national stage as he replaced Rick Perry as the Chair of the National Republican Governor’s Conference, which Politico described as “a perch that is all but guaranteed to boost McDonnell’s political fortunes by providing a national platform and access to a massive fundraising network for a potential future run for higher office.”49 Soon, McDonnell’s name surfaced as a front-running possibility for the party’s Vice-Presidential nominee in 2012. McDonnell fueled the Vice-Presidential rumors on April 15, 2011, when he told Politico that he was “very interested” in the Vice Presidency.50

			Adding fuel to the speculative fires, ABC News opened on May 3rd, 2012, with the headline, “Gov. Bob McDonnell as Vice President?”51 The article reported that “Virginia Gov. Bob McDonnell campaigned with Mitt Romney in the state this week, enhancing his profile as a potential vice-presidential pick. A popular pro-life battleground state governor, McDonnell’s credentials include military service, stints as a prosecutor and state Attorney General, and overseeing a major drop in unemployment in his state during his term.”

			The Washington Post, on June 26, 2012, listed McDonnell on Mitt Romney’s shortlist for vice president and that McDonnell had not confirmed whether Romney had vetted him for VP.52 After Romney selected Paul Ryan as his running mate, and after two weak debates led to Romney’s defeat by Obama in 2012, two names emerged as Republican frontrunner potential for 2016: Bob McDonnell and New Jersey Governor Chris Christie. Rick Perry’s name had also resurfaced as a frontrunner, but in 2014, Democrats took Perry out of the race by indicting him for vetoing a bill, as described above.

			While the media buzzed with speculation about potential candidates like Scott Walker, Marco Rubio, Ted Cruz, and eventually Donald Trump in early 2013, Bob McDonnell may have been the most strategically positioned Republican contender of them all. His conservative bonafides in social issues stood out in his 2009 thesis on the family that the Democrats tried using against him. In February 2013, CNN wrote, “Will McDonnell be a presidential contender?”53

			And why not? With Rick Perry under indictment and the Feds in 2013 investigating Chris Christie for the so-called “Bridgegate” scandal involving lane closures of the George Washington Bridge,54 McDonnell’s pathway into national politics might have opened a bit. Unfortunately, like Perry, DeLay, Hutchinson, and others, McDonnell also got trapped in the zealous overreach of leftist prosecutors.

			McDonnell: Prosecuted for Promoting Virginia Businesses

			Any Governor, at least any good Governor, constantly talks about jobs and new business for his state. This means, in part, speaking in favor of and standing for the companies within the state to provide jobs to the people.

			Governors frequently court new businesses to come into their state. For example, in 2008, Rick Perry attempted to persuade Tesla to move from California to Texas. That same year, Indiana Governor Mitch Daniels persuaded Subaru of America to locate its main “zero landfill” assembly plant to Indiana following incentives offered by Governor Daniels and the state. Former South Carolina Governor Nikki Haley, as a legislator and candidate
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