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    Foreword



    A Truth Teller with Integrity 



    As a journalist, knowing whom to trust is critical. In 2017, Doug Collins was one of a small group of lawmakers who went against the grain and showed tremendous courage and a willingness to be ridiculed and attacked in his commitment to truth. This book will tell you how.


    The Clock and the Calendar gives you a direct line into how President Trump’s detractors tried to take him down any way they could. When I started covering Washington closely about eight years ago, I had no idea the amount of dirty tricks and corruption that existed. I had come from the worlds of business and media where cutthroat attacks certainly existed, and I did not think anything could compare to the backstabbing that I had seen firsthand. But I was wrong. I would never have imagined that one political campaign could come up with a completely made-up story against their political rival and be successful in rallying U.S. government agencies and the media to go along with it, and in doing so, convince the entire country of a lie. I had no clue about the level some might stoop to undo their political enemies. This is one reason I was so outraged to learn all about the made-up Steele Dossier in 2017 and 2018 and the hysteria that ensued across America about their so-called Trump-Russia collusion story. As a journalist for more than thirty years, I pride myself on my intuition and judgment, and once again it served me well here. I knew whom to listen to. While virtually the entire media landscape was reporting on President Trump colluding against America and some in the FBI, CIA, and State Department were selectively leaking whispers to the media to continue the lie, I knew whom to trust and whom not to trust.


    I started talking more to then Georgia Congressman Doug Collins, who was a member of the Judiciary Committee. He is also an attorney and served as a chaplain at the U.S. Air Force Reserve with a rank of lieutenant colonel. He was among the few patriots pushing back against this extraordinary charge that Trump somehow worked with Russia to steal the 2016 election. He and his colleagues demanded evidence of the collusion story. They walked me through how Democrats were leading a charge against Trump and made sure I understood the hypocrisy of certain lawmakers saying one thing behind closed doors and a completely different story while on Trump-hating networks CNN and MSNBC. It was astounding. The made-up dossier, the muddying up and wiretapping of innocent Americans like Carter Page and George Papadopoulos. The use of wiretaps, informants, and doctored evidence against Trump associates, while hiding the real exculpatory evidence the entire time. The leaks from government bureaucrats—one leak a day in President’s Trump’s first days in office—125 leaks in the first 126 days, 62 of those leaks actually threatened national security. A year earlier, in 2016, Hillary Clinton supporters started circulating a bogus dossier of smears alleging that Trump had been compromised by the Russian government. They got it in front of the FBI and CIA, among other agencies, which did not dispute it, nor did the leadership of those agencies report that the creation of the dossier was actually funded entirely by the Hillary Clinton campaign and the Democratic National Committee during a presidential election year. The campaign hired a law firm and political operatives to build the dossier against Trump. The author of the dossier, Christopher Steele, said his information came from “primary sub sources,” who by 2017 told the FBI, under oath, that many of the most sensational claims were simply made “in jest.” So the government agencies knew by the time Trump began his presidency that it was all made up. Yet they allowed the speculation to run wild for years to undermine his presidency. They went even further, employing the very surveillance tools usually reserved for terrorists and other foreign enemies against associates of Donald Trump. It would take until December 2019, almost three full years into Trump’s presidency, for the Justice Department’s inspector general to lay out Steele’s connections to Russian oligarchs—the information had been sitting at the FBI the whole time. Not until April 2020 did the public actually see evidence that even before Trump took office, the FBI had been receiving reports saying not only was the dossier garbage, but it was made up by some in the Russian government. That the subsources were interviewed by FBI agents and on record admitting it was “bar talk over beers.”


    Even though we eventually found out the truth, it was too late to undo the stain it had put on Trump’s presidency. It was hard to undo the bad perception of a sitting president colluding against America, even though it was fiction. There were so many misleading and untruthful statements from sitting congressmen, who were Trump detractors, such as Representative Adam Schiff. He repeatedly went on television and said “there was collusion in plain sight” with no pushback at all from media, even though there was no evidence of this and during closed-door meetings in Congress, he said he did not have such evidence. This had a terrible impact on our country, dividing us, destroying the lives of people who were ensnarled in it, and creating an uncertain office of the presidency. Trump had a hard time recruiting some leading individuals to his administration because the story had left enough doubt in people’s minds about Donald Trump’s loyalty to America. This was an embarrassment for the greatest country in the world. Our country owes a great debt to those people who had the courage to step up, to tell the truth despite the attacks that certainly followed. Doug Collins is one of them. He is a truth teller. A man of conviction and courage and I have witnessed this firsthand. He worked tirelessly throughout his time in Washington to try and seek out truth. He questioned witnesses over when they first learned the people behind the dossier admitted they made it up. He demanded documents to be public, witness testimony to be reported. This is no small matter. Our constitution protects our freedom and liberty. But if and when bad actors weaponize the intelligence agencies of the US government, those freedoms can be compromised, if not lost.


    Collins came on both my Sunday Morning Futures program on Fox News and my weekday program, Mornings with Maria, on Fox Business dozens of times over a four-year period, to combat the misinformation that my viewers were being assaulted by elsewhere. He takes you inside this extraordinary moment in time. It must be told over and over again. If the powers that be can make up a story of collusion about a sitting president, imagine what they could do to you or me, if it helps their cause. How would you like to be wrongly wiretapped for a year the way Trump aide Carter Page was? No charges were ever brought against Page despite this massive government overreach. This is against all we stand for. The need for honest brokers in Washington is critical to our democracy. We need representation of integrity and honesty. We need to know our representatives will work for the American people’s interest. To follow every story no matter where it goes in the name of truth. Doug Collins did that. He is a patriot. He has earned my trust. And he is a truth teller. 


     


     


     


    Maria Bartiromo is the anchor of Fox News’ Sunday Morning Futures and Mornings with Maria on Fox Business. She is the co-author of The Cost: Trump, China and American Revival.

  


  
    INTRODUCTION



    It was destined to happen, like the first time you saw the love of your life and thought to yourself, One day, I will make them mine. Destiny is a funny thing. It can take on a life of its own, and it flows and turns like a stream of water that has flowed outside its banks and begins to carve new paths in the land around it. These kinds of destiny are part of the natural order: love, new beginnings, and the trophy at the end of the pursuit of something that you have poured your whole life into. It’s the destiny that we dream of that makes us get up and go, plan, and hope for more, believing that one day it will happen.


    But there is also a dark side of destiny. It lines up with the worst intentions of man. It is the destiny that fulfills itself in a manic, myopic focus, with actions that become so intense that nothing else matters. This kind of focus causes you to believe that, in the end, if you cannot have the dream or the destiny that you want, you can create it, using any means and opportunities available. Unfortunately, this approach to destiny is the one that consumed the Democratic Party during Donald J. Trump’s presidency.


    Historians will look back at the events of the fall of 2019 and the impeachment of then-President Donald J. Trump, and they will debate the merits of the charges and the circumstances that surrounded the whole debacle. I will describe to you, in the pages to come, how the impeachment was not really about a phone call with a foreign leader, a supposed “quid pro quo,” or how the president conducted himself. It was not even about a Russia investigation that had fizzled just months before the proceedings. No, I believe that what happened in the halls of Congress during this time was merely a date with a destiny dreamed of by Democrats still feeling the sting of bitter tears on the night that Donald Trump derailed the coronation of Hillary Clinton. It was on that night, when the mainstream media was stunned and brought to tears and the Washington establishment was shaken to its very core, that the seed was planted. We may not have won tonight, but we will never let this stand, they thought to themselves. Instead of plotting how to reconnect with the American people and try again in four years, the movement that could not believe what had happened began to look for another way—to plot a different course. Seeds had already been planted. The “other way” was the impeachment of the man who had stolen their dream. That—not acceptance, humility, or self-reflection—was the destiny sought by Washington Democrats following President Trump’s election.


    I do not believe that what happened in the fall of 2019 was solely the result of the phone call on July 25, 2019, between President Trump and Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky. No matter what one thinks of that call, it was certainly not what caused the Democrats to file articles of impeachment. It was simply a tool placed in their hands, a means to an end. As the ranking member of the House Judiciary Committee, I was a witness to the proceedings that led to the impeachment of Donald Trump. My vantage point offered a unique view into the Democrats’ one-track mind—not just on the Judiciary Committee but across their entire caucus when it came to dealing with President Trump. It was not that they did not like his policies or his agenda—differences envisioned and desired by our Founders. It was evident early on that they simply did not like him.


    I would have liked to think that the reaction to the president was simply one born from policy disagreements. However, before the president was sworn in, there was already discussion of impeachment for everything from his business dealings to his personal attitudes and actions. The sad truth of this whole affair was that, in the end, the Democrats could not reconcile their disbelief that the American people had elected Donald Trump. In the end, in the minds of the Democrats, he had to be removed.


    The story that played out in the fall of 2019 was a sham perpetrated not on Donald Trump but on the American people. Impeachment should never be a threat or a tool to carry out the wishes of a temporary congressional majority against a president they simply do not like. However, when power is your goal, and you are given the means and opportunity to extract a pound of flesh, then too many people will put aside rational thoughts to accomplish a political goal, under the guise of acting in the best interest of the American people.


    Over the last twenty-five years, American politics have devolved into an ever-increasing polarization of one party against the other. The “benefits” of this polarization have largely been political victories, typically at the expense of the “other side.” Since the impeachment of Bill Clinton in 1998, the use or threat of impeachment has been hurled at every president. The checks and balances envisioned by our Founders, including impeachment, have been weaponized to achieve specific political outcomes. President George W. Bush was threatened with impeachment over the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. President Obama was threatened with impeachment over his health-care plan known as “Obamacare.” It is often said that once a threshold is crossed, it becomes easier to cross that threshold again and again.


    In the fall of 2019, this polarization in search of political gain played out in a very public arena. It is the events leading up to that fateful fall that I will explore in this book. I believe that what happened during that impeachment process exemplified what we, as Americans, must not tolerate on the political stage. If we are to truly have a system of checks and balances, as envisioned by our Founding Fathers, then we must use the impeachment process as they intended: as a tool to remove those who have violated the public trust and damaged the American system of governance. It should never be used by any political party to further a political agenda or to avenge a perceived wrong.


    In this case, after Democrats had engineered two and a half years of investigations and allegations, and the belief that the wrong candidate had been elected in 2016, they decided the time-honored American elections process, as designed by our Founders, would not achieve their political objectives. They were profoundly frustrated. They had promised the American people that investigations would prove Donald Trump was a corrupt candidate and, later, a corrupt president. It did not happen.


    They had failed. But the embarrassment would not stand.


    On July 24, 2019, Special Counsel Robert Mueller testified before the House Judiciary and Intelligence Committees. As Judiciary Committee ranking member, I led the questioning of Special Counsel Mueller on behalf of House Republicans. This hearing was the final chapter in closing out Special Counsel Mueller’s investigation into the alleged Russian collusion with the Trump campaign. This was the moment Democrats had waited three long years for—the fulfillment of their destiny: the beginning of the end for President Trump.


    Instead, what that hearing showed was that what Democrats had promised, the proof of a corrupt process and president, was not to be found—despite the expenditure of tens of millions of taxpayer dollars by the special counsel. It was at that moment that Democrats, who had been on a mission to prove President Trump was a corrupt leader, were left with little but empty threats and idle slanders. Simply put, Mueller did not deliver the goods.


    However, Democrats were not done. On July 25, 2019, when most of the world was reading the results of Special Counsel Mueller’s testimony before Congress, an alleged “whistleblower” decided the president had abused his power by allegedly threatening a foreign leader for his own personal and political benefit. That call would be the fuel that revived the promise made by Democrats to take down President Trump. The only problems became the “clock and the calendar.” How Washington Democrats pulled off the impeachment of Donald Trump is a story of rage that an election had been lost, which led to an investigation that cost taxpayers millions of dollars and did not prove anything, and retribution against a man who had disrupted the system, had the audacity to run for and be elected president against the wishes of Washington Democrats, and had failed to give in to those who wanted to stop his administration from achieving success on behalf of the American people.


    The table was set, and now was the time to finally impeach Donald Trump once and for all. The only problem that stood before the Democrats was whether they could do what it took to start and complete an impeachment before the 2020 election. The answer was, “Yes, we will,” and I was on the front lines.


    The clock was ticking, and the calendar was short. The rest is history.


    * * * * *


    To understand those seventy-eight days in the fall of 2019—to understand the passions and myopic focus of the Democrats—you first must remember the cause of their distress: the fact that Donald Trump had won the presidency in 2016. The shocking results of that election night left the Democratic Party in a state of shock and panic. Donald Trump was everything they did not want. He was loud, boisterous, and as far from politically correct as you could be. Yet somehow, he still upset the return of the Clinton machine to Washington, DC.


    The Democrats, led by then-Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi and lame-duck, second-term President Barack Obama, had longed to return to the days of total Democrat control of the levers of power. Just a few short years earlier, Democrats controlled both the House and the Senate, and President Obama sat in the White House. In their rush to exploit their power, they embarked on an ambitious agenda that included a crippling of our health-care system and an overhaul of the financial system that led to chaos in our banks, especially those serving the rural and underserved parts of our population. It was a mandate they believed they had from the people and, in the words of President Obama’s chief of staff, Rahm Emanuel, they could not “let a crisis go to waste.”


    However, by the time the 2016 presidential election cycle rolled around, the Democrats were facing a crisis. The Senate had flipped in the 2014 election cycle, giving Republicans control of Capitol Hill for the first time since 2006. The Democrats had little realistic hope of gaining control of the House or the Senate in the 2016 election cycle, so their focus centered on keeping the White House. If the Democrats could keep the White House, they thought, they could continue to impose progressive policies on the American people via executive fiat, check Republican efforts to cut taxes and spur freedom and economic growth, and hold out hope that they could eventually regain control of either the House or the Senate.


    Innumerable books, documentaries, and articles have been written discussing the 2016 election. Republicans, seeing our shot at regaining control of the White House, attracted a field of over twenty candidates. Most had no chance of winning, but the intoxicating power that comes with looking into a mirror and believing you could be president—and having willing consultants telling you that you have what it takes—was too much for many leaders to ignore.


    The Republican field ranged from former Governors Mike Huckabee and Jeb Bush to Chris Christie and Scott Walker. Numerous United States senators—including Ted Cruz, Marco Rubio, and Rand Paul—took their places in the pantheon of conservative stars hoping to lead Republicans back to the White House. However, along came an outsider, one known not for a political career but for hosting a reality TV series and building skyscrapers that changed the face of New York City’s skyline. On June 16, 2015, Donald Trump descended the escalator at Trump Tower and announced that he was running for president of the United States. On that day, most did not wonder whether he would be president, but why he would put himself out there amid this group of seasoned politicians who had all been planning and building up to this moment for years and years. The media and the political world looked on with a casual interest. For many, Donald Trump served as a fun distraction for what would be a long political grind.


    Donald Trump was brash, boisterous, and carried an acerbic tongue. His rise brought to American politics a sharp edge that had not been seen in years, if ever before. He said what he felt and went after anyone who dared to attack him or his candidacy. As the campaign on the Republican side wore on, the field thinned, and to the horror of many in the mainstream media—and even the Republican Party—the one left standing was none other than the one who had not even been given a chance: Donald John Trump.


    As the almost circus-like atmosphere played out on the Republican side, the Democrats were planning a continuation of the progressive policies of President Obama. The Democratic nominee for president would be Hillary Clinton. The question was never really in doubt. The stage was set for Hillary to become the first female president, and in the minds of the Democrats, no one would stop that from happening. It was her—and their—destiny.


    One problem with that scenario, however, was someone forgot to tell Bernie Sanders. The democratic socialist from Vermont entered the race, even with the rules and the odds stacked against him. But in the end, the Clinton machine was too powerful, and the Democratic Party showed it was more concerned about controlling the narrative and the results than letting an outsider like Bernie, who energized the party’s progressive base in ways that had not been seen in almost fifty years, ruin the party that had been set up for Hillary Clinton. As the slogan said, they were with her.


    Politics has never been a gentle exchange of ideas while the public watches and makes an informed choice on who they want to represent them. The history of political campaigns has been filled with parades, speeches, posters, signs, buttons, and a healthy dose of every conceivable trick in the book to give one candidate the advantage over another. The public will tell pollsters and the occasional intrepid reporter when asked the question, “Do you like negative ads?” that they are turned off by them and do not like them at all. However, the not-so-subtle secret that all the pollsters know and the consultants who advise candidates on how to win a race will tell you is that it is just not true.


    Growing up in the South—and especially in North Georgia—there are few things more sacred than church on Sunday, politics, NASCAR, and college football. These events are staples of conversation around the dinner table in restaurants and homes throughout the place that raised me. One day, I was discussing an upcoming NASCAR race, and I asked an older gentleman what he thought. He looked at me and said, “Watching the stock car racing is only good at the start and at the finish, the rest is just waiting to see how bad the wrecks are gonna be!”


    That is probably a good description of auto racing, but it is an even better description of how Americans view political campaigns. We all claim to want the discussion of issues, but the main thing that moves the voter’s choice is the wrecks that are produced by negative ads and the controversy that surrounds them. This cynical view of politics is normal to many, many people—whether or not it is politically correct. As a veteran of many political wars, I will say that a good contrast piece on your opponent is worth more than ten speeches given at the local Rotary Club or Republican Party meeting. Sure, you need to talk about what you want to do and convince people that you have a way to make their lives better. But at the end of the day, the only way that can happen is if you win. And the best path to that end is hardball: no holding back political heat. It would be nice if this were not the reality, but it is. And that is something for society to deal with and determine if this is what they want from their public officials.


    The reason I bring it up in the context of the 2016 presidential race is not to highlight candidates on either side but to point to something that lays the groundwork for the seventy-eight days of impeachment in the fall of 2019. The normal political discourse took a turn toward a much darker place in this election. It started in the summer of 2016 when Donald Trump was the Republican Party nominee and Hillary Clinton was the Democrat nominee. The next part of this puzzle that led to the impeachment of Donald Trump was not the messaging of the campaigns, the constant barrage of insults, or the dark ads hurled in both directions during the campaign. The puzzle piece that pushed the country toward impeachment was playing out not on the campaign trail, but in the bowels of the federal government. Yes, you read that right. Members of the federal government were actively involving themselves in what appeared to be an attempt to influence a presidential election. This is not politics as usual; this is what has been feared by many Americans for years, and it was playing out behind the scenes with the thought that it would never be discovered because they thought there was no way that Donald Trump would be elected president. As we now know, they did not succeed in their plot. However, it would lead to one of the most expensive investigations in our country’s history and, in its wake, tear down innocent people and poison the public’s perception of its government and its role in our lives for years to come. The goal became to stop Donald Trump at all costs, and the world was about to be introduced to the names Robert Mueller, James Comey, Peter Strzok, Andrew McCabe, and Lisa Page. It was going to hear stories of salacious dossiers and conspiracies designed to weaken and eventually take down a president. The story of the clock and the calendar that became the theme of the seventy-eight-day impeachment process in 2019 was activated in the spring of 2016. The boundaries were set, the adversaries were identified, and you could hear the smooth sound of sand falling through the hourglass. We were on a steady course for a political crisis.

  


  
    PART ONE:



    ALL THINGS RUSSIAN


  


  
    CHAPTER 1:


    THE INVESTIGATIONS:


    CLINTON TO MUELLER


    Hillary Clinton has been at the center of American political
    dialogue for thirty years. She was a driving force behind her husband Bill Clinton while he was governor of Arkansas, and she was the glue that held together their surprising 1992 presidential campaign that successfully took out a sitting president, George H. W. Bush. It always appeared that whenever controversy broke out, Hillary was in the mix, providing a solution to pressing political problems such as the sexual affair scandal brought forth by Gennifer Flowers against Bill Clinton during his campaign for president. It was in that moment, when nothing but the equivalent of a bottom-of-the-ninth grand slam could save the candidacy, that Hillary stepped up. Seeing her sitting beside Bill on the couch during a 60 Minutes interview assured the nation that, if she would stand by her husband, they could too.


    After spending years helping Bill with his political career, she stepped forward when he left office and won a seat in the United States Senate. This office provided Hillary a way to remain in the national spotlight and build up her political credibility to run for president: the goal that she had set her sights on long before. Make no mistake, Hillary Clinton was no political novice and was not squeamish about the world of politics. She would never be content merely representing New Yorkers in the Senate. Hillary ran for the Democratic nomination for president in 2008 and lost. But she was rewarded by President Obama with a powerful seat in his cabinet as secretary of state, which burnished her résumé and raised her political profile even more. It was also from this high perch that the other aspects of the Clinton machine were elevated. Bill Clinton’s foundation and its work benefited from Hillary’s position, allowing Bill to stay intimately connected with foreign nations and leaders. However, during the middle of Hillary’s tenure as secretary of state, an event that shook the world took place in Libya, in a town called Benghazi.


    Little did we know at the time that the events surrounding that tragic night would have such far-reaching effects. It was through that tragedy, in which multiple American lives were lost, that investigations began on Capitol Hill that would have more of an impact on Hillary Clinton than her decisions surrounding Benghazi. It was discovered that Hillary Clinton did not believe she was subject to the same rules that others who served in the cabinet were bound by. She had designed and built a private email server that she would use during her tenure as secretary of state—a server that, as time and investigations revealed, contained
    classified information.


    Now, much has been written and discussed about this email server and what was and was not on it. The fact that Hillary Clinton was not held responsible for her actions in handling classified information contributes to the perception that there are two systems of justice in this country: one for those who have influence, power, and money, and another for everyone else. This issue would persist into the 2016 presidential campaign, and that is where the story of the 2019 impeachment begins.


    The investigation into Hillary Clinton’s emails brought together at the Department of Justice a nucleus of investigators who, once the matter was dispensed with, would move to another investigation of a political figure—the investigation that became what the world now knows as Crossfire Hurricane, the investigation of alleged Russian interference in the 2016
    presidential election.


    THE SUMMER OF 2016


    By June 2016, the political world was in turmoil. Democrats had succeeded in taking out Bernie Sanders and ensuring that Hillary Clinton would be their nominee. The dismantling of the Sanders campaign was the goal of the Democratic Party and the rules that they had set up. Congresswoman Debbie Wasserman Schultz was the head of the DNC and a Hillary supporter who made sure the nomination process would favor Hillary, who Democrats intended would be the first female president of the United States. However, one thing Democrats did not account for was that the American people, on both sides of the political spectrum, were more and more turned off by what they saw as politics as usual. The reasons for that depended on your political persuasion. If you were liberal and believed the government was not doing enough to solve the woes facing our country, a leader like Bernie Sanders appealed to you more than a career Democrat who said the right things but never furthered an agenda of radical change. This left the Democrats with a nominee who was, to their voter base, flawed at best. At worst, the Democrat base believed the election had been stolen from their preferred candidate, Senator Sanders.


    Republicans were facing a different issue. In June 2016, it was apparent that Donald J. Trump would be the Republican nominee for president. This outsider, who had no tolerance for business as usual or politics that played by the same old script, had run over a field of twenty-plus candidates on his way to the nomination. He did this by being the kind of candidate people had, quietly, always wanted to see. He would say what he thought and would not back down if challenged or if someone was offended by what he said. He was an extraordinarily successful businessperson, unencumbered by any pressure to be something he was not to win votes or gain donors. He would simply go straight to the people, tell them America was the great hope of the world, and that the only thing keeping it from being great again was the politicians who, for decades, on both sides of the aisle, kept looking for the world’s approbation or putting their own interests ahead of our country’s.


    I am from a very conservative area of Georgia, and no matter where I went, and no matter what setting, the one refrain I would hear over and over was, “Finally, someone is saying what I have been thinking!” Donald Trump issued a call for the country to turn out and fight for itself and to let the rest of the world know that the time of American leaders apologizing for our way of life was over. If you elected Donald Trump, he would “Make America Great Again.” As 2016 wore on, the MAGA movement steadily gained steam. This was not lost on the Democratic candidate for president.


    By mid-2016, the presidential campaign was into the home stretch, but Hillary Clinton still had a problem. The existence of her private email server was still dogging her campaign. And this was true even when FBI Director Comey went to amazing lengths—in my view, highly improperly—to announce the closure of the FBI investigation into Hillary’s wrongdoing. The extraordinary press conference was summed up in an article in the National Review by David French on July 5, 2016, when he wrote:


    Rarely have 30 minutes of television so perfectly encapsulated the decline and fall of the rule of law and the extraordinary privileges enjoyed by America’s liberal elite. After listing abuse after abuse—lie after lie—Comey declared that “no reasonable prosecutor” would prosecute Hillary for her obvious and manifest crimes. It is good to be a Clinton.


    For most people, this was the first they saw of someone who became a central figure in the impeachment of Donald Trump. James Comey was the director of the FBI, having been appointed by President Obama in September 2013. Before assuming that position, he had served in multiple senior government roles, including as US attorney for the Southern District of New York in 2002 and 2003 and the deputy attorney general from December 2003 to August 2005. He served as the deputy to both John Ashcroft and Alberto Gonzales. He left to go into private legal practice but reentered public life as the FBI director in 2013.


    Comey was described by associates who worked with him in his earlier stints at the Department of Justice as being very self-centered and career focused. He was competent, but his attitude and self-importance, as one former coworker put it, would enter the room ahead of him. It was this desire to be front and center that eventually led Comey to the stage that July day to deliver his meandering and frustrating attempt to exonerate Hillary Clinton. However, instead of squelching the storm around Hillary, Comey’s press conference became more fuel for the fire that was already raging. It showed millions of Americans that the FBI would not hold Hillary Clinton to the same standards as everyone else. In another election year, she might have been able to maneuver out of this crisis, but this was no regular election. The American people were tired of politics as usual. They had never trusted Hillary, who had worn out her welcome on the national stage. They would not reward Hillary for her shady dealings by helping her realize her elusive dream of being the first female president of
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