Understanding the Institutional Protection Racket Via Congress To Pay Bribes
In Plain Sight

by Sundance

Many people are now becoming aware of the severity of self-serving corruption in/around the institutions that frame
our government. Considering that Sundance has a target on his back; and considering that it is only a matter of time
before that targeting gets ugly; let me remind everyone of just how severe the issues are confronting our nation.

Having met with many of the top-level key DC players (including Durham inc) in the “Spygate” investigation/review
or (__fill in_ the blank_with whatever name you need), here’s the ugly truth. The staff of the legislative bodies
have/had no intent to actually facilitate any sunlight upon the FISA, DOJ-FBI corruption that took place over three
years.

How do I know that?

Well, first having sat in a room with the legislative staff, top people who actually write the briefs and inform both
congressional representatives on House Committees and Senate Committees, including the chiefs-of-staff for the
chairs, it was clear they did not even know the information from within their own research when spread over time.
Accepting this reality leads one to a natural conclusion... they don’t know, because they choose not to know... & they
choose not to know, because everything is a pantomime for public display.

The system of DC is based on a series of unwritten rules... “You don’t
out me, and I will not out you... and that will protect us both.” These
rules cross over both parties to the extent they usually have a common
enemy, us. The staff of Judiciary Committee Chairman Lindsey
Graham, Homeland Security Chair Ron Johnson and even the staff of
House Oversight Ranking Member Jim Jordan are purposefully and
willfully blind.
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They choose not to know things; or at least they claim not to know and do an exceptional job of purposeful pretend.

The investigative information that makes up the news cycles amid the investigative right-side of the spectrum is
generally compartmented or silo’d. Within DC all branches and people within them keep information isolated from
each-other in order to create and retain plausible deniability. This permits their leadership to talk a good game on
television while nothing is actually accomplished.

It is all part of the game.
They shuffle the shells but there is no pea.

When CTH pointed out this institutional process of nothingness the ‘trusty planners’ did not like the discomfort
associated with the reality... I get it... no-one wants to be that cynical, and, quite frankly, at a point in mid/late-2018
the ‘trusty plan’ had evolved into a business model. However, what we are seeing today with the Boasberg sentence of
Kevin Clinesmith is directly an outcome of this previously mentioned DC institutional preservation process.

Notice how no-one in the executive branch DOJ, FBI, ODNI, ever criticized Robert Mueller, yet we know to a
demonstrable certainty the Mueller special counsel was likely more corrupt than the originating DOJ/FBI corruption
the special counsel was protecting. The origin of ‘Spygate’ was bad, but the totality of the cover-up effort in the
Mueller-Weissmann special counsel was exponentially worse. More actual laws and policies within the justice
department were broken by Robert Mueller than any preceding corrupt official.

Let me wrap up several points above with one factual example. The example will highlight: (1) the legislative
branch being purposely blind to evidence; (2) the corruption of the special counsel — pay attention to dates; (3) the
corruption of the FISA court — contrast against Judge Boasberg today; and (4) the corruption of the executive branch
though DOJ, FBI during the entirety of the Trump administration.

4 Amid a series of documents released by the Senate Judiciary Committee in 2020 [SEE HERE] there was a rather
alarming letter from the DOJ to the FISA Court in July 2018 that pointed out the DC agenda, the “institutional
cover-up.” [Link to Letter]

Before getting to the substance of the letter, it’s important to put the release in context. After the FISA Court reviewed
the DOJ inspector general report (Dec 2019), the FISC ordered the DOJ-NSD to declassify and release documents
related to the Carter Page FISA application.

In the cover letter for this specific release to the Senate Judiciary and Senate Intelligence committees, the DOJ cited
the January 7, 2020, FISA court order:


https://www.judiciary.senate.gov/download/2018-doj-letter-to-fisc
https://www.judiciary.senate.gov/fisa-investigation

U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Legislative Affars

Office of the Assistant Attomey General Weshington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Lindsey Graham The Honorable Richard Burr
Chairman Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary Select Committee on Intelligence
United States Senate United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510 Washington, DC 20510

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein The Honorable Mark Warner
Ranking Member Ranking Member

Committee on the Judiciary Select Commiattee on Intelligence
United States Senate United States Senate
Washington. DC 20510 Washington. DC 20510

Dear Chairmen and Ranking Members:

We write in further regard to matters pertaining to the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance
Act (FISA) and other matters contained in the December 9, 2019 report by Department of Justice
(Department) Inspector General Michael Horowitz.

As we described m our letter of February 7, 2020, the Attorney General has determined
that 1t 1s now in the public interest to release to Congress additional documents and information
related to these matters to the extent consistent with national security mterests and with the
January 7. 2020 order of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court (FISC). We began to
provide such documents to vou on February 7. A sixth production 1s enclosed herein. Bates
numbered SENATE-FISA2020-000448 to SENATE-FISA2020-000459. This submission
contains a July 12, 2018 Rule 13(a) letter to the FISC related to Carter Page with minimal
redactions. The attached production is unclassified in 1ts current format.

Keep in mind that prior to this
release only the FISA court had seen this letter from the DOJ-National Security Division (DOJ-NSD). As we walk
through the alarming content of this letter I think you’ll identify the motive behind the FISC order to release it.
First, the letter in question was sent by the DOJ-NSD to the FISA Court on July 12, 2018. It is critical to keep the
date of the letter in mind as we review the content.
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July 12, 2018

The Honorable Rosemary M. Collyer

United States Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court
TS, Courthouse

333 Constituion Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 26001

(u) Re (%H Rule 13(a) letter regarding applications submitted to the
Court targeting Carter W. Page in Docket Numbers 2016-1182, 2017-
0052, 20170375, and 2017-0679.

Dear Judge Coliyer:

(L7} Since the filing of the applications in the above-captioned dockets, the National
Security Division (NSD) has become aware of additional information relevant to those
applications, some of which is subject to Rule 13(z). Although some of the additional
information has been publicly discussed, including in recent Congressional memoranda,!
and some of it does not constitute cmissions subject to Rule 13(a), we include it all below _
out of an abundance of caution to ensure that the Court has our current complete
understanding of this additiona! information. The Government submits that the
applications, read in light of this additienal information, contain sufficient predication for
the Court to have found probable cause that the target was an agent of a foreign power.

Aside from the date the important part of the first page is the motive for sending it. The DOJ is telling the FISA court
in July 2018: based on what they know the FISA application still contains “sufficient predication for the Court to have
found probable cause” to approve the application.

In essence, in July 2018 the DOJ (now with Mueller in place) is defending the Carter Page FISA application as still
valid.

However, it is within the justification of the application that alarm bells are found. On page six the letter identifies the
primary participants behind the FISA redactions:

7{UJ) Source #1 has now been publicly identified by the HPSCI majority memorandum as
Christopher Steele. For consistency with language used in the applications he is referred to as
Source #1 herein. As the Court is aware, in order to protect the privacy and safety of Americans, as
well as the integrity of its investigations, it is common in FISA applications for the Government not
to identify by name human sources or other non-targets.

#{U) The HPSCI majority memorandum has now publicly identified the 1dentified U.S.
Person, who also was referred to as a business associate, as Glenn Simpson of Fusion GPS, and the
US.-based law finm as Perkins Cole. For consistency with language used in the applications the
Government will continue to refer to the terms “identified U.S. person” or "business associate” and
"U5-based law firm™ herein as thai is how this person and eniity were described in the
applications.

As you can see:
Christopher Steele is noted as “Source #1”. Glenn Simpson of Fusion-GPS is noted as “identified U.S. person” or
“business associate”; and Perkins Coie is the “U.S-based law firm.”

Now things get very interesting.
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On page #8 when discussing Christopher Steele’s sub-source, the DOJ notes the FBI found him to be truthful and
cooperative.

(U) 16088 Although the FBI continued to assess that Source §1 was not the direct
source of the September 23rd News Article, the first renewal application that was
submitted in docket number 2017-0052 included information about the FBI suspending its
relationship with Source #1 due to a subsequent October 2016 unauthorized engagement
with the press contrary to an FBl admonishment. Specifically, the Application stated the
following:

In or about late Cctober 2016, however, after the Director of the FBI sent a
letter to the US. Congress, which stated that the FBI had learned of new
information that might be pertinent to an investigation that the FBi was
conducting of Candidate #2, Source #1 told the FBI that he/she was
frustrated with this action and believed it would likely influence the 2016
U.S. Presidential election. In response to Source 1's concerns, Source #1
independently, and against the prior admonishment from the FBI to speak
enly with the FBI on this matter, released the reporting discussed herein
to an identified news organization. Although the FBI continues to assess
Source #1's reporiing is reliable, as noted above, the FB has suspended its
relationship with Source §1 because of this disdosure®

W) S i addition to providing the above-described background
information regarding Source £1, the renewal applications filed in docket numbers 2017-
0052, 2017-0375, and 2017-0679 also contained additional information corroborating Source
#1's reporting,

Addili , the met wi urce fl's s
whom the FBI found to be truthful and cooperative. See, e.g., Docket No. 2017-0375 at 19.%

' (U) Subsequent renewal applications in April and June 2017 further disclosed that the FBI
eventually closed Source #1 as an active source.

(1) " (S0OF The third and fourth applications described the FBI's interviews with the sub-
source. In the applications the FBI stated that it “had no control over” the sub-source,
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This is an incredibly misleading statement to the FISA court because what the letter doesn’t say is that 18-months
earlier the sub-source, also known in the IG report as the “primary sub-source”, informed the FBI that the material
attributed to him in the dossier was essentially junk.

Let’s look at how the IG report frames the primary sub-source, and specifically notice the FBI contact and questioning
took place in January 2017 (we now know that date to be January 12, 2017):
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C. The FBI Identifies and Interviews the Primary Sub-Source in
Early 2017

An important aspect of the FBI's assessment of Steele’s election reporting
involved evaluating Steele's source network, especially whether the sub-sources
had access to reliable information. As noted in the first FISA application, Steele
relied on a primary sub-source (Primary Sub-source) for information, and this
Primary Sub-source used a network of sub-sources to gather the information that
was relayed to Steele; Steele himself was not the originating source of any of the
factual information in his reporting.?® The FBI employed multiple methods in an
effort to ascertain the identities of the sub-sources within the network, including
meeting with Steele in October 2016 (prior to him being closed for cause) and
conducting various investigative inquiries. For example, the FBI determined it was
plausible that at least some of the sub-sources had access to intelligence pertinent
to events described in Steele’s election reporting. Additionally, the FBI's evaluation
of Steele’s sub-sources generated some corroboration for the election reporting
(primarily routine facts about dates, locations, and occupational positions that was
mostly public source information). Further, by January 2017 the FBI was able to
identify and arrange a meeting with the Primary Sub-source.?*

The FBI conducted interviews of the Primary Sub-source In January, March,
and May 2017 that raised significant questions about the reliability of the Steele
election reporting. In particular, the FBI's interview with Steele’s Primary Sub-
source in January 2017, shortly after the FBI filed the Carter Page FISA Renewal

3 We discuss the FBI's conclusions about the reporting in Section V of this chapter.

33 When interviewed bi the FBI| the Primai Sub-source stated that_
The Primary Sub-source was

335 Steele did not disclase the identity of the Primary Sub-source to the FBI.
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The Primary Sub-source was questioned again by the FBI beginning in March
2017 about the election reporting and his/her communications with Steele. The
Washington Field Office agent (WFO Agent 1) who conducted that interview and
others after it told the QIG that the Primary Sub-source felt that the tenor of
Steele’s reports was far more “conclusive” than was justified. The Primary Sub-
source also stated that he/she never expected Steele to put the Primary Sub-
source’s statements in reports or present them as facts. According to WFO Agent
1, the Primary Sub-source said he/she made it clear to Steele that he/she had no
proof to support the statements from his/her sub-sources and that “it was just
talk.” WFO Agent 1 said that the Primary Sub-source explained that his/her
information came from “word of mouth and hearsay;"” “conversation that [he/she]
had with friends over beers;" and that some of the information, such as allegations
about Trump’s sexual activities, were statements he/she heard made in “jest,”**
The Primary Sub-source also told WFQO Agent 1 that he/she believed that the other
sub-sources exaggerated their access to information and the relevance of that
information to his/her requests. The Primary Sub-source told WFO Agent 1 that
he/she “takes what [sub-sources] tell [him/her] with ‘a grain of salt.”™

In addition, the FBI interviews with the Primary Sub-source revealed that
Steele did not have good insight into how many degrees of separation existed
between the Primary Sub-source’s sub-sources and the persons quoted in the
reporting, and that it could have been multiple layers of hearsay upon hearsay. For
example, the Primary Sub-source stated to WFO Agent 1 that, in contrast to the
impression left from the election reports, his/her sub-sources did not have direct
access to the persons they were reporting on. Instead, the Primary Sub-source told
WFQ Agent 1 that their information was “from someone else who may have had
access.”

The Primary Sub-source also informed WFO Agent 1 that Steele tasked
him/her after the 2016 U.S. elections to find corroboration for the election reporting
and that the Primary Sub-source could find none. According to WFO Agent 1,
during an interview in May 2017, the Primary Sub-source said the corroboration
was “zero.” The Primary Sub-source had reported the same conclusion to the
Crossfire Hurricane team members who interviewed him/her in January 2017,

Those interviews with Steele’s primary sub-source took place in January, March and May of 2017; and clearly the
sub-source debunked the content of the dossier itself.

Those interviews were 18-months, 16-months and 14-months ahead of the July 2018 DOJ letter to the FISC. The
DOJ-NSD says the sub-source was “truthful and cooperative” but the DOJ doesn’t tell the court the content of the
truthfulness and cooperation. Why?

Keep in mind this letter to the court was written by AAG John Demers in July 2018. Jeff Sessions was Attorney
General, Rod Rosenstein was Deputy AG; Christopher Wray was FBI Director, David Bowditch is Deputy, and Dana
Boente is FBI chief-legal-counsel.

Why would the DOJ-NSD not be forthcoming with the FISA court about the primary sub-source? This level of
disingenuous withholding of information speaks to an institutional motive.



By July 2018 the DOJ clearly knew the dossier was full of fabrications, yet they withheld that information from the
court and said the predicate was still valid. Why?

It doesn’t take a deep-weeds-walker to identify the DOJ motive.

In July 2018 Robert Mueller’s investigation was at its apex.

This letter justifying the application and claiming the current information would still be a valid predicate therein,
speaks to the 2018 DOJ needing to retain the validity of the FISA warrant.... My research suspicion is that the DOJ
needed to protect evidence Mueller had already extracted from the fraudulent FISA authority. That’s the motive.

In July 2018 if the DOJ-NSD had admitted the FISA application and all renewals were fatally flawed Robert Mueller

would have needed to withdraw any evidence gathered as a result of its exploitation. The DOJ in 2018 was protecting
Mueller’s poisoned fruit.

If the DOJ had been honest with the court, there’s a strong possibility some, perhaps much, of Mueller evidence
gathering would have been invalidated... and cases were pending. The solution: mislead the court and claim the
predication was still valid.

This is not simply a hunch, because that motive also speaks to why the
FISC would order the current DOJ to release the letter.

Remember, in December 2019 the FISC received the IG Horowitz
report; and they would have immediately noted the disparity between
what IG Horowitz outlined about the FBI investigating Steele’s sub-
source, as contrast against what the DOJ told them in July 2018.

The DOJ letter is a transparent misrepresentation when compared to
the information in the Horowitz report. Hence, the FISC orders the
DOJ to release the July ’18 letter so that everyone, including
congressional oversight and the public can see the misrepresentation.

The court was misled; now everyone can see it. However, no-one in the legislative or executive branch touched it
because the court was misled by Robert Mueller.

The court was misled by the special counsel. Reflect on this for a moment.

The content of that DOJ-NSD letter, and the subsequent disparity, points to an institutional cover-up; and as a
consequence the FISC also ordered the DOJ to begin an immediate sequestration effort to find all the evidence from
the fraudulent FISA application; the proverbial fruit from the poisonous tree. In hindsight the FISC was covering
their own ass.

Moving on...

Two more big misstatements within the July 2018 letter appear on page #9. The first is the DOJ claiming that only
after the application was filed did they become aware of Christopher Steele working for Fusion-GPS and knowing his
intent was to create opposition research for the Hillary Clinton campaign. See the top of the page.

According to the DOJ-NSD claim the number four ranking official in the DOJ, Bruce Ohr, never told them he was
acting as a conduit for Christopher Steele to the FBI. While that claim is hard to believe, in essence what the DOJ-
NSD is saying in that paragraph is that the FBI hoodwinked the DOJ-NSD by not telling them where the information
for the FISA application was coming from. The DOJ, via John Demers, is blaming the FBI.
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() (SENEX Additional Information Regarding Source #1's and Motivations and
Relizbilit

(U)  (SHNIEX As discussed below, after the filing of the first application targeting Page in
October 2016, the FBI obtained information that provided additional context regarding
Source #1's employer and motivations. Specifically, on November 22, 2016, the FBI
interviewed Bruce Ohr, an Assodate Deputy Attorney General who worked in the Office
of the Deputy Attorney General but who had no involvement in the FISA process
generally, and as far as the Department is aware. no role in or visibility into the drafting,
review, or approval of the applications targeting Page * According to Ohr, he had a pre-
existing long-standing professional relaticnship with Source 1. During the November
22nd FEI mnterview, Ohr informed the FBI that Source #1 contacted him in late July 2016 to
discuss information Source #1 had collected, inchuiding about Carter Page’s contacts with
the Russians. Source #1 also told Ohr that he had already given some of this information
to his FBI handling agent, and planmed to give him the rest Chr informed the FBI that he
was familiar with the identified U.S. person who had hired Source #1, and was aware that
this person “was hired by a lawyer who does opposition research,” and that Source #1's
repc—rtmg was also “going to” Candidate #2's campaign.® In addition, Ohr stated that
Source #1 “was desperate” that Candidate £1 “not get elected and was passionate about”
Candidate #1 not being the U.S5. President.

(U)  ®pME) Additionally, during an interview with the FBI on December 5, 2016
(December 5th Interview), Ohr provided information concerning Scurce §1's contact with
an "idenfified news organization™ in October 2016. Ohr informed the FBI that the
identified U.S. person who hired Source #1 directed Source £1 to speak to the press as that
was what the 11.5. person was paying Source #1 to do, although Ohr did not lmow if
speaking to the “identified news organization” in October 2016 was the identified person’s
idea or not. In a subsequent interview on December 12, 2016 (December 12th Interview),
Ohr further told the FBI that the identified U.5. person who hired Source #1 had asked

(U) u (g As discussed herein, the FBI also interviewed Ohr concerning Source #1 on
December 5 and 12, 2016, NSDWEM&WmmﬂmmmydﬁeapphMWmsubm&ed
of the FBI's interviews of Ohr.

(U) = &) Ohr also informed the FBI at this time that his spouse was a Russian translator
and had been hired to conduct open source research by the same person who hired Source #1.
According to Ohr, his spouse did not know the geal of the project, but surmised the purpose as the
individuale she was researching were close to Candidate #1.
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The second statement, equally as incredulous, is at the bottom of page nine where the DOJ claims they had no idea
Bruce Ohr was talking to the FBI throughout the entire time any of the FISA applications were being submitted.
October 2016 through June 2017.

In essence the claim there is that Bruce Ohr was working with the FBI and never told anyone in the DOJ throughout
2016 and all the way past June 29th of 2017. That denial seems rather unlikely; however, once again the DOJ-NSD
(Weissmann) is putting the FBI in the crosshairs and claiming they, the special counsel, knew nothing about the
information pipeline.

Bruce Ohr, whose wife was working for Fusion-GPS and assisting Christopher Steele with information, was
interviewed by the FBI over a dozen times as he communicated with Steele and fed his information to the FBI. Yet the
DOJ claims they knew nothing about it.
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Again, just keep in mind this claim by the DOJ-NSD is being made in July 2018, six months after Bruce Ohr was
demoted twice (December 2017 and January 2018). If what the DOJ is saying was true (it wasn’t), well, the FBI was
completely off-the-rails and rogue.

CTH did not buy the DOJ-NSD spin.
Why?

The reason is simple, the DOJ was claiming in the July 2018 letter the predication was still valid... if the DOJ-NSD
(Mueller team) genuinely didn’t know about the FBI manipulation, they would be informing the court in 2018 the
DOJ no longer supported the FISA application due to new information. They did not do that. Instead, in July 2018,
they specifically told the court the predicate was valid, yet the DOJ-NSD knew it was not.

The last point about the July 2018 letter is perhaps the most jarring. Again, keep in mind when it was written Chris
Wray is FBI Director, David Bowditch is Deputy and Dana Boente is FBI chief legal counsel.

Their own FBI reports, by three different INSD and IG investigations; had turned up seriously alarming evidence
going back to the early 2017 time-frame; the results of which ultimately led to the DC FBI office losing all of their top
officials; and knowing the letter itself was full of misleading and false information about FBI knowledge in/around
Christopher Steele; this particular sentence is alarming;:

SEZRETANDEDRNERA

applications contained sufficient predication for the Court to have found probable cause
that Page was acting as an agent of the Government of Russia.

(U) The FBI has reviewed this letter and confirmed its factual accuracy.

Assistant Attorney General

“The FBI has reviewed this letter and confirmed its factual accuracy?”

Really?

As we have just shared, the July 2018 letter itself is filled with factual inaccuracies, misstatements and intentional
omissions. So who exactly did the “reviewing”?

This declassification release raised more questions than any other; and yet no-one, not a single investigative body,
asked questions about it...

Why?...
Because the letter itself was prima-facie evidence of lies directly from the special counsel of Robert Mueller and

Andrew Weissmann. No-one in the executive branch, legislative branch or even judicial branch wanted to highlight
the corruption of the special counsel.
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Here’s the Full Letter. I strongly suggest everyone read the 14-pages slowly. If you know the background, this letter is
infuriating... AND keep in mind, every single staff member in the House and Senate (those investigating the issue)
said they never saw it.

That’s how badly broken the system of justice, and the system of checks-and-balances in Washington DC, really is.
What we are seeing now in the blatant targeting, silencing, and outright in-your-face behavior is a downstream result
of the system knowing everyone is too far gone.... they have nothing to fear now.

Jake Sullivan was one of the most prolific users of Hillary Clinton's forbidden email server. Now he's Joe
Biden's national security adviser.

Undersecretary of State Victoria Nuland previously had ties to Christopher Steele in the Russia scandal.

White House domestic adviser Susan Rice once falsely declared the Benghazi terror attack was provoked
by an anti-Muslim video and later wrote the famously curious did-it-by-the-books email in the Russia
scandal during her last minutes in he Obama administration.

And top Securities and Exchange Commission enforcement official Melissa Hodgman is married to Peter
Strzok, the fired FBI agent who supervised the discredited Crossfire Hurricane probe into Russia-Trump
collusion.

As Biden fills out his team, the list of people tied to past scandals and controversy keeps getting bigger
And the pattern has some prominent Republicans taking note.

"If you look at the larger picture, the Russia hoaxers, the people that were pushing this out from the very
beginning and lying about it after the fact, they're all at the top echelons of the Biden administration,"
former House Intelligence Committee chairman Devin Nunes (R-Calif.) said Sunday.

During an appearance on Fox News' Sunday show hosted by Maria Bartiromo, Nunes took issue with
Hodgman's appointment as acting chief of the SEC enforcement division, saying while she "could be a
great public servant," it created the appearance of a Democratic payback to her husband for pursuing
Trump.

"Looks like Peter Strozk is actually going to get reimbursed for all of his troubles," Nunes said. "The guy
lost his job, but nothing's happened to him at this point."

Hodgman has worked her way up the career SEC enforcement staff over the last 12 years and praised her
staff after her appointment was announced.

"I am constantly inspired by the dedication of my colleagues in the Division and across the Commission,
especially with the challenges of the last year," she said. "I look forward to continuing my work with
them in the role of Acting Director and supporting the Commission's mission."
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