In the "Late Night with Seth Myers" show number 848 (June 13, 2019) Myers enthusiastically described the show's contents as including an interview with Amy Klobuchar, a less-known Democratic Presidential candidate.  
However, before the Klobuchar segment, former stand-up comedian self-educated to be a political analyst Myers, in one of his "A CLOSER LOOK" segments, initiated an 11min 52second nonstop attack on President Tump centered not around
· something that Trump did, but around having said
· something that Trump said he would be inclined to do, if in the future ….
You can do an ad nauseum via this google search, 
(In a Stephanopolous interview Trump said would accept dirt on a political rival from a foreign power.) 
should show you all you need to know about the factual information that could have gone into Myers' CLOSER LOOK.

At some point during the 12 minute diatribe I asked myself why Myers was blasting this at us.  What was a viewer supposed to feel or do because they'd spent these minutes of their life on this harrangue?
For the ensuing Klobuchar interview, on the contrary, the purpose was clear: the viewers were supposed to make a better sooner choice of Presidential candidate.  And that is the likely result.

As I think about it, I think Trump has actually suckered many Democrats into coming together around the notion that opposition research by the party or by appointees of the party of a sitting President is illegal or at least unAmerican. Not based on its truth or even its probability of being able to affect an election but on the motives of whoever made it available.
And that sort of attitude is a two-edged sword, because there is a fairly close analogy between 
· the current loose Trump – talk and 
· the 2015, 2016 acceptance by the Obama administration of Britain's MI-5 contributions (to include the Steele dossier).
[bookmark: _GoBack]It seems to me that Seth Myers has hoisted himself, and implicitly his audience on his/their own petard.
Hoist by his own Petard.



