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WASHINGTON: Three constitutional scholars on
Wednesday bolstered Democrats’ case for im-
peaching Donald Trump by saying the president’s
actions seeking foreign interference in US elections
were clear grounds for removal, as the inquiry
kicked into high gear in Congress. But reflecting
the Washington political divide, a fourth expert
strongly dissented, saying there was “woefully in-
adequate” evidence that Trump committed high
crimes and misdemeanors necessary for removal.

Democrats have made a forceful case that
Trump should be impeached for trying to leverage
a White House meeting and military aid to pres-
sure Ukraine for dirt on an election rival. In a
sometime theatrical hearing of the House Judiciary
Committee - now tasked with weighing impeach-
ment charges against the president - lawmakers
listened to damning testimony from constitutional
law professors.

“On the basis of the testimony and evidence be-
fore the House, President Trump has committed im-
peachable high crimes and misdemeanors by
corruptly abusing the office of the presidency,”
Harvard Law School professor Noah Feldman told
the hearing. “We three are unanimous” in that view,
jurisprudence professor Michael Gerhardt of the
University of North Carolina stated, referring to
himself and fellow witnesses Feldman and Stanford
Law School professor Pamela Karlan.

The trio was invited by Democrats to testify.
Americans tuning in to the eight-hour live broad-
cast witnessed clashes between Democrats and
Republican Trump loyalists on the panel, who re-

peatedly forced procedural votes to stall the
process. The new phase of impeachment began a
day after a congressional report on the high-stakes
inquiry detailed “overwhelming” evidence of abuse
of power and obstruction by the president.

The report mapped out a months-long scheme
by Trump, his personal lawyer Rudy Giuliani, senior
diplomats and White House staffers to pressure
Ukraine’s president into investigating Joe Biden,
the current favorite to win the Democratic nomi-
nation for the 2020 election. Trump “was willing to
compromise our security and his office for per-
sonal, political gain,” said Judiciary Committee
chairman Jerry Nadler.

‘Proof, not presumptions’ 
Trump’s alleged political crimes, including

bribery and obstruction of justice and Congress,
“are worse than the misconduct of any prior pres-
ident,” Gerhardt said. “If what we’re talking about
is not impeachable, then nothing is impeachable.”
Feldman added that if Trump is not held to account
for his offenses “we live under a dictatorship.”

White House spokeswoman Stephanie Grisham
hit back in a statement, saying that “the only thing
the three liberal professors established at chairman
Nadler’s hearing was their political bias against the
president”. “It did nothing to change the fact that,
despite weeks of hearings in this sham process, the
president did nothing wrong,” Grisham said.

The fourth academic who testified, George
Washington University Law School professor
Jonathan Turley - the only expert invited by Re-

publicans - argued there was “no evidence” that
Trump acted with corrupt intent. He warned that
partisan “rage” was compromising the inquiry. “Im-
peachments have to be based on proof, not pre-
sumptions,” he said, adding that Democrats were
rushing the process so quickly that they were not
hearing from key players in the Ukraine scandal.
Turley and Republicans did not, however, mention
the White House’s stonewalling. Despite Demo-
cratic requests, 12 current or former administration
officials have refused to testify.

‘Impeachable offense’
The president himself, in London for a NATO

summit, lambasted his opponents for proceeding
with impeachment hearings. “What they are doing
is a very bad thing for our country,” Trump said.
“It’s a joke.” Karlan asserted that Trump’s alleged
effort to withhold military aid until Ukraine com-
mitted to investigating Biden was grounds for re-
moval - even though Kiev never conducted the
probe. “Soliciting itself is the impeachable of-
fense,” she said. —AFP

Trump committed impeachable 
crimes, scholars tell Congress

White House spokeswoman slams ‘sham process’

WASHINGTON: US House Judiciary Committee ranking member Doug Collins (R-GA) speaks to members of the
press at the conclusion of an impeachment hearing on Wednesday. —AFP

Trump lawyer 
Giuliani back 
in Ukraine 
WASHINGTON: US President Donald
Trump’s personal lawyer Rudy Giuliani re-
turned to Ukraine Wednesday, shrugging off
the scandal over seeking dirt from Kiev on
rival Democrats. The New York Times said
Giuliani had traveled to Budapest on Tues-
day and Kiev Wednesday to speak with for-
mer Ukrainian prosecutors who could have
information that would support Trump’s bat-
tle against impeachment. One America News
Network also said it had a camera team
traveling with Giuliani in Ukraine for an in-
vestigation into the impeachment case
against Trump.

In a tweet, Giuliani wrote that he was
“working on an important project with
@OANN,” aimed at exposing what he said
was information covered up by hearings con-
ducted by Democratic Party impeachment
chief Adam Schiff. According to the Times,
Giuliani, who is the former mayor of New
York, was meeting with former Ukrainian

prosecutor, Yuriy Lutsenko, a central figure in
the impeachment case Democrats are building
against Trump. He was also planning to meet
with two other ex-prosecutors, Viktor Shokin
and Kostiantyn Kulyk.

Giuliani has approached all three over the
past year to aid Trump’s effort to find dirt on
Democrats, especially former vice president
Joe Biden, who could face the president in
next year’s election. Democrats are preparing
impeachment charges against Trump on the
grounds that he, with Giuliani’s assistance, so-
licited foreign interference in US elections for
his personal needs. —AFP

US first lady wades 
into impeachment 
fight to defend son 
WASHINGTON: US First Lady Melania
Trump on Wednesday publicly rebuked a
scholar who used her 13-year-old son’s name
to make a point during a hearing as part of
the impeachment inquiry into the president.
Constitutional law professor Pamela Karlan
invoked Barron Trump, the son of Donald and
Melania Trump, to demonstrate how the con-
stitution imposes distinctions between a
monarch’s power and that of a president.

“The constitution says there can be no ti-
tles of nobility,” Karlan told lawmakers dur-
ing the House Judiciary Committee’s first
hearing on impeachment, which featured four
constitutional scholars. “So while the presi-
dent can name his son ‘Barron,’ he can’t make
him a baron.” The pun led to chuckles in the
congressional hearing room, but Melania
Trump made clear it was no laughing matter.

“A minor child deserves privacy and
should be kept out of politics,” the first lady
tweeted shortly afterwards. “Pamela Karlan,
you should be ashamed of your very angry
and obviously biased public pandering, and
using a child to do it.” President Trump

retweeted his wife’s message to his 67 mil-
lion followers.

As the row snowballed, Karlan quickly
tried to stem the damage by expressing her
regret. “I want to apologize for what I said
earlier about the president’s son,” she told
the panel. “It was wrong of me to do that”
she said, before adding that she also wished
“the president would apologize, obviously,
for the things that he’s done that’s wrong”.
For years, members of both political parties
have agreed that the minor children of US
politicians, particularly presidents, are off
limits. During the hearing, Republican con-
gressman Matt Gaetz snapped at Karlan,
telling her that invoking Trump’s son “does
not lend credibility to your argument. It
makes you look mean.” —AFP
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