
WASHINGTON: The impeachment investigation of
President Donald Trump in the US House of
Representatives moves to public hearings on Wednesday.
Trump is threatened with removal from office over allega-
tions that he abused his powers and broke the law by
pressuring Ukraine to supply damaging information on
rival Democrats and possible 2020 presidential election
challenger Joe Biden. The evidence covers a series of
events from April 2019 when Zelensky was elected, and
both sides sought to reboot Washington-Kiev relations.
Zelensky sought aid and a meeting with the US leader;
Trump sought “investigations.”

Giuliani machinations
Trump gave the Ukraine leader a congratulatory

phone call on April 19. Days later, Trump’s personal
lawyer Rudy Giuliani said online and in public that the
US wanted Ukraine to investigate Burisma, the energy
company on whose board Biden’s son Hunter served for
five years until April 2019. Giuliani also called for an
investigation into a debunked conspiracy theory that
Ukraine helped the Democrats against Trump in the
2016 election.

“Explain to me why Biden shouldn’t be investigated if
his son got millions from a Russian loving crooked
Ukrainian oligarch while He was VP and point man for
Ukraine,” Giuliani tweeted on May 10. Giuliani’s immedi-
ate impact was in getting Trump to remove US ambassa-
dor Marie Yovanovitch, who had resisted Giuliani’s
involvement in Ukraine policy. 

Another result: Trump told Vice President Mike Pence
not to attend Zelensky’s May 14 inauguration, sending
Energy Secretary Rick Perry instead. According to a
whistleblower complaint in August, that downgrade was
meant to signal to the new government that Trump want-
ed the investigations.

July 10 meeting
In a July 10 meeting in the office of White House

National Security Advisor John Bolton, Gordon Sondland,
the US ambassador to the European Union, told
Ukrainian officials that a high profile meeting they sought
between Zelensky and Trump was contingent on “investi-
gations in the energy sector” and later referenced
“Burisma”. Sondland told the Ukrainians the alleged quid
pro quo was authorized by Trump’s right-hand man, act-
ing Chief of Staff Mick Mulvaney. “We have an agree-
ment with the chief of staff for a meeting if these investi-
gations in the energy sector start,” Sondland told the
Ukrainians, according to witnesses. Bolton, who objected
to the linkage, immediately cut the meeting short, but
Sondland continued to make the point in a subsequent
meeting, witnesses said.

Aid suspension
On July 19 Mulvaney, who also heads the White House

budget office, froze a military aid package for Ukraine
worth $391 million dollars. He told budget officials it was
at the order of Trump, but did not explain the reason. But
in October Mulvaney told reporters it was linked to
investigations, and said there was nothing wrong with the
quid pro quo.

July 25 phone call
On July 25 Trump spoke again by phone with Zelensky.

According to a rough summary of the call released by the
White House, he made clear he wanted Ukraine to open
the investigations, and hinted at the linkage with assis-
tance and a face-to-face meeting. “I would like you to do
us a favor though because our country has been through
a lot and Ukraine knows a lot about it,” Trump said.
Trump made direct reference to the story that Ukraine
interfered in the 2016 election helping rival Democrats.

“I would like you to find out what happened with this
whole situation,” Trump said. “It’s very important that you
do it if that’s possible.” Trump added that “There’s a lot of
talk about Biden’s son... A lot of people want to find out
about that,” he said, proposing Kiev cooperate with US
Attorney General Bill Barr. “The United States has been
very, very good to Ukraine. I wouldn’t say that it’s recip-
rocal necessarily because things are happening that are
not good but the United States has been very, very good
to Ukraine.” 

Text messages
After the July 25 call, Sondland pressed on Kiev the

need for investigations. Text messages between Sondland
and other US diplomats show he was focused on Trump’s
insistence on “the deliverable” — the investigations as a
quid pro quo for the military aid. “I think potus (Trump)
really wants the deliverable,” he wrote on August 9. In
August he helped arrange a prepared statement for
Zelensky to deliver that would satisfy Trump. The state-
ment, according to a August 13 text, was to read: “We
intend to initiate and complete a transparent and unbi-
ased investigation of all available facts and episodes,
including those involving Burisma and the 2016 US elec-
tions, which in turn will prevent the recurrence of this
problem in the future.” — AFP 
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WASHINGTON: In this file photo taken on November 01, 2019 the sun shines over the US Capitol Building on an
autumn afternoon. — AFP

Adam Schiff,
the star of the
impeachment
probe
WASHINGTON: Adam Schiff, the
head of the Democrats’ investigation
of President Donald Trump, sought
Hollywood glory in his younger days
as a prosecutor by crafting a screen-
play for a thriller. That didn’t go any-
where, but Schiff is now about to hit
the small-screen bigtime starring in
his own legal procedural: The
Impeachment of a President.

As chairman of the House Judiciary
Committee, on Wednesday Schiff will
gavel in the first open hearing of the
investigation into whether Trump vio-
lated his oath of office and the law in
seeking help from Ukraine for his 2020
reelection campaign. In appearance,
few would choose Schiff, 59, as the
Democrats’ attack dog to take down a
Republican leader who is fighting
tooth and nail to save his presidency.

A California congressman repre-
senting the Hollywood-Burbank enter-
tainment industry hub, he appears
more like a vicar or a primary school
principal. He never raises his voice, and
rarely strays into hyperbole. That made
his quietly delivered outrage at the
news of Trump’s Ukraine dealings in
September even more impactful.
Trump’s July demand for a “favor”

from Ukraine President Volodymyr
Zelensky reflects “a classic mafia-type
shakedown of a foreign leader,” Schiff
said. “This is how a mafia boss talks:
‘What have you done for us?’”

Trump has blasted back that Schiff
fabricated his words, and now does
not miss a chance to label him, without
offering any evidence, a “corrupt
politician.” “Shifty Schiff is a double-
corrupt politician,” Trump said Friday,
attacking the impeachment proceed-
ings as a “scam” and “witch hunt.”

‘Measured but forceful’ 
As mild-mannered as he appears,

Schiff has proven to be a focused,
determined investigator, and tough as
a bulldog. He’s a fit cyclist who at 50
completed a triathlon. House
Democratic leader Nancy Pelosi chose
him, rather than the expected choice
of Judiciary Committee Chairman
Jerry Nadler, to lead the impeachment
effort. Schiff is “logical, linear, meas-
ured but forceful,” she said.

His approach is rooted in a late
1980s case, when Schiff, not long out
of Harvard Law School, prosecuted
the first FBI agent ever jailed for spy-
ing for Moscow. “I learned a lot about
Russian tradecraft: how the Russians
operate, who they target, the vulnera-
bilities they look for,” he recounted
earlier this year to Zach Dorfman of
the Aspen Institute Cyber and
Technology program. That back-
ground has taken him to the House
Intelligence Committee, which has
spent much of the last few years
investigating how Russians aided
Trump’s 2016 election campaign.

Pressure of national television 
He takes the impeachment opera-

tion with utmost seriousness, showing
a limited patience for efforts by
Republican colleagues to turn the
procedures into a political show.
Transcripts of testimony the commit-
tee took behind closed doors during
October show him wielding a firm
hand as Republicans try to discredit
witnesses and change the subject.

That will only intensify under the
gaze of an audience on national tel-
evision. But, after having resisted
impeachment for months, he claims
the evidence is strong — much more
than just Trump’s July 25 phone call

demanding a “favor” from Zelensky.
In the coming hearings, he wrote in
USA Today this week, “Americans
will hear directly from dedicated
and patriotic public servants about
how they became aware that US
foreign policy had been subverted
for the president’s personal political
interests .”  “While temperatures
might run high and the temptation to
turn th is  solemn process into a
political circus could be irresistible
to some, I hope that all members of
Congress and the public will focus
on the facts and the substance of
the testimony, not on politics or par-
tisanship.” — AFP 

WASHINGTON: US House Intelligence Committee chairman Adam Schiff speaks to the
press with other lawmakers following a closed hearing with Under Secretary of State for
Political Affairs David Hale as part of the impeachment inquiry at the US Capitol. — AFP 

LONDON: Female politicians are fac-
ing a backlash over women’s rights
which have been fuelled by social
media that rewards abusive posts and
conspiracy theories, former U.S. presi-
dential candidate Hillary Clinton said
on Sunday. Women in the public eye
still face scrutiny over their looks and
pressure to behave politely and meek-
ly in a way that men do not, said
Clinton as she discussed a book co-
authored with her daughter Chelsea
Clinton about inspirational women
leaders.

Her comments came after a number
of female members of parliament in
Britain announced they would not
stand for re-election at a Dec 12 gen-
eral election, citing abuse on social
media including rape and death
threats. “I do think there is a reaction
to a lot of the success of women and
the roles of women right now,” Clinton
told an audience at the Southbank
Centre’s Royal Festival Hall in central
London.

“And I think social media has lit that
up, in a very destructive and toxic way.
People may have thought a lot of
things in the past but now it is ampli-
fied and it is viral.” Clinton, who lost
out on her bid to become the first
female president of the United States

at the 2016 election, has said misogyny
“certainly” played a role in her defeat
to Republican rival Donald Trump.

Sexist comments
An international study last year by

Atalanta, a social enterprise dedicated
to advancing women’s leadership,
found female lawmakers were three
times more likely than men to receive
sexist comments than their male col-
leagues. Clinton said the skepticism
towards Swedish teenage climate
activist Greta Thunberg from some
critics revealed how much gendered
norms still prevailed in many areas of
public life.

“She is a young women, so the idea
that she is standing up and speaking
out as effectively as she has just rattles
all of the paradigms that people still
live with,” she said. “There’s almost an
ancient DNA imprinting about ‘This is
what women are supposed to do and
this is what they are supposed to look
like’ and you are not supposed to be
so pushy and aggressive ... it is mad-
dening how much that still operates.”

The Clintons said they hoped their
“The Book of Gutsy Women: Favorite
Stories of Courage and Resilience”
would inspire women to stand up for
their beliefs - and help men and boys

find female heroes. It comes amid a
growing debate over remaining glass
ceilings for women, with U.S.-based
Women’s March demanding rights,
while the #MeToo movement on
social media against sexual abuse has
sparked wider debates on pay, repre-
sentation and sexism.

Clinton said she was optimistic for
future political candidates and others

reaching into male-dominated
spheres, but change was needed to
ensure they had an equal chance of
success. “It is the structures of power
that should change. Why are they so
set on making it so difficult for not
only women but people of color and
others to get into the room?” she
said. “We are really aware of that. I
lived that.” — Reuters 

LONDON: Hillary Rodham Clinton (L) discusses The Book of Gutsy Women with
British historian Mary Beard (R) at Southbank Centre’s Royal Festival Hall. — AFP 

WASHINGTON: The start of open hearings in the
impeachment investigation into President Donald Trump on
Wednesday will give the American public their first chance
to witness live the explosive showdown between Democrats
and Republicans over the US leader’s future. The hearing
before the House Intelligence Committee marks the second
phase of the impeachment investigation into allegations that
Trump abused his powers by seeking help for his 2020
reelection campaign from Ukraine.

Trump is under threat of becoming only the third presi-
dent in US history to be impeached — formally charged with
violating his duties as president or committing crimes, and
placed on trial in the Senate. With Democrats in control of
the House of Representatives, impeachment appears highly
likely, as soon as the end of 2019. But the Republicans hold a
majority in the Senate, a bulwark against him being convict-
ed and removed from office — unless they turn against him.
There is still much to do, but analysts believe the entire
process could be completed before the end of January.

On Wednesday, the House Intelligence Committee takes
the impeachment investigation public after six weeks of
closed-door depositions from White House, State Department
and other officials. Those depositions have already painted a
fairly complete picture of how Trump and aides, including
personal lawyer Rudy Giuliani, pressured Ukraine’s President
Volodymyr Zelensky to open investigations that could con-
ceivably find political dirt against the Democrats and Trump’s
possible 2020 election rival Joe Biden.

Some of the witnesses who already testified privately will
be recalled to face the public panel, starting with
Ambassador William Taylor, Washington’s top diplomat in
Ukraine, and Deputy Assistant Secretary of State George
Kent on Wednesday, and former Ambassador to Ukraine
Marie Yovanovitch on Friday. The aim is to further compile
the evidence against the president, or, for Republicans, in his
support. Democrats chose all the witnesses for the initial pri-
vate depositions phase. In the open hearings, both parties
can propose and subpoena witnesses — although
Intelligence Committee Chairman Adam Schiff will be able to
prevent Republicans from inviting witnesses who have no
relation to the core allegations or who simply seek to stall
the proceedings.

The next step is hearings by the Judiciary Committee,
under Chairmen Jerry Nadler, a longtime Trump nemesis, to
decide whether the evidence is strong enough to support
formal charges, or articles of impeachment. Trump and his
lawyers will be able to appear, cross-examine witnesses, and
submit evidence in their favor. At the end of those hearings,
the Democratic-controlled committee will vote on specific
articles of impeachment, based on the US Constitution’s
standard of “treason, bribery, or other high crimes and mis-
demeanors,” and whether Trump’s actions constituted abuse
of presidential power. Currently, the charges are expected to
be abuse of power and obstruction of the investigation. 

The Judiciary Committee then sends the articles of
impeachment to the entire House for a vote. Only a basic
majority of the 435 member House is required to approve
impeachment. Democrats currently hold a solid majority, 233
seats to 197 for Republicans, with four seats currently vacant
and one held by an independent. That suggests that, if the
evidence is strong enough, Democrats will easily pass the
impeachment resolution. The resolution would then go to the
Senate, where Trump would stand trial, with the 100 senators
his jury. Democrats from the House would act as the prose-
cuting team, while Trump’s lawyers would defend him, and
Trump could argue in his own favor. Both sides can call wit-
nesses and present testimony. Presiding over the trial would
likely be Supreme Court Chief Justice John Roberts, who
was appointed to the court by Republican President George
W. Bush in 2005. A trial could take a few weeks. The
impeachment trial of President Bill Clinton in 1999 lasted five
weeks, and ultimately ended in his acquittal: while
Republicans had a majority in the Senate, Clinton had
enough support among Democrats to easily beat the
required two-thirds majority to convict. —AFP 

Clinton says abuse of female
politicians on social media is ‘viral’

How Trump’s 
impeachment will unroll


