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•Trump faces . 
..impeachment
•LGBT workers
..demand equality

by Austin Yung
Editor-in-Chief

When the founding fathers established the 
United States of America, they feared that the 
new country would once again fall to oppression 
by a tyrant. In order to prevent this, Article I 
of the Constitution lays out a process by which 
Congress can remove government officials from 
office.  They called this course of action impeach-
ment. Since the country’s founding only two 
presidents have been impeached by the House of 
Representatives: Andrew Johnson and Bill Clin-
ton. However, both were later acquitted by the 
Senate and never actually removed from office. It 
is widely believed that President Nixon was also 
impeached due to the Watergate scandal, but he 
actually resigned before Articles of Impeachment  
could be finalized.

President Trump may become the third 
president in history to be impeached, espe-
cially given the cicumstances of the current 
impeachment inquiry. However, this begs the 
question, “If there has been such a public 
outcry against Trump, why hasn’t he been  
impeached earlier?” 

To understand Trump’s situation, it is import-
ant to know what impeachment actually means, 
and exactly what has to happen in order for a 
President to be impeached.  Impeachment is 
popularly interpreted as “the act of charging 
with a crime or misdemeanor.” However, it doesn’t 
necessarily mean that when a government official 
is impeached, they will be removed from their 
respective office. First, in order for impeachment 
to begin to take place, the president or govern-
ment official must commit one of the following 
violations defined by Article I in the Consti-
tution: “treason, bribery, or other high crimes  
and misdemeanors.”

Yung defines impeachment

Trump accused of violating the United States Constitution
by Maddie Dewhirst and Sofia Rossi
News Editor and National/World Editor

 Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi set off a media firestorm on 
Sept. 24 when she accused President Trump of using the office of the 
presidency to aid himself politically, an action that violates the US 
Constitution. Since Pelosi announced her support of an impeachment 
inquiry, new information rapidly emerged, revealing the chain of 
events that led to the current scandal, as well as other probable crimes. 

The transgression in question concerns a call between President 
Trump and Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky on July 25, the day 
after the testimony of Robert Mueller regarding Russian interference 
in the 2016 election. In response to Mueller’s testimony, House Judi-
ciary Chairman Jerry Nadler announced his request to acquire grand 
jury material that was omitted from the Mueller Report, effectively 
launching impeachment proceedings. 

An anonymous whistleblower then filed a complaint regard-
ing the phone call with Zelensky on Aug. 12, alleging that he 
“received information from multiple US Government officials that 
the President of the United States is using the power of his office 
to solicit interference from a foreign country in the 2020 US elec-
tion. This interference includes, among other things, pressuring a 
foreign country to investigate one of the President’s main domes-
tic political rivals.” The “political rival” mentioned is former Vice 
President and current Democratic presidential candidate Joe Biden, 
who pressured the former chief prosecutor in Ukraine to resign for  
failing to prosecute corruption. 

Michael Atkinson, the Intelligence Community Inspector General 
appointed by Trump, deemed the whistleblower’s complaint “cred-
ible” and of “urgent concern,” but the acting Director of National 
Intelligence (DNI) Joseph Maguire initially withheld the complaint 
from Congress. Chairman of the House Intelligence Committee  
Adam Schiff criticized Maguire’s response to the complaint, citing the 
Intelligence Community Whistleblower Protection Act, which says that 
the DNI “shall… forward such transmittal to the intelligence com-
mittees” within a seven-day reviewing period. Schiff’s condemnation 
contributed to even more calls for an impeachment inquiry.  

After Pelosi met growing demands for her support of the impeach-
ment inquiry, the White House released a declassified summary of 
Trump’s call with Zelensky along with the unclassified whistleblower 
complaint. Many believe the transcript provides evidence of a quid 
pro quo between the two parties, which translates to “something for 
something” in Latin. Though Trump has vehemently denied this, his 
withholding of military aid to Ukraine while also allegedly pressuring 
them to investigate Joe Biden appears to show the contrary. As con-
veyed in the transcript, Trump’s exact wording was “I would like you 
to do us a favor, though…,” indicating that US military aid, worth 
approximately 400 million dollars, was contingent upon Ukraine 
investigating Biden. Military aid is under the jurisdiction of Congress, 
who passed a bipartisan agreement to supply Ukraine with weapons 
in their fight against Russia. 

In the weeks following the release of the transcript, officials 
revealed that the call was stored on a highly classified server instead 
of the National Security Council’s main system. The server also con-
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tains the transcripts of Trump’s calls with the Crown Prince of Saudi 
Arabia Mohammad bin Salman, Russian President Vladimir Putin, and 
a second call with Zelensky. 

In remarks on the White House lawn on Oct. 3, Trump denied that 
there was anything wrong with his call to Zelensky. He asserted that 
Ukraine and “China should start an investigation into the Bidens.” 
Democrats are treating his statements as an admission of guilt 
and a confession to asking foreign powers for help investigating a  
political rival.

The White House is refusing to cooperate with Congress and 
is currently resisting all attempts to give up information for the 
impeachment inquiry. In a letter to Congress, White House Counsel Pat 
Cipollone stated that ”President Trump and his administration cannot 
participate in your partisan and unconstitutional inquiry under these 
circumstances.” The Trump administration has blocked the testimony 
of witnesses, including the former ambassador to Ukraine Marie 
Yovanovitch and the ambassador to the European Union Gordon D. 
Sondland. Both Yovanovitch and Sondland agreed to comply with House 
subpoenas and testify, against the request of the State Department for 
them to abstain. Yovanovitch testified on Oct. 12, and Sondland spoke 
to Congress on Oct. 17. Pelosi warned that “continued efforts to hide 
the truth of the president’s abuse of power from the American people 
will be regarded as further evidence of obstruction.”

The list of implicated officials in the Ukraine scandal has expanded; 
among those involved are Vice President Mike Pence, Secretary of State 
Mike Pompeo, Secretary of Energy Rick Perry, and Attorney General 
William Barr. Many worry about a potential constitutional crisis as 
Congress and the White House clash. Though it lacks an empirical 
definition, a constitutional crisis generally characterizes a conflict 
between different branches of government where the constitution does 
not provide a clear resolution. Since the courts do not have efficacy, 
if subpoenas are not complied with, some worry that widespread 
corruption within the government will lead result in a trial without 
all the facts present. 
(Sources: NYT, NBC, NY Magazine, CNN, PBS, MSNBC, Time,  
Politico, Politifact)

Partisanship divides House
by Esther Sun
Opinion Editor

With news of President Trump’s impeachment 
inquiry taking America by storm in the past month, 
Democrats and Republicans have quite distinctly 
separated themselves to either side of the partisan 
line in their support of or opposition to the inquiry. 

Democrat
With Democrats spearheading the impeachment 

inquiry, the general intraparty consensus is that 
Congress needs to hold Trump accountable for his 
abuse of power.

“The actions of the Trump presidency revealed 
the dishonorable fact of the president’s betrayal of 
his oath of office, betrayal of our national security, 
and betrayal of integrity of our elections,” said 
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi in the official announce-
ment of the impeachment inquiry on Sept. 24.

According to a New York Times compilation of 
House Representative stances, 225 House Democrats 
support the impeachment inquiry, while 10 Demo-
crats oppose the inquiry or believe that now is not 
the right time for it.

Republican
Many Republicans have been quick to discredit 

the impeachment inquiry, which Trump himself 
labeled as a “hoax” and partisan “witch-hunt” fueled 
by Democratic resentment of his presidency.

“I’ve read the summary of the call,” said Senate 
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell. “If this is the 
‘launching point’ for House Democrats’ impeachment 
process, they’ve already overplayed their hand. It’s 
clear there is no quid pro quo that the Democrats 
were desperately praying for.”

As of Oct. 5, the New York Times list of partisan 
stances on the impeachment inquiry revealed that 
183 House Republicans oppose the inquiry or believe 
that now is not the right time for it, and 14 had yet 
to respond to the Times’ query. No House Republi-
cans endorsed the impeachment inquiry.

However, though most Republicans have ada-
mantly attacked the impeachment inquiry since the 
whistleblower’s complaint first became public, some 

have broken ranks and taken a step back — not 
supporting the inquiry outright, but not explicitly 
opposing it either.

Utah Senator Mitt Romney remains the sole 
major Republican politician to criticize Trump’s 
conduct directly regarding the call with Ukraine, 
which Romney called “wrong and appalling.”

Alternative
While some Americans believe that Trump 

crossed the line in his phone call with the 
Ukrainian president, they also believe that the 
Democrats’ move to begin the impeachment inquiry 
is a strategically bad move at a bad time. Others 
contend that US lawmakers have more important 
issues to focus on and that the impeachment 
inquiry would only worsen the already embittered 
national divide among Americans. Despite this 
reticence, support for impeachment has grown 
since the inquiry began, hitting above 50 percent 
midway through October.

Voters in both parties have expressed a belief 
that the best course of action is to simply wait 
until the upcoming presidential election and 
vote Trump out of office, rather than to pursue 
an attempt at impeachment that may never come 
to fruition.
(Sources: Hartford Courant, NY Times, Politico, Vox 
News, LA Times, CNBC)

If the House of Representatives decides that 
these violations have been breached, individual 
representatives have two options; first, they 
can introduce articles of impeachment like 
they would introduce a bill. The articles, which 
formally accuse the President of misbehavior, 
first have to pass through the House Judiciary 
Committee. If the Committee decides to adopt 
the articles, they then present them to the entire 
House for simple majority vote (alternatively, 
the House as a whole can bypass the Judiciary 
Committee by immediately beginning proceed-
ings with a resolution authorizing articles of 
impeachment.) If the articles pass in the House, 
then the president is impeached, and the articles 
of impeachment are then given to the Senate, 
where a trial for removing the president takes 
place. To remove the president, a two-thirds 
majority, or 67 senators, need to vote to convict. 
The House is also in charge of choosing some of 
its members to act as the prosecutors for the case 
after it leaves the House. The Senate, acting as a 
judicial court with the Senators as jurors, decides 
whether or not the president should be removed, 
while the proceedings are presided over by the 
chief justice of the Supreme Court.

This two-thirds vote required in the Senate 
makes removing a President incredibly difficult, 
as members of the President’s party have to 
vote alongside the opposition party to convict. 
Currently, Nancy Pelosi, the Speaker of the 
House, leads the Democratic party’s majority in 
the House, while the Republican party holds the 
majority in the Senate. Until the whistleblower 
complaint, Pelosi did not believe she had a 
solid case to influence the Senate to impeach 
Trump, and thus did not previously support  
impeachment proceedings.
(Sources: History, Art & Archives, Time)
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Mid July
Trump withholds 
$400mil of aid to 
Ukraine

July 24
Mueller testifies
July 25
Trump calls Zelensky

Aug. 8
Nadler announces 
impeachment 
inquiry

Aug. 12
Whistleblower 
files official 
complaint

July 26
Nadler seeks grand 
jury testiomy

Sept. 24
Pelosi publically 
supports impeach-
ment inquiry

Sept. 25
Declassified sum-
mary of call released 

Sept. 26
Unclassified whis-
tleblower complaint 
released

Oct. 3
Trump asks China 
and Ukraine to 
investigate Biden

Oct. 12
Yovanovitch 
testifies

Oct. 17
Sondland 
testifies
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