CONGRESSIONAL POWER TO IMPEACH OFFICIALS

THE CONGRESSIONAL POWER TO IMPEACH OFFICIALS STANDS AS A CORNERSTONE OF AMERICAN CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNANCE,
A FORMIDABLE CHECK ON EXECUTIVE AND JUDICIAL AUTHORITY. THIS INTRICATE PROCESS, OUTLINED IN ARTICLE |I, SECTION 4
ofF THE U.S. CONSTITUTION, EMPOWERS CONGRESS TO REMOVE FEDERAL OFFICIALS, INCLUDING THE PRESIDENT, VICE PRESIDENT,
AND ALL CIVIL OFFICERS, FOR “TREASON, BRIBERY, OR OTHER HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS.” UNDERSTANDING THIS POWER
REQUIRES DELVING INTO ITS CONSTITUTIONAL ORIGINS, THE SPECIFIC ROLES OF THE HOUSE AND SENATE, THE GROUNDS FOR
IMPEACHMENT, AND THE HISTORICAL PRECEDENTS THAT HAVE SHAPED ITS APPLICATION. THIS ARTICLE WILL METICULOUSLY
EXPLORE THESE FACETS, PROVIDING A COMPREHENSIVE OVERVIEW OF CONGRESS'S IMPEACHMENT AUTHORITY, ITS PROCEDURAL
MECHANICS, AND ITS PROFOUND IMPLICATIONS FOR THE BALANCE OF POWER IN THE UNITED STATES.
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CONSTITUTIONAL FOUNDATION OF IMPEACHMENT

THE FRAMERS OF THE U.S. CONSTITUTION, DEEPLY CONCERNED WITH PREVENTING TYRANNY AND SAFEGUARDING THE NASCENT
REPUBLIC, DELIBERATELY INCORPORATED THE IMPEACHMENT MECHANISM AS A VITAL SAFEGUARD. THEY ENVISIONED A SYSTEM
WHERE NO SINGLE BRANCH OF GOVERNMENT COULD BECOME TOO POWERFUL, AND IMPEACHMENT PROVIDED A CRITICAL TOOL FOR
HOLDING ACCOUNTABLE THOSE ENTRUSTED WITH SIGNIFICANT PUBLIC OFFICE. THE INCLUSION OF IMPEACHMENT WAS A DIRECT
RESPONSE TO PERCEIVED ABUSES OF POWER BY MONARCHS IN ENGLISH HISTORY, AND IT AIMED TO CREATE A PROCESS FOR
REMOVING OFFICIALS WHO BETRAYED THE PUBLIC TRUST, RATHER THAN RELYING SOLELY ON THE BALLOT BOX OR VIOLENT
REVOLUTION. THIS POWER IS NOT A PUNITIVE MEASURE IN ITSELF BUT A PROCEDURAL ONE, DESIGNED TO ADDRESS GRAVE
MISCONDUCT AND ENSURE THE INTEGRITY OF GOVERNMENT.

ARTICLE Il, SECTION 4 oF THE CONSTITUTION CLEARLY STATES, “THE PRESIDENT, VICE PRESIDENT AND ALL CIVIL OFFICERS OF
THE UNITED STATES, SHALL BE REMOVED FROM OFFICE ON IMPEACHMENT FOR, AND CONVICTION OF, TREASON, BRIBERY, OR
OTHER HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS.” THIS LANGUAGE IS INTENTIONALLY BROAD, LEAVING ROOM FOR INTERPRETATION BY
CONGRESS AS TO WHAT CONSTITUTES IMPEACHABLE OFFENSES. THE FOUNDERS UNDERSTOOD THAT DEFINING EVERY POSSIBLE
TRANSGRESSION IN ADVANCE WOULD BE AN IMPOSSIBLE TASK, AND THEY ENTRUSTED CONGRESS WITH THE RESPONSIBILITY OF
DISCERNING WHEN SUCH EXTRAORDINARY MEASURES WERE WARRANTED. THE VERY EXISTENCE OF THIS POWER ACTS AS A
DETERRENT, REMINDING ALL FEDERAL OFFICIALS THAT THEIR TENURE IS CONTINGENT UPON THEIR ADHERENCE TO THE LAW AND THE
CONSTITUTION.

THe RoLE oF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES HOLDS THE SINGULAR AND EXCLUSIVE POWER TO INITIATE IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS. THIS
FUNCTION MIRRORS THE ROLE OF A GRAND JURY IN THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM. T IS WITHIN THE HOUSE THAT THE INITIAL
INVESTIGATION TAKES PLACE, EVIDENCE IS GATHERED, AND A DETERMINATION IS MADE AS TO WHETHER SUFFICIENT GROUNDS
EXIST TO FORMALLY ACCUSE AN OFFICIAL OF IMPEACHABLE OFFENSES. THIS DELIBERATIVE PHASE IS CRUCIAL, ALLOWING FOR A
THOROUGH EXAMINATION OF ALLEGATIONS AND ENSURING THAT IMPEACHMENT IS NOT UNDERTAKEN LIGHTLY OR FOR PARTISAN
GAIN.

THE PROCESS TYPICALLY BEGINS WITH A RESOLUTION INTRODUCED BY A MEMBER OF THE HOUSE, OFTEN REFERRED TO THE HoUSE



JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. THIS COMMITTEE THEN CONDUCTS EXTENSIVE INVESTIGATIONS, HOLDING HEARINGS, SUBPOENAING
WITNESSES, AND REVIEWING DOCUMENTS. IF THE COMMITTEE FINDS THAT THE EVIDENCE SUPPORTS IMPEACHMENT, IT DRAFTS
“ ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT,” WHICH ARE ESSENTIALLY FORMAL CHARGES AGAINST THE OFFICIAL. THESE ARTICLES ARE THEN
DEBATED AND VOTED UPON BY THE FULL HOUSE. A SIMPLE MAJORITY VOTE IN THE HOUSE IS SUFFICIENT TO IMPEACH AN
OFFICIAL, MEANING THE CHARGES ARE FORMALLY BROUGHT AGAINST THEM.

INITIATING THE IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY

AN IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY CAN BE TRIGGERED BY VARIOUS MEANS. |T MIGHT STEM FROM ALLEGATIONS RAISED BY A MEMBER OF
CONGRESS, EVIDENCE UNCOVERED BY THE MEDIA, OR REPORTS FROM OTHER GOVERNMENTAL BODIES. ONCE AN INQUIRY IS
INITIATED, THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE, OR A SPECIAL COMMITTEE ESTABLISHED FOR THE PURPOSE, TAKES THE LEAD. THIS
COMMITTEE HAS BROAD INVESTIGATORY POWERS, INCLUDING THE ABILITY TO COMPEL TESTIMONY AND THE PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS. THE INVESTIGATION AIMS TO DETERMINE IF THE OFFICIAL HAS ENGAGED IN CONDUCT THAT RISES TO THE LEVEL OF
“TREASON, BRIBERY, OR OTHER HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS.”

VOTING ON ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT

FOLLOWING THE INVESTIGATIVE PHASE, IF THE COMMITTEE CONCLUDES THAT IMPEACHMENT IS WARRANTED, IT WILL REPORT
ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT TO THE FULL HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. THESE ARTICLES ARE DEBATED, AND MEMBERS OF THE
HoUSE VOTE ON EACH ONE INDIVIDUALLY. |F ANY ARTICLE RECEIVES A MAJORITY OF VOTES, THE OFFICIAL IS CONSIDERED TO
HAVE BEEN IMPEACHED. IT'S IMPORTANT TO NOTE THAT IMPEACHMENT BY THE HOUSE DOES NOT AUTOMATICALLY REMOVE AN
OFFICIAL FROM OFFICE; RATHER, IT SIGNIFIES THAT THEY WILL FACE A TRIAL IN THE SENATE.

THe ROLE OF THE SENATE

ONCE THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES HAS IMPEACHED AN OFFICIAL, THE RESPONSIBILITY SHIFTS TO THE SENATE, WHICH ACTS
AS THE JURY IN THE IMPEACHMENT TRIAL. THE SENATE'S ROLE IS TO CONDUCT A FULL TRIAL, HEAR EVIDENCE AND ARGUMENTS
FROM BOTH THE PROSECUTION (REPRESENTED BY MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE, KNOWN AS ”MANAGERS”) AND THE DEFENSE, AND
ULTIMATELY DECIDE WHETHER TO CONVICT AND REMOVE THE OFFICIAL FROM OFFICE. THIS TRIAL PHASE IS A CRITICAL JUNCTURE,
WHERE THE FATE OF THE IMPEACHED OFFICIAL IS DETERMINED BY A SUPERMAJORITY OF SENATORS.

THe CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT PRESIDES OVER THE IMPEACHMENT TRIAL OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES,
ENSURING IMPARTIALITY. FOR OTHER FEDERAL OFFICIALS, THE VICE PRESIDENT TYPICALLY PRESIDES, OR A PRESIDENT PRO
TEMPORE OF THE SENATE MAY TAKE ON THIS ROLE. THE SENATE HAS THE AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH ITS OWN RULES FOR
IMPEACHMENT TRIALS, AND THESE RULES OFTEN BORROW FROM TRADITIONAL LEGAL PROCEDURES, INCLUDING THE PRESENTATION
OF EVIDENCE, WITNESS TESTIMONY, AND CLOSING ARGUMENTS. THE GRAVITY OF THE PROCEEDINGS NECESSITATES A CAREFUL
AND DELIBERATE APPROACH TO ENSURE FAIRNESS AND DUE PROCESS.

CoONDUCTING THE IMPEACHMENT TRIAL

THE SENATE TRIAL IS A FORMAL AND SOLEMN AFFAIR. HOUSE MANAGERS PRESENT THE CASE AGAINST THE IMPEACHED OFFICIAL,
DETAILING THE ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT AND PROVIDING EVIDENCE TO SUPPORT THE CHARGES. T HE DEFENSE TEAM THEN HAS
THE OPPORTUNITY TO PRESENT ITS CASE, CHALLENGE THE EVIDENCE, AND ARGUE FOR THE OFFICIAL’S ACQUITTAL. SENATORS
ACT AS JURORS, LISTENING TO THE PROCEEDINGS, AND CAN SUBMIT QUESTIONS TO WITNESSES OR THE PARTIES INVOLVED. THE
ENTIRE SENATE VOTES ON EACH ARTICLE OF IMPEACHMENT PRESENTED BY THE HOUSE.



ConviCcTION AND REMOVAL FROM OFFICE

FOR AN OFFICIAL TO BE CONVICTED AND REMOVED FROM OFFICE, A TWO-THIRDS MAJORITY VOTE OF THE SENATORS PRESENT IS
REQUIRED ON AT LEAST ONE ARTICLE OF IMPEACHMENT. THIS HIGH THRESHOLD IS A DELIBERATE CONSTITUTIONAL SAFEGUARD,
ENSURING THAT REMOVAL FROM OFFICE IS AN ACTION TAKEN ONLY IN THE MOST EGREGIOUS CIRCUMSTANCES, WITH BROAD
BIPARTISAN CONSENSUS. IF AN OFFICIAL IS CONVICTED, THE SENATE MAY ALSO VOTE, BY A SIMPLE MAJORITY, TO DISQUALIFY
THEM FROM HOLDING ANY FUTURE FEDERAL OFFICE. THE SENATE'S VERDICT IS FINAL AND CANNOT BE APPEALED.

GROUNDS FOR IMPEACHMENT: “HiGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS”

THE PHRASE “HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS” IS THE CONSTITUTIONAL STANDARD FOR IMPEACHMENT, AND ITS PRECISE
MEANING HAS BEEN A SUBJECT OF CONSIDERABLE DEBATE AND INTERPRETATION THROUGHOUT AMERICAN HISTORY. UNLIKE
STATUTORY CRIMINAL OFFENSES, THESE TERMS ARE NOT EXHAUSTIVELY DEFINED AND ENCOMPASS CONDUCT THAT UNDERMINES
THE INTEGRITY OF THE OFFICE OR THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. THE FRAMERS INTENDED THIS PHRASE TO BE FLEXIBLE,
ALLOWING CONGRESS TO ADDRESS ABUSES OF POWER THAT MIGHT NOT FIT NEATLY INTO TRADITIONAL CRIMINAL CATEGORIES.

HISTORICALLY, INTERPRETATIONS OF “HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS” HAVE RANGED FROM DIRECT VIOLATIONS OF CRIMINAL
LAW TO ABUSES OF POWER, DERELICTION OF DUTY, AND CONDUCT THAT BRINGS DISREPUTE UPON THE OFFICE. |T IS NOT MERELY
ABOUT ILLEGAL ACTS;, IT IS ABOUT CONDUCT THAT DEMONSTRATES UNFITNESS FOR OFFICE AND A BETRAYAL OF PUBLIC TRUST.
THIS BROAD INTERPRETATION ALLOWS IMPEACHMENT TO SERVE AS A POLITICAL REMEDY FOR SERIOUS MISCONDUCT, EVEN IF
THAT MISCONDUCT DOES NOT RESULT IN A CRIMINAL CONVICTION.

DerFINING IMPEACHABLE OFFENSES

SCHOLARS AND LEGAL EXPERTS HAVE OFFERED VARIOUS INTERPRETATIONS OF WHAT CONSTITUTES AN IMPEACHABLE OFFENSE.
SOME ARGUE FOR A NARROW CONSTRUCTION, LIMITING IT TO INDICTABLE OFFENSES. OTHERS ADVOCATE FOR A BROADER VIEW,
ENCOMPASSING SERIOUS ABUSES OF OFFICIAL POWER, OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE, OR CONDUCT THAT FUNDAMENTALLY
VIOLATES THE OATH OF OFFICE. THE PREVAILING VIEW IS THAT IMPEACHABLE OFFENSES ARE THOSE THAT INVOLVE A SERIOUS
BREACH OF PUBLIC TRUST, A BETRAYAL OF THE CONSTITUTION, OR ACTIONS THAT THREATEN THE FUNCTIONING OF
GOVERNMENT.

KEY CONSIDERATIONS IN DEFINING IMPEACHABLE OFFENSES OFTEN INCLUDE:

e ABUSE OF POWER

® VIOLATION OF THE OATH OF OFFICE

e OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE

e TREASON AND BRIBERY (EXPLICITLY MENTIONED)

e CONDUCT THAT UNDERMINES THE RULE OF LAW

ExAMPLES oF IMPEACHABLE CONDUCT

WHILE THE CONSTITUTION DOESN'T PROVIDE A DEFINITIVE LIST, HISTORICAL PRECEDENTS OFFER INSIGHT INTO CONDUCT THAT
HAS BEEN CONSIDERED IMPEACHABLE. THESE HAVE INCLUDED ALLEGATIONS OF CORRUPTION, OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE, ABUSE OF
PRESIDENTIAL AUTHORITY, AND MAKING FALSE STATEMENTS UNDER OATH. For INSTANCE, PRESIDENT RICHARD NIXON FACED



IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS OVER ALLEGED OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE RELATED TO THE W ATERGATE SCANDAL. PRESIDENT BILL
CLINTON WAS IMPEACHED ON CHARGES OF PERJURY AND OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE RELATED TO HIS TESTIMONY IN A CIVIL
LAWSUIT. THESE EXAMPLES ILLUSTRATE THE BREADTH OF CONDUCT THAT CONGRESS HAS HISTORICALLY DEEMED SERIOUS
ENOUGH TO WARRANT IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS.

THE IMPEACHMENT PROCESS IN PRACTICE

THE IMPEACHMENT PROCESS IS COMPLEX AND OFTEN HIGHLY POLITICIZED, A FACT THAT HAS BEEN EVIDENT THROUGHOUT ITS
HISTORY. |T IS A MULTI-STAGE JOURNEY THAT BEGINS WITH INVESTIGATION AND CONCLUDES, IF CONVICTION OCCURS, WITH
REMOVAL FROM OFFICE AND POTENTIAL DISQUALIFICATION FROM FUTURE PUBLIC SERVICE. WHILE THE CONSTITUTIONAL
FRAMEW ORK PROVIDES THE BLUEPRINT, THE ACTUAL EXECUTION INVOLVES INTRICATE PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURES AND
SIGNIFICANT POLITICAL CONSIDERATIONS.

THE PROCESS IS DELIBERATELY DESIGNED TO BE ARDUOUS, REQUIRING SUBSTANTIAL CONSENSUS AND CAREFUL DELIBERATION.
THIS IS TO PREVENT ITS CASUAL USE FOR POLITICAL VENDETTAS. THE INVOLVEMENT OF BOTH CHAMBERS OF CONGRESS
SIGNIFIES A SIGNIFICANT CONSTITUTIONAL CHECK, ENSURING THAT SUCH A DRASTIC MEASURE IS TAKEN ONLY WITH BROAD
AGREEMENT ACROSS DIFFERENT POLITICAL BODIES. THE PROCEDURAL STEPS ARE DESIGNED TO AFFORD DUE PROCESS WHILE
UPHOLDING THE PRINCIPLE OF ACCOUNTABILITY FOR HIGH FEDERAL OFFICIALS.

INVESTIGATION AND REFERRAL BY THE HOUSE

THE JOURNEY BEGINS WITH AN INVESTIGATION, TYPICALLY INITIATED BY THE HOUSEJUDICIARY CoMMITTEE. THIS
INVESTIGATION CAN TAKE MONTHS, OR EVEN YEARS, INVOLVING EXTENSIVE FACT-FINDING, WITNESS INTERVIEWS, AND THE
REVIEW OF VOLUMINOUS DOCUMENTATION. THE GOAL IS TO GATHER SUFFICIENT EVIDENCE TO DETERMINE IF THERE ARE GROUNDS
FOR IMPEACHMENT. |F THE COMMITTEE CONCLUDES THAT THE EVIDENCE SUPPORTS IMPEACHMENT, IT WILL DRAFT ARTICLES OF
IMPEACHMENT, WHICH ARE FORMAL CHARGES OUTLINING THE ALLEGED OFFENSES. THESE ARTICLES ARE THEN PRESENTED TO THE
FULL HOUSE FOR CONSIDERATION AND A VOTE.

TRIAL AND VERDICT IN THE SENATE

UPON IMPEACHMENT BY THE HOUSE, THE PROCESS MOVES TO THE SENATE FOR A TRIAL. MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE, KNOWN AS
MANAGERS, ACT AS PROSECUTORS. THE SENATE CONVENES AS A COURT OF IMPEACHMENT, WITH THE CHIEFJUSTICE PRESIDING IF
THE PRESIDENT IS ON TRIAL. EVIDENCE IS PRESENTED, WITNESSES ARE EXAMINED AND CROSS-EXAMINED, AND LEGAL ARGUMENTS
ARE MADE. AFTER THE PRESENTATION OF EVIDENCE AND ARGUMENTS, THE SENATE DELIBERATES AND VOTES ON EACH ARTICLE OF
IMPEACHMENT. A CONVICTION REQUIRES A TWO-THIRDS MAJORITY VOTE, LEADING TO REMOVAL FROM OFFICE AND POTENTIAL
DISQUALIFICATION FROM FUTURE FEDERAL SERVICE.

HisTorICAL IMPEACHMENTS AND THEIR IMPACT

THE UNITED STATES HAS A HISTORY OF IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS, THOUGH ACTUAL CONVICTIONS AND REMOVALS FROM
OFFICE HAVE BEEN RARE. THESE INSTANCES, HOWEVER, HAVE HAD A PROFOUND IMPACT ON AMERICAN_JURISPRUDENCE, POLITICAL
DISCOURSE, AND THE PERCEPTION OF PRESIDENTIAL AND JUDICIAL ACCOUNTABILITY. EXAMINING THESE HISTORICAL CASES
PROVIDES VALUABLE CONTEXT FOR UNDERSTANDING THE WEIGHT AND IMPLICATIONS OF CONGRESSIONAL IMPEACHMENT POWER.

THE MOST PROMINENT IMPEACHMENTS, SUCH AS THOSE OF PRESIDENTS ANDREW JOHNSON, BiLL CLINTON, AND DONALD TRUMP,
HAVE CAPTIVATED THE NATION AND SPARKED INTENSE DEBATE ABOUT THE LIMITS OF PRESIDENTIAL POWER AND THE ROLE OF
CONGRESS. W/HILE NO PRESIDENT HAS EVER BEEN REMOVED FROM OFFICE THROUGH IMPEACHMENT, THE PROCESS ITSELF HAS
SERVED AS A SIGNIFICANT CHECK ON EXECUTIVE AUTHORITY, FORCING PRESIDENTS TO CONFRONT SERIOUS ALLEGATIONS AND, IN



SOME CASES, RESIGN BEFORE A SENATE VOTE, AS WAS THE CASE WITH RICHARD NixON.

PRESIDENTIAL IMPEACHMENTS

THree U.S. PRESIDENTS HAVE BEEN IMPEACHED BY THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: ANDREW JOHNSON IN 1868, BiLL CLINTON
IN 1998, AND DoNALD TRUMP IN 2019 AND 202 1. PRESIDENT JOHNSON WAS IMPEACHED ON CHARGES RELATED TO
VIOLATING THE TENURE OF OFFICE ACT, BUT HE WAS ACQUITTED BY THE SENATE. PRESIDENT CLINTON WAS IMPEACHED ON
CHARGES OF PERJURY AND OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE STEMMING FROM HIS RELATIONSHIP WITH MONICA LEWINSKY, AND HE WAS
ALSO ACQUITTED BY THE SENATE. PRESIDENT TRUMP WAS IMPEACHED TWICE: FIRST ON CHARGES OF ABUSE OF POWER AND
OBSTRUCTION OF CONGRESS RELATED TO HIS DEALINGS WITH UKRAINE, AND SUBSEQUENTLY ON A CHARGE OF INCITEMENT OF
INSURRECTION FOLLOWING THE JANUARY O6TH CAPITOL ATTACK. HE WAS ACQUITTED BY THE SENATE IN BOTH INSTANCES.

JubiCIAL IMPEACHMENTS

BEYOND PRESIDENTIAL IMPEACHMENTS, NUMEROUS FEDERAL JUDGES HAVE FACED IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS. WHILE MANY OF
THESE CASES DID NOT RESULT IN CONVICTION, SOME HAVE LED TO THE REMOVAL OF JUDGES FROM THE BENCH. FOR EXAMPLE,
JUDGE GEORGE ENGLISH WAS IMPEACHED AND REMOVED IN 1926 FOR “HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS” INCLUDING
INTOXICATION AND GENERAL UNFITNESS FOR OFFICE. THESE JUDICIAL IMPEACHMENTS UNDERSCORE THAT THE IMPEACHMENT POWER
EXTENDS BEYOND THE EXECUTIVE TO ENSURE THE INTEGRITY OF THE FEDERAL JUDICIARY. THEY SERVE AS REMINDERS THAT NO
FEDERAL OFFICIAL IS ENTIRELY BEYOND ACCOUNTABILITY FOR THEIR CONDUCT.

LIMITATIONS AND CONTROVERSIES SURROUNDING IMPEACHMENT POWER

DESPITE ITS SIGNIFICANCE, THE CONGRESSIONAL POWER TO IMPEACH OFFICIALS IS NOT WITHOUT ITS LIMITATIONS AND
CONTROVERSIES. THE PROCESS IS INHERENTLY POLITICAL, LEADING TO ACCUSATIONS OF PARTISAN OVERREACH AND THE
\WEAPONIZATION OF IMPEACHMENT FOR POLITICAL ADVANTAGE. FURTHERMORE, THE BROAD INTERPRETATION OF “HiGH CRIMES
AND MISDEMEANORS” CAN CREATE UNCERTAINTY AND FUEL DEBATES ABOUT THE APPROPRIATE USE OF THIS EXTRAORDINARY
CONSTITUTIONAL POWER.

THE POTENTIAL FOR PARTISAN DIVISION CAN MAKE IMPEACHMENT A DIVISIVE ISSUE, OFTEN POLARIZING PUBLIC OPINION AND
HINDERING CONSTRUCTIVE DIALOGUE. CRITICS ARGUE THAT IMPEACHMENT SHOULD BE RESERVED FOR THE MOST SEVERE ABUSES
OF POWER, NOT FOR POLICY DISAGREEMENTS OR PARTISAN ATTACKS. STRIKING A BALANCE BETWEEN HOLDING OFFICIALS
ACCOUNTABLE AND PREVENTING THE IMPEACHMENT PROCESS FROM BECOMING A ROUTINE POLITICAL TOOL REMAINS A PERSISTENT
CHALLENGE FOR CONGRESS AND THE NATION.

THe PoLiTicAL NATURE OF IMPEACHMENT

ONE OF THE MOST SIGNIFICANT CRITICISMS OF THE IMPEACHMENT PROCESS IS ITS INHERENT POLITICAL NATURE. BECAUSE
IMPEACHMENT IS INITIATED AND DECIDED BY ELECTED OFFICIALS, PARTISAN CONSIDERATIONS CAN HEAVILY INFLUENCE THE
PROCEEDINGS. THIS CAN LEAD TO ACCUSATIONS THAT IMPEACHMENT IS BEING USED AS A POLITICAL WEAPON RATHER THAN A
NEUTRAL MECHANISM FOR ENSURING ACCOUNTABILITY. THE HIGH STAKES INVOLVED, INCLUDING THE POTENTIAL REMOVAL OF A
PRESIDENT, OFTEN AMPLIFY THESE PARTISAN DYNAMICS, MAKING CONSENSUS DIFFICULT TO ACHIEVE.

DerINING “HiGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS”

THe AMBIGUITY OF “HiGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS” REMAINS A SOURCE OF ONGOING DEBATE. CRITICS ARGUE THAT WITHOUT



A CLEARER DEFINITION, THE IMPEACHMENT POWER IS SUSCEPTIBLE TO ARBITRARY APPLICATION. PROPONENTS/ HOWEVER,
CONTEND THAT THE FLEXIBILITY IS NECESSARY TO ADDRESS UNFORESEEN ABUSES OF POWER THAT THE FRAMERS COULD NOT
HAVE ANTICIPATED. THE LACK OF A PRECISE DEFINITION ALLOWS FOR ADAPTATION TO NEW CHALLENGES, BUT IT ALSO OPENS
THE DOOR TO DIFFERING INTERPRETATIONS AND POTENTIAL MISUSE. THIS ONGOING DISCUSSION HIGHLIGHTS THE DYNAMIC NATURE
OF CONSTITUTIONAL INTERPRETATION AND ITS APPLICATION IN PRACTICE.

THe RoLE oF PusLic OpINION AND PoLiTiCAL WILL

ULTIMATELY, THE SUCCESS OR FAILURE OF AN IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDING OFTEN HINGES ON PUBLIC OPINION AND THE POLITICAL
wiLL oF CONGRESS. FOR IMPEACHMENT TO MOVE FORWARD AND RESULT IN CONVICTION, THERE TYPICALLY NEEDS TO BE A
SIGNIFICANT LEVEL OF PUBLIC SUPPORT OR AT LEAST WIDESPREAD AGREEMENT AMONG LAWMAKERS THAT THE CONDUCT IN
QUESTION IS INDEED IMPEACHABLE. W/ITHOUT THIS CONFLUENCE OF FACTORS, EVEN STRONG EVIDENCE MAY NOT BE ENOUGH TO
OVERCOME POLITICAL RESISTANCE. THIS UNDERSCORES THAT WHILE THE CONSTITUTION PROVIDES THE FRAMEWORK, THE
PRACTICAL APPLICATION OF IMPEACHMENT POWER IS DEEPLY INTERTWINED WITH THE POLITICAL LANDSCAPE AND THE
WILLINGNESS OF THE PEOPLE’S REPRESENTATIVES TO ACT.

Q: WHAT IS THE PRIMARY PURPOSE OF THE CONGRESSIONAL POWER TO IMPEACH
OFFICIALS?

A: THE PRIMARY PURPOSE OF THE CONGRESSIONAL POWER TO IMPEACH OFFICIALS, AS OUTLINED IN THE u.s. CONSTITUTION/ IS
TO PROVIDE A MECHANISM FOR REMOVING FEDERAL OFFICIALS, INCLUDING THE PRESIDENT, VICE PRESIDENT/ AND CIVIL OFFICERS,
WHO ENGAGE IN SERIOUS MISCONDUCT SUCH AS TREASON, BRIBERY, OR OTHER HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS. [T SERVES AS A
CRUCIAL CHECK ON THE POWER OF THESE OFFICIALS AND ENSURES ACCOUNTABILITY FOR ABUSES OF TRUST.

Q: WHicH cHAMBER OF CONGRESS HAS THE SOLE POWER TO IMPEACH?

A: THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES HAS THE SOLE POWER TO IMPEACH FEDERAL OFFICIALS. THIS MEANS THE HOUSE HAS THE
AUTHORITY TO BRING FORMAL CHARGES AGAINST AN OFFICIAL.

QI WHAT IS THE ROLE OF THE SENATE IN THE IMPEACHMENT PROCESS?

A: THE SENATE HAS THE SOLE POWER TO TRY ALL IMPEACHMENTS. AFTER THE HOUSE IMPEACHES AN OFFICIAL, THE SENATE
CONDUCTS A TRIAL TO DETERMINE WHETHER TO CONVICT AND REMOVE THE OFFICIAL FROM OFFICE.

Q: WHAT ARe “HiGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS P

A: "HicH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS” IS A BROAD CONSTITUTIONAL TERM THAT REFERS TO OFFENSES THAT ARE SERIOUS
ENOUGH TO WARRANT REMOV AL FROM OFFICE. |T IS GENERALLY UNDERSTOOD TO INCLUDE ABUSES OF POWER, VIOLATIONS OF
THE OATH OF OFFICE, OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE, AND OTHER GRAVE MISCONDUCT THAT UNDERMINES THE INTEGRITY OF THE
OFFICE OR THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE, NOT NECESSARILY LIMITED TO STATUTORY CRIMINAL OFFENSES.

QZ CAN A PRESIDENT BE REMOVED FROM OFFICE THROUGH IMPEACHMENT?

A: YES, A PRESIDENT CAN BE REMOVED FROM OFFICE THROUGH IMPEACHMENT. THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES MUST IMPEACH
THE PRESIDENT, AND THEN THE SENATE MUST CONVICT THE PRESIDENT BY A TWO-THIRDS MAJORITY VOTE ON AT LEAST ONE
ARTICLE OF IMPEACHMENT.



Q: WHAT HAPPENS IF AN OFFICIAL IS IMPEACHED BUT NOT CONVICTED BY THE SENATE?

A: IF AN OFFICIAL IS IMPEACHED BY THE HOUSE BUT NOT CONVICTED BY THE SENATE, THEY ARE ACQUITTED OF THE CHARGES
AND REMAIN IN OFFICE. THE IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS ARE CONCLUDED WITHOUT REMOVAL FROM OFFICE.

Q: ARE THERE ANY LIMITS ON WHO CAN BE IMPEACHED?

A: Tre CONSTITUTION STATES THAT “THE PRESIDENT, VICE PRESIDENT AND ALL CIVIL OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES” CAN
BE IMPEACHED. THIS INCLUDES CABINET SECRETARIES, FEDERAL JUDGES, AND OTHER HIGH-RANKING FEDERAL OFFICIALS. |T DOES
NOT TYPICALLY APPLY TO MEMBERS OF CONGRESS, WHO CAN BE EXPELLED BY THEIR RESPECTIVE CHAMBERS.
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