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Articles of Impeachment Against
Donald John Trump

{House Resolution 755, One Hundred Sixteenth Congress, First Session}

ST
NFORMATION CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
GPO,
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
December 18, 2019,
RESOLUTION

Resolved, That Donald John Trump, President of the United States, is impeached
for high crimes and misdemeanors and that the following articles of impeachment be
exhibited to the United States Senate:

Articles of impeachment exhibited by the House of Representatives of the United

States of America in the name of itself and of the people of the United
States of America, against Donald John Trump, President of the United
States of America, in maintenance and support of its impeachment against
him for high crimes and misdemeanors.

ARTICLE I: ABUSE OF POWER

The Constitution provides that the House of Representatives “shall have the sole
Power of Impeachment” and that the President “shall be removed from Office on
Impeachment for, and Conviction of, Treason, Bribery, or other high Crimes and
Misdemeanors”. In his conduct of the office of President of the United States—and in
violation of his constitutional oath faithfully to execute the office of President of the United
States and, to the best of his ability, preserve, protect, and defend the Constitation of the
United States, and in vielation of his constitutional duty to take care that the laws be
faithfully executed—Donald J. Trump has abused the powers of the Presidency, in that:

Using the powers of his high office, President Trump solicited the interference of a
foreign government, Ukraine, in the 2020 United States Presidential election. He did so
through a scheme or course of conduet that included soliciting the Government of Ukraine
to publicly announce investigations that would benefit his reelection, harm the election
prospects of a political opponent, and influence the 2020 United States Presidential election
to his advantage. President Trump also sought to pressure the Government of Ukraine to
take these steps by conditioning official United States Government acts of significant value
to Ukraine on its public announcement of the investigations. President Trump engaged in
this scheme or course of conduct for corrupt purposes in pursuit of personal political benefit.
In so deing, President Trump used the powers of the Presidency in a manner that
compromised the national security of the United States and undermined the integrity of the
United States democratic process. He thus ignored and injured the interests of the Nation.

President Trump engaged in this scheme or course of conduct through the following
means:

(1) President Trump—acting both directly and through his agents within
and outside the United States Government—corruptly solicited the Government of
Ukraine to publicly announce investigations into—

(A) a political opponent, former Vice President Joseph R. Biden,

Jr.; and

(B) a discredited theory promoted by Russia alleging that

Ukraine—rather than Russia—interfered in the 2016 United States

Presidential election.

(26603)
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(2) With the same corrupt motives, President Trump-—acting both directly
and through his agents within and outside the United States
Government—conditioned two official acts on the public announcements that he
had requested—

(A) the release of $391 million of United States taxpayer funds that

Congress had appropriated on a bipartisan basis for the purpose of

providing vital military and security assistance to Ukraine to oppose

Russian aggression and which President Trump had ordered suspended;

and

(B) a head of state meeting at the White House, which the

President of Ukraine sought to demonstrate continued United States

support for the Government of Ukraine in the face of Russian aggression.

(3) Faced with the public revelation of his actions, President Trump
ultimately released the military and security assistance to the Government of
Ukraine, but has persisted in openly and corruptly urging and soliciting Ukraine to
undertake investigations for his personal political benefit.

These actions were consistent with President Trump’s previous invitations of foreign
interference in United States elections.

In all of this, President Trump abused the powers of the Presidency by ignoring and
injuring national security and other vital national interests to obtain an improper personal
political benefit. He has also betrayed the Nation by abusing his high office to enlist a foreign
power in corrupting democratic elections.

‘Wherefore President Trump, by such conduct, has demonstrated that he will remain
a threat to national security and the Constitution if allowed to remain in office, and has
acted in a manner grossly incompatible with sclf-governance and the rule of law. President
Trump thus warrants impeachment and trial, removal from office, and disqualification to
hold and enjoy any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States.

ARTICLE H: OBSTRUCTION OF CONGRESS

The Constitution provides that the House of Representatives “shall have the sole
Power of Impeachment” and that the President “shall be removed from Office on
Impeachment for, and Conviction of, Treason, Bribery, or other high Crimes and
Misdemeanors”. In his conduct of the office of President of the United States—and in
violation of his constitutional oath faithfully to execute the office of President of the United
States and, to the best of his ability, preserve, protect, and defend the Constitution of the
United States, and in vielation of his constitutional duty to take eare that the laws be
faithfully executed—Donald J. Trump has directed the unprecedented, categorical, and
indiscriminate defiance of subpoenas issued by the House of Representatives pursuant to its
“sole Power of Impeachment”. President Trump has abused the powers of the Presidency
in a manner offensive to, and subversive of, the Constitution, in that:

The House of Representatives has engaged in an impeachment inquiry focused on
President Trump’s corrupt selicitation of the Government of Ukraine to interfere in the 2020
United States Presidential election. As part of this impeachment inquiry, the Committees
undertaking the investigation served subp seeking doc ts and testimony deemed
vital to the inquiry from various Executive Branch agencies and offices, and current and
former officials.

In response, without lawful cause or excuse, President Trump directed Executive
Branch agencies, offices, and officials not to comply with those subpoenas. President Trump
thus interposed the powers of the Presidency against the lawful subpoenas of the House of
Representatives, and assumed to himself functions and judgments necessary to the exercise
of the “sole Power of Impeachment” vested by the Constitution in the House of
Representatives.

President Trump abused the powers of his high office through the following means:

(1) Directing the White House te defy a lawful subpoena by withholding the
production of documents sought therein by the Committees.

(2) Directing other Executive Branch agencies and offices to defy lawful
subpoenas and withhold the production of documents and records from the
Committees—in response to which the Department of State, Office of Management
and Budget, Department of Energy, and Department of Defense refused to produce
a single document or record.
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(3) Directing current and former Executive Branch officials not to
cooperate with the Committees—in response to which nine Administration officials
defied subpoenas for testimony, namely John Michael “Mick” Mulvaney, Robert
B. Blair, John A. Eisenberg, Michael Ellis, Preston Wells Griffith, Russell T.
Vought, Michael Duffey, Brian McCormack, and T. Ulrich Brechbuhl.

These actions were consistent with President Trump’s previous efforts to undermine
United States Government investigations into foreign interference in United States elections.

Through these actions, President Trump sought to arrogate to himself the right to
determine the propriety, scope, and nature of an impeachment inquiry into his own conduct,
as well as the unilateral prerogative to deny any and all information to the House of
Representatives in the exercise of its “sole Power of Impeachment”. In the history of the
Republic, no President has ever ordered the complete defiance of an impeachment inquiry
or sought to obstruct and impede so comprehensively the ability of the House of
Representatives to investigate “high Crimes and Misdemeanors”. This abuse of office served
to cover up the President’s own repeated misconduct and to seize and control the power of
impeachment—and thus to nullify a vital constitutional safeguard vested solely in the House
of Representatives.

In all of this, President Trump has acted in a manner contrary to his trust as
President and subversive of constitutional government, to the great prejudice of the cause
of law and justice, and to the manifest injury of the people of the United States.

Wherefore, President Trump, by such conduct, has demonstrated that he will
remain a threat to the Constitution if allowed to remain in office, and has acted in a manner
grossly incompatible with self-governance and the rule of law. President Trump thus
warrants impeachment and trial, removal from office, and disqualification to hold and enjoy
any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States.

Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Attest:

Clerk.
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Turner Walte mmnan
Upton Watkins Worms
Van Drew Weber (TX) W oodau
Wagnar Webater (FL) Wright
Walberg Wenstrup Yoho
Walden Wosterman Young
Walker W Hams eldin
Walorski son (8 Eeldin
NOT VOTING—4
Gabbard Serrano
Hanter Shitakus
0 1146
Ms. BASS chalmed her vote from
“nay’ to “yea,

So the plevmus question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.
The question was taken; and the

Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.
RECORDED VOTE

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I
demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAXKER pro tempore.
will be a 5~minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 228, noes 197,
not voting 5, as follows;

{Roll No. 6943

This

Adams Langevin
Aguiler ¢ Larsen (WA)
Alived DeSaulnier Larson (CT)
Arash Deutch Lawranco
Asine Dingell Lawson (FL)
Barragin Doggett ©a
Bass Dov]P Miohasl 5
Beatty Lousn (©A)
Bora }-nzm Lovin (MD
Beyer Eecobar
Bishop (GA) Tishoo
Blumenaier Espaillat
Riont Rochester  Evans
Bonamict Finkenauer

Fletehor

Boyle, Brendan

Brindi

Brown (MD)

Brownley (CA)

Bustos Garcia (L.

Buttertield Gazela (TX) Malo

Carbajal Golden Cavolyn B

Cérdenas Gomeg Malone:
Gonzalez (TX)  Matsui

Gottheimer MoAdamsa
Green, AL(TX)  McBath

Casten (IL) Grijalva MeCollum
Cagtor (FL} Haaland MeRachi
Castro (1%) Harder (A3 MeGovern

Chu, Judy Hastings MoNerney
Cieilline Hayes Moeks
Cisneros H Meng
Clark (MAY Higgins (NY) Maore
Clarke (NY) Himes Morelle
Horn, Kendra 8. Moulton
Horsford Mucarsel-Powall
Houlahan Murphy (FL)
Hoyer Nadler
Huafftran
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffrios
Johnson (34 5
Johnson (FX) Ocasio-Corter
Kwtur Omar
Pallons
Panetta
Pappas
Pagcrell
Payne
Davis \CA) Pertmutter
Davis, Danny X. Poters
Dean Phillips
Defazio Kirkpatrick Phigres
DeGotte Krishnamoorthi  Pooan
DeLauro Kuster (NH) Porter
DelBene Lamb Preseley
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Price (NC} Soott, David Torres (CA)

Quigl Sewell (AL} orres Smatl

Rw\km Shalala M
NY) Sherman

Ru hmand Sherrilt

Rase (NT) Sives

Rouda Slotkin

Roybal-Allard  Swith (WA}

Raiz Sota

Ruppersborger  Spanberger

Rush Speter

Stanton

Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)

Seanlon

Schakowsky Takano

Schitf Thotapson (CA)

Sehreider Thompson (MS

Sohrader Pt

Schrier Taih Wilson {FL}

Seott (VA Tonko Yarmuth
NOES—197

Abraham Granger Palazzo

Aderholt Graves (GA) Palter

Allen Graves (LA} Pence

Amoded Graves (MO) Pery

Peterson
g os0y
Grothiman Ratolitfe
Guest Roed
Guthrie Reschenthaler
Baldsrson Hagedorn Rice (S0}
Banks Harris Riggleman
Barr Hartzler Roby
Bergran 5, Kevin Rodgers (WA)
Biggs Hervera Beutler  Roe. Dy
Biliraki Hice (G4)
Higging

meop ”
Bisl Hill (AR
Tolding

Rooney (FLY
i Ros
Heliingsworth
Hudson

, John W,

Huizenga
Hurd (TX}
Johnson (LA)
Jol

(OH)

Johnson (SD)

Burchett
Buyyres

yme
Calvert

Carter (GBA) Smith (NJ)

Carier (TX) :mucl\
’R.V Kmv {TA)Y
U,m King (NY) :ui;\mk
Cloud Ki b
Cole Steuho
Colling (GA) LaHood Stewart
Comer LaMalfa ; vers
bgg}:ww }.amnom '['hmnpeon e
Crawford Thernherry
Crenshaw Plmmons
Turtis S “Tipton
avidson (OH) Turner
Davis, Roduey Lnetkemeyer Untan
DesJarlais Marchant Van Drew
Diaz-Ralart, Marshall Wagner
Duncan Massie Walberg
Dunn Mast Walden
meor Moliarthy Walker
MeCaul Walorskt
Y‘r’rgmon MoClintook Waltz
MoHenry Waticing
McKinley Weber (TX)
Flotos Meadows Webster (FL)
Fortenberry Meuzer Wenstrup
Foxx (NC) Mitler Westerman
Miteholl Willlarus
Moolenaar Wilkon (30)
Gallagher Mooney (WV) Wittman
Gianforte Mallin Womack
Gibhs Murphy (NC) Woodall
Gohmert Newhotse Wright
Gomzalez (OH)  Novman Yoho
Gooden Nunes Young
Gosar Olson Zeldin
NOT VOTING—&
Gabbard Humter Shimkus
Gallego Serrano

ANNQUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.

December 18, 2019

71155

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. GALLEGO. Madam Speaker, had | been
present, | would have voted “YEA" on rolicalf
No. 694,

e —
IMPEACHING DONALD JOHN
TRUMP, PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED  STATES FOR HIGH

CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursi-
ant to House Resolution 767, the House
will proceed to the immediate consid-
eration of House Resclution 755.

The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read the resolution as fol-
lows:

H, RES, 155

Resolved, That Donald John Trump, President
of the United Stales, is impeached for high
oFin and misdemennors and that the following
articles of impeachment be exhibited to the
United Stotes Senct

Articles of impeachmenl exhibited by the
House of Representatives of the United States of
America in the name of itself and of the people
of the United States of America, against Donald
J(zhlz Trump, President of the United Stales of
in maintenance and supporl of its im-
pw(,hm( ¢ agoinst him for high crimes and mis-
demeanars.

ARTICLE I' ABUSE OF POWER

itution provides that the House of
Representalt shall have the sole Power of
Impeachkment’™ and that the President “shall be
removed from Office on Impeaclment for, and
Conviction of, Treason, Bribery, or other high
Crimes and Misdemeanors™. In his conduct of
the office of President of the United States—and
in violation of his constitutional oath faithfully
to execute the office of President of the United
States and, to the best of his abilily, preserve,
protect, and defend the Constitulion of the
United States, and in violation of his constitu-
tonal duty to take care that the laws be faith-
fully exvecuted—Donald J. Trump has abused the
powers of the Presidency, in that:

Using the powers of his high office, President
Trump solich the interference of a foreign
government, Ukraine, in the 2020 United States
Presidential election. He did so through
scheme or cowrse of conduct that included solic-
iting the Government of Ukraine to publicly an-
nounce investigations that would benefit Jis ve-
election, harm the election prospects of a polit-
ical opponent, and influence ihe 2020 Uniled
es Presidenticl election to his advantage.
ent Trump also sought to presswre the
raine to take these steps by
l United States Government

” 263 alue to Ukraine on ils public
crmwmz(mrwn/ of the investigations. President
Trump engaged in this scheme or course of con-
duct for corrupt purposes in pursuit of personal
political benefit. In so doing, President Trump
ased the powers of the Presidency in o manner
that compromised the national securilty of the
United States and undermined the integrity of
the United Stafes democrutic process. He {hus
ignored and injured the interests of the Nation.

President Trump engaged in this scheme or
course of conduct through the following means:

(1) President Trump--acting both directly and
through his cgents within and oufside the
United States Govermment—corruptly solicited
the Govermment of Ukraine to publicly an-
nounce investigations mto—
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(4) o political opponent, former Vice Presi-
dent Joseph R. Biden, Jr.; and

(B) « discredited theory promoted by Russic
alleging that Ukraine-—rather than Russic—
interfered in Lhe 2016 United States Presidential
election.

(2) With the same corrupt motives, President
Trump—acting both divectly and through his
agents within and outside the ed  States
Government—conditioned two official acts on
the public announcemenls that he had re-
gquested:

(A4} the release of §381 million. of United States
taxpayer funds that Congress had appropriated
on @ bipartisan basis for the purpose of pro-
viding vital military and security assistance to
Ukraine to oppose Russian aggression ond
which President Trump had ordered suspende
and

(B} « head of state meeting ot the White
House, which the President of Ukraine sought
to demonstrate continued United States support
Jor the Government of Ukraine in the face of
Russian aggression.,

(3) Faced with the public revelation of his ac-
tions, President Trwmp ultimately released the
militery and securify assistance to the Govern-
ment of Ukreine, but has persisied in openly
and corruptly wrging and sol g Ukraine to
undmt ce investigations for his personal polit-
ral benefit.

These actions were consistent with President
Trump's previous invitations of foreign inter-
ference in United Sicies elections.

In gl of this, President Trump wbused the
powers of the Presidency by ignoring and injur-
ing nationgl security and other vital nationcl
interests to obtain an improper personal polit-
iwal benefit. He has also betrayed the Nadion by
abusing his high office to en a foreign power
in corrupting democratic elections.

Wherefore President Trwnp, by such conduct,
has demonstrated that ke will remain o threet
1o national security and the Constitulion if al-
lowed to remain in office, and has acted in o
manner grossly incompatible with self-govern-
ance and the rule of law. President Trump thus
warrants impeachment and trial, vemoval from
office, and disqualification to hold and enjoy
any ojjzcr of honor, trust, or profit under the

T OBSTRUCTION OF CONGRESS

The Constitution provides that the House of
Represeniatives “shall have the sole Power of
Impeachment™ und that the Presi nt “shall be
removed from Office on Impeachment for. and
Conviction of. Treason. Bribery, or other high
Crimes and Misdemeanors™. In his conduct of
the office of President of the United States—and
in violation of his constitutional oath faithfully
fo execute the office of President of the United
States and, to the best of his ability, preserve,
protect, and defend the Conmstitution of the
United Stotes, and in viclation of his constitu-
tional duty to take core that the laws be foith-
Jully executed-—Donald . Trump has divected
the unprecedented, categorical, end indiscrimi-
nate defiance of subpeenas issued by the House
of Representatives pursuant to its “‘sole Power
of Impeachment”. President Trump has abused
the powers of the Presidency in o manner offen-
sive to, and subversive of, the Constitution, in
that:

The House of Represeniatives has engaged in
an impeachment inquiry focused on President
Trump's corrupt selicitation of the Government
of Ukraine o interfere in the 2020 United States
Presidential election. As part of this impeach-
ment inquiry, the Comnittees undertaking the
g igation served sul s secking docu-
ments and testimony deemed vital to the inguiry
from various Execuiive Branch agencies and of-
fices, and current an i

In response, withowl kacful cause or ercuse,
President Trump divected FEwecutive Branch
agencies, offices, and officials not to comply
with those subpoenus. President Trump thus
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interposed the powers of the Presidency ayainst
(hp lawful subpoenas of the House of Represent-
ves, and assumed to himself functions and
Fudgments necessary to the exercise of the “sole
Power of Impeachment’” vested by the Constitu~
tion in the House of Representotives.

President Truwmp abused the powers of his
high office through the following means:

(1) Directing the White House to defy o lawful

by withhelding the producti of doo-
wnents sought therein by the Comnitiees.

{2} Directing other Executive Branch agencies
and offices to defy lawful subpoenas and with-
hold the production of documenls and records
from the Committees—in response to which the
Departiment of State, Office of Management and
Budget, Department of Energy, and Department
of Defense refused to produce ¢ single document
or record.

(3) Directing current and former Bxecutive
Branch efficials not to cooperate with the Com-
mitte response to which nine Administra-
ton officicls defied subpoenas for testimony,
namely John Michael “Mick™ Mulvaney, Robert
B. Blair, John A. Eisenbery, Michael Elli.
ton Wells Griffith, Russell T. Vought, Michael
Duffey, Brian McCormack, and T. Ulrich
Brechbuhl.

These actions were consistent with President
Trwmp's previous efforts to undermine United
States Government investigations into foreign
interference in United States elections.

Through these actions, President Trump
sought to arrogate to himself the right to de
mine the propriety. scope, ang nature of an
peachment inquiry his own conduct, as well
as the unilateral prevogative to deny any and
all information to the House of Representatives
in the exercise of its “'sole Power of Impeach-
ment’’. In the history of the Republic, no Presi-
dent has ever ordered the complele iance af
an impeachment inquiry or scught to obstruct
and impede so comprehensively the ability of the
House of Representati to investigate *‘high
Crimes and Misd This abuse of o
served to cover up the President’s own repeated
misconduct ¢nd 1o S and control the power
of impecchment—and thus to nullify o vilal
constitutional safeguard vested solely in the
House of Representatives.

Inoall of this, President Trump has acted in o
manner conbrary to his trust as President and
subversive of constilutional government, to the
great prejudice of the couse of law and justice,
and to the manifest infury of the people of the
United States.

Wherefore, President Trump, by such conduct,
has demonsirated fhat he will remain a threat
to the Constitution if allowed to remain in of~
fice, and hus acted ¥ i
patible with self-gove, L
law, President Tyump thus wurrants impeach-
ment and tricl, vemoval from office, and dis~
qualification to hold and enjoy any office of
honor, trust, or profit under the United Slates.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 767, the
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitunte recommended by the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary is adopted. The
resolution shall be debatable for 6
hours equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking member of the
Committee on the Judiciary or their
respective designees.

The gentleman from New York (Mr.
NADLER) and the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. COLLINS) each will control 3
hours.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to

H12131

revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material on H. Res. 755,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
vield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. PELOSI), the dis-
tinguished Speaker of the House.

Ms. PELOSI. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for vielding and
for his tremendous leadership in heip-
ing us honor the Constitution of the
United States.

I also extend my gratitude to Chair-
man SCHIFF, who will be presiding later
in the day.

Madam Speaker, this morning and
every morning when we come together,
Members rise and pledge allegiance o
the flag. Every day, all across America,
children in school, members of the
military, officials, and those civilly en-
gaged, also pledge allegiance to the
flag.

Let us recall what that pledge says:
“I pledge allegiance to the flag of the
United States of America, and to the
Republic for which it stands, one na-
tion under God, indivisible, with lib-
erty and justice for all.”

“The Republic for which it stands” is
what we are here to talk about today:
“a republic, if we can keep it.”

We gather today, under the dome of
this temple of democracy, to exercise
one of the most selemn powers that
this body can take: the impeachment
of the President of the United States.

No Member, regardliess of party or
politics, comes to Congress to impeach
a President; but every one of us, as our
first act as a Member of Congress,
stood on this historic House floor, be-
fore our beautiful American flag, and
raised our hands in this sacred oath: “I
do solemnly swear that I will sapport
and defend the Constitution of the
United States against all enemies, for-
eign and domestic. S0 help me
God.”

For 230 years, Members have taken
that sacred oath, which makes us
custodians of the Constitution.

When our Founders declared inde-
pendence and established our new Na-
tion, they crafted a system of govern-
ment unlike any ever seen before: a re-
public, starting with the sacred words,
“We the People.”

For centuries, Americans have
fought—and died—to defend democracy
for the people. But. very sadly, now,
our Founders® vision of a republic is
under threat from actions from the
White House. That is why, today, as
Speaker of the House, I solemnly and
sadly open the debate on the impeach-
ment of the President of the United
States.

If we do not act now, we would be
derelict in our duty. It is tragic that
the President’s reckless actions make
impeachment necessary.

He gave us no choice.

What we are discussing today is the
established fact that the President vio-
lated the Constitution.
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It is a matter of fact that the Presi-
dent is an ongoing threat to our na-
tional security and the integrity of our
elections: the basis of our democracy.

Hundreds of historians, legal schol-
ars, and former prosecutors—regardless
of party—have stated that the Presi-
dent committed impeachable offenses.

Since today is a national civics les-
son, though a sad one, I submit these
documents for the RECORD and com-
mend them for students to study.

450+ FORMER FEDERAL PROSECUTORS
STATEMENT ON MUBLLER REPORT
May 6

We are former federal prosecutors, We
served under both Republican and Demo-
oratic administrations at different levels of
the federal system: line attorneys, super-
visors, special prosecutors, United States At-
torneys, and senior officials at the Depart-
ment of Justice, The offices in which we
served were small, medium, and large; urban,
suburban, and rural; and located in all parts
of our country.

B

es that the conduct of
, seribed in Special Coun-
sel Robert Mueller's report would, in the
case of any other person not covered by the
Office of Legal Counsel policy against indict-
ing a sitting President, result in multiple
felony charges for obstruction of justice.

The Mueller veport describes several acts
that satisfy all of the elements for an ob-
struction charge: conduct that obstructed or
attempted to obstruct the truthfinding proc-
ess, as to which the evidence of corrupt in-
tent and conneetion to pending proceedings
is overwhelming. These includ

The President’s efforts to fire Mueller and
to falsify evidence about that effor!

The President’s efforts to limit the scope
of Mueller's investigation to exclude his con-
duet; and

The President's efforts to prevent wit-
nesses from cooperating with investigators
probing him and his campaign,

ATTEMPTS TO FIRE MUELLER AND THEN CREA
PALSE EVID!

Despite being advised by then-White House

Counsel Don MeGahn that he could face legal

INCE

jeopardy for doing so, Trump directed
MeGahn on multiple occasions to  five

Mueller or to gin up false conflicts of inter-
est as a pretext for getting rid of the Special
Counsel. When these acts began to come into
public view, Trump made “‘repeated efforts
to have McGahn deny the stor i
far as to tell McGahn to write a letter “for
our files” falsely denying that Trurop had di-
ed Muelor’s termination.
iring Mueller would have seriously im-
peded the investigation of the President and

5 es—obstruction in its most lit-
mse. Direeting the creation of false
government records in order to prevent or
diseredit truthful testimony is similarly un-
lawful., The Special Counsel's report states:
“Substantial evidence indicates that in re-
peatedly nrging MceGahn to dispute that he
was ordered to have the Special Counsel ter-
minated, the President acted for the purpose
of influencing MceGahn’s account in order to
deflect or prevent scrutiny of the President’s
conduct toward the inve: tion.”

ATTEMPTS PO LIMIT THE MUELLER

3 TGATION

The report describes multiple efforts by
ident to curtail the scope of the Spe-
s investigation.
the President repeatedly pressuved
then-Attorney General Jeff Sessions to re-
verse his legally-mandated decision to recuse
himself from the investigation. The Presi-

IN
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dent’s stated reason was that he wanted an
attorney general who would “‘protect” him,
including from the Special Counsel inves-
tigation. He also divected then-White House
Chief of Staff Reince Priebus to fire Sessions
and Priebus refused.

Second, after McGahn told the President
that he could not contact Sessions himself to
discuss the investigation, Trump went out-
side the White House, instruecting his former
campaign manager, Corey Lewandowski, to
carry a demand to Sessions to direct Mueller
to confine his investigation to future elec-
tions, Lewandowski tried and failed to con-
tact Sessions in private, After a second
meeting with Tramp, Lewandowski passed
Trump's message to senior White House ofti
cial Rick Dearborn. who Lewandowski
thought would be a better messenger because
of his prior relationship with Sessions, Dear-
born did not pass along Trump's message. As
the report explains, “[sjubstantial evidence
indicates that the President's effort to have
Sessions limit the scope of the Special Coun-
sel's investigation to future election inter-
ference was intended to prevent further in-
vestigative serutiny of the President’s and
his campaign’s conduct™-in other words,
the President employed a private citizen to
try to get the Attorney General to limit the
scope of an ongoing investigation into the
President and his associates.

All of this conduct—trying to control and
impede the investigation against the Presi-
dent by leveraging his authority over oth-
ers—is similar to conduct we have seen
charged against other public officials and
people in powerful positions,

WITNESS TAMPERING AND INTIMIDATION

The Special Counsel’s report establishes
that the President tried to influence the de-
cisions of both Michael Cohen and Paul
Manafort with regard to cooperating with in-
vestigators. Some of this tampering and in-
timidation, including the dangling of par
dons, was done in plain sight via tweets and
public statements; other such behavior was
done via private messages through private
attorneys, such as Trump counsel Rudy
Ginliani's message to Cohen’s lawyer that
Cohen should “[slleep well tonightll, you
bave friends in high places.”

Of course, these arven't the only acts of po-
tential obstruction detailed by the Special
Counsel. It would be well within the purview
of normal prosecutorial judgment also to
charge other acts detailed in the report.

We emphasize that thess are not matters
of close professional judgment. Of course,
there are potential defenses or arguments
that counld be raised in response to an indict-
ment of the nature we describe here, In our
stem, every accused person is presumed in-
nocent and it is always the government's
burden to prove its case beyond a reasonable
doubt. But, to look at these facts and say
that a prosecutor could not probably sustain
2 conviction for obstruction of justic the
standard set out in Principles of Federal
Prosecution—runs counter to logic and our
experience,

As former federal prosecutors, we recog-
nize that prosecuting obstruction of justice
cases is critical because unchecked obstruc-
tion—which allows intentional interference
with criminal investigations to 8o
unpunished—puts our whole system of jus-
tice at risk. We believe strongly that, but for
the OLC memo, the overwhelming weight of
professional judgment would come down in
favor of prosecution for the conduct outlined
in the Mueller Report.

If you are a former federal prosecutor and
would like to add your name below, click
here. Protect Democracy will update this list
daily with new signatories.

December 18, 2019

LETTER T0 CONGRESS FROM LEGAL SCHOLARS

Deo. 6

We, the undersigned legal scholars, have
concluded that President Trump engaged in
impeachable conduct.

We do not reach this conclusion lightly,
The Pounders did not make impeachment
available for disagreements over policy, even
profound ones, nor for extreme distaste for
the manner in which the President executes
his offi Only “Treason, Bribery or other
high Crimes and Misdemeanors’” warrant im

peachment. But there is overwhelming evi-
d(mce, that President Trump betrayed his
oath of office by seeking to presidential
power to bressure a forelgn government to
help him distort an American election, for
his personal and political benefit, at the di-
rect expense of national security interests as
determined by Congress. His conduct is pre-
cisely the type of threat to our democracy
that the Founders feared when they included
the remedy of impeachment in the Constitu-
ton.

We take no position on whether the Presi-
dent committed a orime. But conduct need
not be eriminal te be impeachable. The
standard here is constitutional; it does not
depend on what Congress has chosen to crim-
inalize,

Impeachment is a remedy for grave abuses
of the public trust. The two spe ases for
impeachment named in the Copstitution—
treason and bribery-—involve such abuses be-
cause they include conduet undertaken not
in the *“faithful execntion” of public office
that the Constitution requires, but instead
for personal gain (bribery) or to benefit a for-
eign enemy (treason),

Impeachment is an especially essential
remedy for conduct that corrupts elections.
The primary check on presidents is political:
if a president behaves poorly, voters can pun-
ish him or his party at the polls. A president
who corrupts the system of elections seeks
to place himself beyond the reach of this po-
litical check, At the Constitutional Conven-
tion, George Mason described impeachable
offenses as “‘attempts to subvert the con-
stitution.” Corrupting elections subverts the
process by which the Constitution makes the
president democratically accountable. Put
simply, if & President cheats in his effort at
re-clection, trusting the democratic process
to serve as a check through that election is
no remedy at all, That is what impsachment
is for,

Moreover, the Founders were Keenly con-
cerned with the possibility of corruption in
the president’s relationships with foreign
governments, That is why they prohibited
the president from accepting anything of
valune from foreign governrmgents without
Congress’s consent. The same concern drove
their thinking on impeachment. James
Madison noted that Congress must be able to
remove the president between slections lest
there be no remedy if a president hetrayed
the public trust in dealings with foreign pow-
ers,

In light of these considerations, over-
whelming evidence made public to date
forces us to conclude that President Trump
mgaged in impeachable conduct. To mention
only a few of those facts: William B. Taylor,
who leads the U.S. embassy in Ukraine, tes-
tified that President Trump directed the
withholding of hundreds of millions of dol-
Jars in military aid for Ukraine in its strug-
gle against Russia—aid that Congress deter-
mined to be in the U.S. national security in-
terest—until Ukraine announced investiga-
tions that would aid the President's re-elec-
tion carnpaign. Ambassador Gordon
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Sondland testified that the President made a
vigit for the ainian presi-
dent conditional on public announcement of
those investigations. In a phone call with the
Tkrainian president, President Tmmp asked
for a “favor” in the form of a for
ment investigation of a U.B. ¢
his political vival. President Trump and his
Chief of Staff Mick Mulvaney made public
staterments confirming this use of govern-
mental power to solicit investigations that
would aid the President’s personal political
interests. The President made clear that his
private attorney, Rudy Giuliani, was central
to efforts to spar Ukrainian investigations,
and Mr. Giuliani confirmed that his efforts
were in service of President Trump's private
interests.

Ultimately, whether to impeach the Presi-
dent and remove him from office depends on
judgments that the Constitution leaves to
Congress, But if the House of Representa-
tives impeached the President for the con-
duct described bere and the Senate voted to
remove him, they would be acting well with-
in their constitutional powers, Whether
President Trump’s conduct is ols fied as
bribery, as a high crime or misdemeanor, or
as both, it is clearly impeachable under our
Constitution.

700+ HISTORIANS' STATEMENT ON THE
TMPEACHMENT OF PRESIDENT TRUMP
Dec. 16

We are American historians devoted to
studying our nation’s past who have con-
cluded that Donald J. Trump has violated his
h to “faithfully execute the Office of
dent of the United States™ and to “pre-
serve, protect and defend the Constitution of
the United States.' His “attempts to subvert
the Constitution.” as GCGeorge Mason de-
scribed impeachable offenses at the Con-
itutional Convention in 1787, urgently and
Justly require his impeachment.

President Trump's numerons and flagrant
abuses of power are precisely what the Fram-
ers had in mind as grounds for impeaching
and removing a president. Among those most
hortful to the Constitution have been his at-
tempts o ooerce the country of Ukraine,
under attack from Russ an adversary
power to the United States, by withholding
essential military a ance in exchange for
the fabrication and legitimization of false in-
formation in order to advance his own re-
election,

President Trump's lawless obstruction of
the House of Representatives, which is right-
Iy seeking documents and witness testimony
in pursuit of its constitutionally-mandated
oversight vole, has demonstrated brazen con-
tempt for representative government. So
have his attempts to justify that obstruetion
on the grounds that the executive enjoys ab-
solute immunity, & fictitious doctrine that,
if tolerated, would turn the president into an
elected monarch above the law.

As Alexander Hamilton wrote in The Fed-
erali impeachment was designed to deal
with “‘the misconduct of public men' which
involves “the abuse or violation of some pub-
lte trust.” Collectively. the President's of-
fenses, including his dereliction in pro-
tecting the integrity of the 2020 election
from Russian disinformation and renewed in-
terference, arouse once again the Framers'
most profound fears that powerful members
of government wounld become, in Hamilto
words, ‘‘the mercenary instruments of for-
e#ign corruptio

It is our considered judgment that if Presi-
dent Trump’s misconduct does not rise to
the level of impeachment, then virtually
nothing does.

Hamilton understood, as he wrote in 1762,
that the republic remained vulnerable to the
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rise of an unserupulous demagogue, ‘unprin-
cipled in private life, desperate in his for-
tune, bold in his temper, p sed of consid-
erable talents . . . despotic in his ordinary
demeanour.” That demagogue, Hamilton
said, could easily enough manage “‘to mount
the hobby horse of popularity--to join in the
cry of danger to liberty—to take every op-
portunity of embarrassing the General Gov-
ernment & bringing it under suspicion—to
flatter and fall in with all the non sense of
the zealots of the day.” Such a figure, Ham-
ilton wrote, would “throw things into confu-
ston that he may ‘ride the storm and direct
the whirlwind.” "

President Tramp’s actions committed both
before and during the House investigations
it Hamilton’s description and manifest utter
and deliberate scorn for the rule of law and
Srepeated injuries” to constitutional demoe-
y. That disregard continues and it con-
stitutes a olear and present danger to the
Constitution. We therefore strongly urge the
House of Representatives to impeach the
President.

Ms. PELOSI. Madam Speaker, what
we are discussing today is the estab-
lished fact that the President, again,
violated the Constitution.

It is a matter of fact that the Presi-
dent is, again, an ongoing threat to our
national security. And the testimony
of decorated war heroes, distinguished
diplomats, and patriotic, career public
servants—some the President’s own ap-
pointees—over the past weeks have
told us this.

The President used the power of his
public office to obtain an improper per-
sonal, polifical benefit at the expense
of America’s national security. When
the President weakens a democratic
ally that is advancing American secu-
rity interests by fighting an American
adversary, the President weakens
America.

This abuse of power also jeopardizes
the integrity of our elections. All
Americans agree that American voters
should choose our President, not some
foreign government.

The Founders understood that it is
profoundly corrosive for our democracy
for a President to invite interference in
our elections.

As George Washington, our Nation’s
patriarch, under whose gaze we stand
today, warned: “History and experience
prove that foreign influence is one of
the most baneful foes of republican
government’—George Washington.

Sadly, the American people have wit-
nessed further wrongs of the President,
which necessitate the second Article of
Impeachment: obstruction of Congress.

When the President’s wrongdoing was
revealed, he launched an unprece-
dented, indiscriminate, and categorical
campaign of defiance and obstruction.
Never before in the history of our Na-
tion have we seen a President declare—
and act as if—he is above the law.

The President even goes so far as to
say and act on this absurdity when he
says: “Article II says I can do whatever
I want.”

No, it doesn’t.

That recklessness is a profound viola-
tion of the Constitution and our Re-
public, which endure because of our
system of separation of powers: three
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coequal branches, each a check and
balance on the othezsw“a republic,”
again, “if we can keep it.’

] 1215

The Founders’ great fear of a rogue
or corrupt President is the very reason
why they enshrined impeachment in
the Constitution.

As one Founder, William Davie of
North Careclina, warned. unless the
Constitution contained an impeach-
ment provision, a President might
spare no efforts or means whatever to
get himself reelected.

Another Founder, George Mason, in-
sisted that the President who procured
his appointment in the first instance
through improper and corrupt acts
might repeat his guilt and return to
power,

We in Congress, Article I, the legisia-
tive branch, must stand up and make
clear to the American people and to all
people who this body still stands by the
principles enshrined in the Constita-
tion and defended by generations of
Americans.

Last week, in observance of the 75th
anniversary of the Battle of the Buige,
Members fraveled to that hallowed
ground to express our gratitude to the
heroes who sacrificed everything fo se-
cure victory of freedom over tyranny,
not just for America but for the world.
The veterans of that battle, who are in
their nineties, told us how, after the
war was won, the Europeans whom
they liberated would ask: Why did you
risk—you don't know us—and give your
lives to save us? We are not Americans.

Our men would say: We came here to
fight for you not because you are
Americans but because we are Ameri-
cans.

As our beloved Elijah Cummings, our
Oversight Committee chair, our North
Star, said when he announced his sup-
port of this action: “When the history
hooks are written about this tumul-
tuous era, I want them to show that I
was among those in the House of Rep-
resentatives who stood up to lawless-
ness and tyranny.”

He also said, almost prophetically:

When we are dancing with the angels, the
question will be: What did we do to make
sure we kept our democracy intact?

Elijah has since passed on. Now, he is
dancing with the angels.

I know that he and all of us here are
very proud of the moral courage of
Members who want to honor the vision
of our Founders for a republic, the sac-
rifice of our men and women in uni-
form to defend it, and the aspirations
of our children to live freely within it.

Today, we are here to defend democ-
racy for the people. May God bless
America.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I vield myself such time as 1
may consume.

Madam Speaker, we are here today to
enter into a debate that should sur-
prise no one. This has not been a sur-
prise, and it is not even something that
we would not have thought about.
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From the very moment that the major-
ity party in this House won, the inevi-
tability that we would be here today
was only a matter of what date they
would schedule it, nothing else.

In fact, how it even began to look
even further was, on September 24, the
Speaker announced an impeachment
inguiry even before seeing the call
transcript that we are going to hear so
much about today.

You know, it is not about what this
body can do and its constitutional
oath, and there has been a lot of “con-
stitutional” and “Founders” thrown
around and will be all day today. But
there is oue thing that I will mention
all along, and that is, also, the Found-
ers were very concerned about a par-
tisan impeachment in which politics or
the majority, who have their strength,
can do what they want to do, regard-
less of any facts.

In fact. I have said it before, and I
will say it again, I do not believe, no
matter what was said today and even
what has been said—this is not a sol-
emn occasion. When you go looking for
something for 3 yvears, and especially
this vear since January, you ought to
be excited when you find it, but they
can't because I know what has now
happened. It took me till last night,
but I was thinking about it. Why do we
keep calling this a solemn occasion
when you have been wanting to do this
ever since the gentleman was elected?
The President came forward and did
what he saw fit for the American peo-
ple, but yet they wanted to impeach
him. And it hit me. Now I know.

The reason they wanted to is now
they are realizing what I told them and
have been telling them for the last few
weeks, that the clock and the calendar
are terrible masters. The clock and the
calendar are terrible masters. They do
not care about anything except getting
the time done and the calendar fixed.
They do not care about facts. They do
not care about time. And one day, the
clock and the calendar will hang along
this body in a very detrimental way.

How do I know this? Because one of
our Members, Ms. TLAIB, said on the
night she was sworn in: We are going to
impeach.

Well, you know the rest. In May 2018,
AL GREEN said: I am concerned if we
don’t impeach thiz President, he will
get reelected.

That is probably the most prescient
thing said by the majority in the last
vear is that they said: We can’t beat
him if we don't impeach him.

There is a reason behind the im-
peachment. Even Speaker PELOSI said
it wonld be dangerous to leave it to
voters to determine whether President
Trump stays in office. Really? After we
just said the Pledge of Allegiance, we
go back to the Speaker's own words
and she said it would be dangerous to
leave it to the voters.

T will tell you right now, Madam
Speaker, we on the Republican side
have no preblem taking our case to the
majority and to the people of this
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country becanse they elected Donald
Trump, and it is a matter for the vot-
ers, not this House, not in this way,
not in the way this is being done. It has
trampled everything this House be-
leves in.

I said it yesterday, and I believe this
to be true today, I will fight this on
process, which has been deplorahble, fo
use a word of the majority. It has been
awful.

The calendar and the clock make it
impressive that we actually do it
quickly. We don’t care about rules. We
don’t care about minority hearing
days. We don’t care about giving the
opportunity for witnesses to be called
because the chairman gets to deter-
mine what is relevant. Wow, that is
pretty good. Let the accuser determine
what is relevant to the one being ac-
cused.

The people of America see through
this. The people of America understand
due process, and they understand when
it is being trampled in the people’s
House.

You see, it is also not a matter of
process, which will be discussed today.
It is a matter of actual facts. I will
fight the facts all day long because
what we have found here today is a
President who did not do as being
charged. In fact, they had to go to
abuse of power, this amorphous term
that you are going to hear many argu-
ments about that abuse of power, ex-
cept for one thing, the call itself, the
two parties say no pressure. Nothing
was ever done to get the money. In
fact, they didn’t even know the money
was held.

But there is something that very
much bothers me about the facts.
There were five meetings—we will hear
about those today—in which there was
never a linkage made. Thers was one
witness who is depended on over 800
times in the majority’s report that, in
the end, affer questioned, had to say:
Well, that was my presumption of what
was happening.

You see, this is an impeachment
based on presumption, basically also a
poll-tested impeachment on what actu-
ally sells to the American people.

Today is going to be a lot of things.
What it is not is fair. What it is not is
abouf the truth. What is true today,
and I just heard it just a moment ago
in the articles themselves where it
said—and the Speaker, I believe, actu-
ally talked about this, that the Presi-
dent weakened a foreign leader.

Do you know what the truth of the
matter is, Madam Speaker? The most
interesting and deplorable thing that I
have heard over the last few weeks is
the actual attack by the majority on
President Zelensky because they real-
ize the whole crux of their case is that
if he was not pressured, their house of
cards falls. By the way, it has already
fallen.

But if we can’'t show pressure, then
we either have to call him a lar, a
world leader, or we have to make up
names fo call him. That is exactly
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what happened in the Judiciary Com-
mittee when a Member of the majority
actually compared him fo a battered
wife. That is below the dignity of this
body, to take a world leader and, when
he doesn’t make your case for you, to
belittie him, especially, as is going to
be often said by the majority, that
they are in the middle of a hot war
with Russia.

You see, President Trump actually
did give them offensive weapons. Presi-
dent Tramp did nothing wrong. We are
going to talk about that all day long
today.

We went on process, and we went on
facts. Why? Because the American peo-
ple will see through this.

Before I close this first part, I will
have to recognize that even the minor-
ity leader in the Senate recognizes that
the House did not do their job because
he can't make the case to his own
Members 5o he is having to ask for wit-
nesses, ask for more time. You see, and
even yesterday, it was sort of funny. I
thought it was hilarjious that the mi-
nority leader in the Senate went out
and did a press conference and said:
They denied my witnesses. They denied
my reguests.

Well, welcome to the club, Mr. SCHU-~
MER. That is exactly what has hap-
pened over here for the last 3 months.

Today, we are going to talk a lot
about impeachment. We are going to
talk a lot about our President. We are
going to talk about two Articles of Im-
peachment, abuse of power because
they can’t actually pin anything of fac-
tual basis on him-—the President did
nothing wrong in this issue—and then
thev are going to talk about obstruc-
tion of Congress.

You know, obstruction of Congress,
as I have sald before, is like petulant
children saying we didn’t get our way
when we didn’t ask the right way, and
we didn't actnally go after it and try to
make a case.

You know why, Madam Speaker? The
clock and the calendar are terrible
masters. The majority will own that
problem today because to the clock and
the calendar, facts don’t matter. The
promises to the base matter, and today
is a promise kept for the majority—not
a surprise, a fact.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume,

Madam Speaker, the House of Rep-
resentatives must now consider two
Articles of Impeachment against Presi-
dent Trump. The first article charges
that the President used his public of-
fice to coerce a foreign government
into attacking his political rival. The
second article charges that the Presi-
dent took extreme and unprecedented
steps to obstruct our investigation into
his conduct.

Taken together, the two articles
charge that President Trump placed
his private political interests above our
national security, above our elections,
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and above onr system of checks and
balances.

After months of investigation, there
can be no serious debate about the evi-
dence at hand. On July 25, when he
spoke to President Zelensky of
Ukraine, President Trump had the
upper hand. The President, through his
agents, had already demanded that
Ukraine announce an investigation of
his political opponents. Ukraine needed
our help, both military aid, which had
been appropriated by Congress because
of our security interests, and an Oval
Office meeting to show the world that
the United States continues to stand
with Ukraine against Russian aggres-
sion.

President Trump should have been
focused on the interests of the Amer-
ican people on that call. Instead, he
prioritized his private political inter-
ests. President Trump asked President
Zelensky for a favor. He wanted
Ukraine to announce twe bogus inves-
tigations, one into former Vice Presi-
dent Biden, then his leading opponent
in the 2020 election, and another to ad-
vance a conspiracy theory that
Ukraine, not Russia, attacked our elec-
tions in 2016,

Neither request was premised on any
legitimate national security or foreign
policy interests. One was inbended to
help President Trump conceal the
truth about the 2016 election. The other
was intended to help him gain an ad-
vantage in the 2020 election.

After the call, President Trump
ratcheted up the pressure. He deployed
his private attorney and other agents,
some acting far outside the regular
channels of diplomacy, to make his de-
sires clear. There would be no aid and
no meeting until Ukraine announced
the sham investigations.

To our founding generation. abuse of
power was a specific, well-defined of-
fense. A President may not misuse the
powers of the Presidency to obtain an
improper personal benefit. The evi-
dence shows that President Trump did
exactly that.

For this alone, he should be im-
peached. But the first article also iden-
tifies two aggravating factors.

When President Trump conditioned
military aid on a personal favor, he
harmed America’s national security.
‘When he demanded that a foreign gov-
ernment target his domestic political
rival, he took steps to corrupt our next
election. To the Founders, these of-
fenses clearly merited removal from of-
fice.

The President faces a second Article
of Impeachment for his efforts to ob-
struct our investigation of his mis-
conduct. The Constitution grants the
sole power of impeachment to the
House of Representatives. Within our
system of checks and balances, the
President may not decide for himself
what constitutes a valid impeachment
inquiry, nor may he ignore lawful sub-
poenas or direct others to do so.

Many Presidents, including President
Trump, have asserted privileges and
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other objections to specific subpoenas,
but only President Trump has ordered
the categorical defiance of a congres-
sional investigation, the automatic re-
jection of all subpoenas. The President
is not above the law, and he should be
impeached for this, as well.

Congress cannot wait for the next
election to address this misconduct.
President Trump has demonstrated a
clear pattern of wrongdoing. This is
not the first time he has solicited for-
eign interference in an election, has
been exposed, and has attempted to ob-
struct the resniting investigation.

We cannot rely on the next election
as a remedy for Presidential mis-
conduct when the President threatens
the very integrity of that election. He
has shown us he will continue to put
his selfish interests above the good of
the country. We must act without
delay.

By his actions, President Trump has
broken his oath of office. His conduct
continues to nndermine our Constitu-
tion and threaten our next election.
His actions warrant his impeachment
and demand his removal from office.

Madam Speaker, | would like to thank the
following Judiciary Committee staff for their
extraordinary efforts during the Committee's
consideration of the Impeachment of President
Donald Trump:

Amy Rutkin, Chief of Staff; Perry Apetbaum,
Staff Director and Chief Counsel; John Doty,
Senior Advisor; Aaron Hiller, Deputy Chief
Counsel and Chief Oversight Counsel;
Shadawn Reddick-Smith, Communications Di-
rector; Daniel Schwarz, Director of Strategic
Communications; Moh Sharma, Director of
Member Services and Qutreach and Policy
Advisor; David Greengrass, Senior Counsel;
John Wiliams, Pariiamentarian and Senior
Counsel; Barry Berke, Special Counsel, Norm
Eisen, Special Counsel; Ted Kalo, Special
Counsel, James Park, Chief Counsel of Con-
stitution Subcommittee; Arya Hariharan, Dep-
uly Chief Oversight Counsel; Charles Gayle,
Oversight Counsel; Maggie Goodlander, Over-
sight Counsel,

Sarah istel, Oversight Counsel; Joshua
Matz, Oversight Counsel; Kerry Tirrell, Over-
sight Counsel; Sophia Brill, Counsel; Milagros
Cisneros, Counsef; Benjamin Hemandez-
Stern, Counsel; Matthew Morgan, Counsel;
Matt Robinson, Counsel, Jessica Presley, Di-
rector of Digital Strategy; Kayla Hamedi, Dep-
uly Press Secretary; Kingsley Animley, Direc-
tor of Administration; Madeline Strasser, Chief
Clerk; Tim Pearson, Publications Specialist;
Janna Pinckney, 1T Director; Faisal Siddiqui,
Deputy T Manager, Rachel Calanni, Profes-
sional Staff and Legislative Aide; Jordan
Dashow, Professional Staff and Legislative
Aide.

William 8. Emmons, Professional Staff and
Legistative Aide; Julian Gerson, Professional
Staff and Legislative Aide; Rosalind Jackson,
Professional  Staff and legislative  Aide;
Priyanka Mara, Professional Staff and Legisla-
tive Aide; Thomas Kaelin, Oversight Intemn;
Anthony Valdez, Oversight Intern; Alex Wang,
Fellow.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support these Articles of Im-
peachment, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

H12135
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Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER).

Mr., SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I rise in opposition to im-
peaching the President.

The Constitution says that any civil
officer, including the President, may
be impeached for treason, bribery, or
other high crimes and misdemeanors.

Unlike the Nixon and Clinton cases,
there are no allegations that the Presi-
dent has committed a crime.

We have had almost 3 years of non-
stop investigations. We have had the
Mueller report, we have had the Schiff
investigation, we have had the Nadler
investigation, and at no time has there
been any evidence that indicates that
Donald J. Trump violated any criminal
statute of the United States.

So why are we here?

We are here because the majority
caucus, the Democratic Caucus, has
been hijacked by the radical left. They
have wanted to reverse the course of
the 2016 election ever since Donald J.
Trump won that election.

So let’s look at these two phony Ar-
ticles of Impeachment.

First of all, abuse of power. The
phone call in question had the Presi-
dent say, ‘‘our country has been
through a lot. I want you to do us a
favor.” Not “‘me™ a favor; “us” a favor.
And there he was referring fo our coun-
try, the United States of America, not
a personal political gain.

He was not afraid to let this tran-
script go public, and he released the
transcript almost immediately after
the call.

Now, the second Article of Impeach-
ment, obstruction of Congress, basi-
cally says that, unless the President
gives us everything we want, when we
want it, then he has commitied an im-
peachable offense.

That is a bunch of bunk.

Now, the President has certain indi-
vidual and executbive privileges by vir-
tue of his office.

Whenever there has been a dispute
between the executive and legislative
branches heretofore, they have gone to
court. The Supreme Court a couple
weeks ago said they would take juris-
diction over deciding whether the
President has to comply with one sub-
poena relating to his tax returns.

Now, here, the Democrats have been
bent to impeach the President of the
United States before the court decides
this. This means that there is a rash
job to do this.

Why is there a rush job? Because
they want to influence the 2020 elec-
tions.

They have spent 3 yvears doing this;
they have spent millions of taxpayer
dollars, including the Mueller repors,
putting together this impeachment;
and they also have had this Congress
wrapped around impeachment and not
doing their jobs until the dam broke
this week.
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Stop this charade. Vote ““no."

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin knows full well
the President asserted no privileges
here. He simply ordered complete defi-
ance of the impeachment inguiry.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutfes to the
gentlewoman from Pennsylvania (Ms.
SCANLON).

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Chairman NADLER for his leadership as
we navigate this challenging time, not
just for our committee and Congress,
but for our country.

It is with profound sadness that T
stand here today in support of these
Articles of Impeachment.

President Trump’'s behavior is ex-
actly what our Founders feared most.
They knew that with the awesome
power of the Presidency came the risk
of a President abusing that power for
personal gain.

They were particnlarly concerned
about an executive who became entan-
gled with foreign governments, cor-
rupted our elections, or sought to avoid
consequences for his own misconduct
in office.

That is why they included impeach-
ment in the Constitution: to protect
our Republic.

Qur colleagues across the aisle have
claimed that we are impeaching the
President because we don't like him,
but this moment is about more than
disagreement with the President’s poli-
cies or personality. Those issues belong
in the voting booth.

Qur task here is noft to judge the
President himself. Instead, we must
judge his conduct and whether his ac-
tions have undermined our Constitu-
tion.

The President has committed the
highest of high crimes under our Con-
stitution. He used the highest office in
our government and taxpayer dollars
to pressure a foreign country to inter-
fere in our elections. He undermined
our national security.

When he got caught, he tried to cover
it up, obstructing our investigation
and refusing to produce subpoenaed
documents and withesses.

A government where the President
abuses his power is not “of the people.”

A government where the President
pressures a foreign country to under-
mine our elections is not *by the peo-
ple.”

A government where the President
puts his own interests before the coun-
try is not “for the people.”

This isn’t complicated. You know it.
I know it. The American people know
it.

President Trump’s wrongdoing and
the urgent threat that his actions
present to our next election and our de-
mocracy leaves us no principled alter-
native but to support these Articles of
Impeachment.

Our Constitution, our country, and
our children depend upon it.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Spealk-
er, I wish, as the gentlewoman just
said, that they would examine the fac-
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tual conduct, but I guess that is not
going to happen.

Mr. Speaker, I yvield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. JOHN~
SON).

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the Founders of this
country warned us against a single-
party impeachment because they
feared it would bitterly and perhaps ir-
reparably divide our Nation.

The truth is, in the 243 years of this
Republic, there has never been a single-
party, fraudulent impeachment process
like the one being used today.

Our Democrat colleagues have
weaponized the impeachment provision
of the Constitution to nullify the votes
of 63 million Americans who elected
President Donald J. Trump.

This is not about a phone call or
Ukraine or even his use of the execun-
tive privilege.

You have to remember that 95 of the
Democrats on this floor today voted to
impeach Donald Tramp before the July
25 phone call ever happened between
President Trump and President
Zelensky.

Not only is this a single-party im-
peachment, it is also evidence-free.

Affer all their Herculean -efforts,
they could only come up with two
short Articles of Impeachment.

On the first, the Democrats know
there is zero direct evidence in the
record of these proceedings to show
that President Trump engaged in any
abuse of power.

As you will hear today, their entire
case 1s based on hearsay, speculation,
and conjecture, and there is not a sin-
gle fact witness that can provide testi-
mony to support their baseless allega-
tions.

The Democrats’ second claim is that
President Trump obstructed Congress
by simply doing what virtually every
other President in the modern era has
also done, and that is to assert, Mr.
Speaker, a legitimate executive privi-
lege, which protecis the separation of
poOwers.

And you know what? If they dis-
agreed with that, the Democrats could
and should have just simply gone a few
blocks away to a Federal court to get
an expedited court order compelling
the extra documents and information
they requested. That iz what has al-
ways been done in the past, but they
didn't do that here, because these
Democrats don’t have time for it.

They are frying to meet their own
arbitrary, completely reckless, and
Machiavellian timeline to take down a
President that they loathe.

The real abuse of power here is on
the part of the House Democrats as
they have feverishly produced and pur-
sued this impeachment 20 times faster
than the impeachment investigation of
Bill Clinton.

They are frying to reach their pre-
determined political outcome, and
along the way, they have steamrollied
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over counstitutionally-gnaranteed due
process, previously sacrosanct House
roles, and the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure.

This must fail. This is a shameful
day for the country.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman knows that impeachment was
put into the Constitution as a defense
of the Republic in between elections.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Washington (Ms.
JAYAPAL).

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, this is a
day of accountability and defending
our democracy.

The facts in front of us are clear: this
President, Donald J. Trump, coerced a
fragile foreign ally to investigate his
political opponent and interfere in our
elections, He leveraged critically need-
ed, congressionally-approved military
aid to Ukraine.

The President’s allies want to claim
that he did this because he cared about
corruption, but if President Trump
truly cared about corruption, then he
would have listened to the talking
points that were prepared by the Na-
tional Security Council on
anticorruption. He did not. In fact, on
those two calls with President
Zelensky, he never mentioned the word
“corruption.”

He did not abide by the Department
of Defense’s own recommendation that
Ukraine had passed all the
anticorruption benchmarks, and he
ddn’t listen to the unanimous conclu-
sion of all of his top advisers that he
must release that aid to Ukraine,

He did release the aid in 2017 and
2018, but not in 2019. Why? Because in
2019, Vice President Joe Biden was run-
ning for President.

This is not hearsay. We have a re-
sponsibility. The President told us
himself on national television exactly
what he wanted from the phone call
with President Zelensky. He came onto
the White House lawn and he said:

I wanted President Zelensky to open an in-
vestigation into the Bidens.

He solicited foreign interference be-
fore, he is doing it now, and he will do

it again.
The President is the smoking gun.
Qur Founders, Mr. Speaker, en-

trusted us with the awesome responsi-
bility of protecting our democracy,
which gets its power not from the
bloodlines of monarchs, but from the
votes of We the People.

Without that, we are no longer a de-
mMocracy, we are a monarchy or a dicta-
torship.

So today, to uphold my oath to Con-
stitution and country. I will vote to
impeach Donald J. Trump.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I also remind my chairman that im-
peachment was never meant as a polit-
ical weapon in betwseen elections when
you can’t win the next one.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY).

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, other
than authorizing an act of war, im-
peachment is the gravest item that we
as a Congress can consider.




December 18, 2019

The decision to move forward with
impeachment of a United States Presi-
dent is so consequential that it has
only been done three times previously
in our Nation's history, all based on le-
gitimate evidence of criminal behavior.

Unfortunately, many of my col-
leagues have diminished what shonld
be a solemn and grave proceeding into
an absolute political circus simply be-
cause they don’t like the man occu-
pying the White House.

Many Democrats have been intent on
impeaching the President since the day
he took office. Their actions are clear-
1y motivated by hatred for President
Trump. This impeachment vote today
is the next step in their long-held plan
to remove him from office.

The partisan impeachment investiga-
tion run by the House Intelligence
Committee was unnecessarily held be-
hind closed doors in a room designed to
share classified information.

Nothing classified was shared during
these meetings, but the result of this
decision was that most Members of
Congress and all Americans were
blocked from hearing the facts for
themselves.

Chairman SCHIFF repeatedly with-
held crucial information from the Re-
publicans, including the ability for
anyone but himself and his staff to
speak with the whistleblower at the
venter of this investigation. He was
even called out by liberal media for
spreading misinformation and false-
hoods throughout the impeachment
process.

The public hearings were held with
complete disregard for the House rules
and decades of precedent. Republicans
were not allowed to call witnesses or to
make basic parliamentary motions. In
fact, the only witnesses allowed to tes-
tify publicly were those who fit neatly
within the Democrats’ predetermined
narrative.

Most importantiv, we have not been
presented with any real evidence that
proves the President is guilty of high
crimes and misdemeanors, as required
by the Constitution to remove a duly-
elected President. If there was criminal
activity, as many of my Democrat col-
leagues claim, then why are there no
crimes listed in the Articles of Im-
peachment?

We have forever weakened this body
by turning impeachment into a polit-
ical weapon. This impeachment scheme
is nothing more than an atitempt to
conduct taxpayer-funded opposition re-
search and damage the President’s
electability heading into 2020.

The American people see right
through this charade and are fed ap.

It is time for this madness to stop
and for us to get back to the important
work the American people sent us here
to do.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. TED LIEU).

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Chairman NADLER for
his leadership.
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Tet’s start by making this very sim-
ple. No one in America could do what
Donald Trump did and get away with
it. No American elected official can
call up a foreign government and ask
for an investigation of a political oppo-
nent. No Member of Congress can cali
up a foreign official and ask for help in
our reelection campaign. If we did that,
we would lkely get indicted.

No one is above the law, and the Con-
stitution is the supreme law of the
land.

I first swore an oath to the Constitu-
tion when I joined the United States
Ailr Force on Active Duty. The oath I
took was not to a political party or to
a President or to a king; it was to a
document that has made America the
greatest nation on Earth, and that doc-
ument contains a safeguard for when
the President’s abuse of power 18 s0 ex-
treme that it warrants impeachment.

We are not here because of policy dis-
putes. While I disagree with the Presi-
dent, I acknowledge he has the right to
restrict the number of refugees enter-
ing our country, he has the right to
eliminate environmental executive or-
ders, and he has the righi to sign a bill
that has given tax breaks to the
wealthy.

But the President does not have the
right to cheat and to solicit foreign in-
terference in our elections. That is ille-
gal, it is not what the voters elected
him to do, and we will not stand for it.

The President’s actions in this case
were particularly insidious, because he
also used our government for his pri-
vate gain.

He conditioned taxpayer-funded mili-
tary aid and a critical White House
meeting with the Ukrainian president
on the requirement that Ukraine pub-
licly announce an investigation into
his opponent. And by harming Ukrain-
ian national security, the President
also harmed U.8. national security.
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Then, the President solicited foreign
interference again on the south lawn of
the White House when he again asked
Ukraine to investigate his political op-
ponent. Then, he asked China, our peer
competitor, to do the same. That abuse
of power is not acceptable.

Whether or not the Senate convicts,
the House has an independent duty to
do the right thing. That is why we have
passed over 275 bipartisan bills that are
stuck in the Senate. Whether impeach-
ing or legislating, we will continue to
be faithful to the Constitution, regard-
less of what the Senate may or may
not do.

Moreover, impeachment is a form of
deterrence. Qur children are watching.
No President ever wants to be im-
peached. Whether Donald Tromp leaves
in 1 month, 1 year, or 5 years, this im-
peachment is permanent. It will follow
him around for the rest of his life. His-
tory books will record it, and the peo-
ple will know why we impeached.

It is all very simple. No one is above
the law, not our Commander in Chief,
not our President.
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Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, it is my pleasure to yield 1% min-
utes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY ),

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, in 2018,
63 million Americans went to the polls
and elected Donald Trump President of
the United States. House Democrats
have been trying to overturn the elec-
tion ever since. In fact, they have tried
five additional times to the one that is
before us to impeach the President, in-
cluding the vote in May 2017, just 5
months into his term.

In January of this year, House Demo-
crats took control of this Chamber, and
they were faced with a choice. They
could use the tools of the majority to
pursue legitimate priorities of the
American people, policies that can im-
pact their lives, or they could use the
tools to nndo the 2016 election. They
made their choice.

Since then, House Democrats have
issued more subpoenas than bills have
been signed into law. That tells us all
we need to know about this Congress
and that party.

Rather than launch a legitimate in-
vestigation, Democrats turn to focus
groups to workshop their language, to
see if they could sell this fo the Amer-
ican people, and the American people
have rejected it.

Instead of negotiating with the exec-
utive branch, for instance, and allow-
ing the courts to resolve any legiti-
mate disputes, House Democrats
rushed toward an impeachment vote,

S0 here we are, 12 weeks later, voting
whether to impeach the President
hased off the thinnest record in modern
history. It is no surprise that the Sen-
ate is already asking for additional
witnesses, more documents, and real
evidence. The body of evidence is weak
and woefully insufficient for impeach-
ment.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. RASKIN).

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, American
elections belong to the American peo-
ple, not the American President and
net foreign powers.

No President may cheat the people
by working with foreign governments
to steal from us a free and fair elec-
tion. And no President who attempts it
may cover up that cheating by system-
atically obsitructing Congress in our
work.

Article II of the Constitution does
not authorize a President to do what-
ever he wants. The reason we have a
Constitution is to keep government of-
ficials from doing whatever they want.

If we the people lose the certainty of
free and fair elections to Presidential
corruption and foreign manipulation,
then we lose our democracy itself, the
most precious inheritance we have re-
ceived from prior generations who
pledged their sacred honor and gave ev-
erything they had to defend it.

The struggle for democracy is the
meaning of America. That is why we
remain the last best hope of a world
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ravaged by authoritarianism, violence,
and corruption.

We must act now to protect our elec-
tions and safeguard constitutional de-
mocracy for the enormous and unprece-
dented challenges that still lie ahead of

us.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, it is my pleasure to yield 1% min-
utes to the gentlewoman from West
Virginia (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to H. Res. 755.

Today is a disappointing day. It is
the day my colleagues from across the
aisle cast the vote that they have spent
the last 3 years obsessing over. the
vote to impeach our duly-elected Presi-
dent.

There are two charges claimed by
House Democrats, and there is zero
cause for either.

While President Trump has led, our
country has thrived, and Washington
liberals have failed.

Despite the commitment of many of
our colleagues to obstruct the Trump
administration’s agenda at every turn,
our country continues to succeed.

In this body, however, we have not
been able to deliver on what Americans
want and need. We still have not fin-
ished securing our border. The opioid
epidemic still rages in our commu-
nities. Our infrastructure is still in
dire need of an overhaul. We still have
not reached a bipartisan resolution on
drug pricing.

If Congress hadn’t spent the last year
stuck in a divisive, ugly, partisan im-
peachment debacle, think of what we
could have done, the lives that could
have been saved, the communities that
could have been improved, the crisis on
our southern border ended, and the
positive work that we should do for our
country. But we didn’t, all because of
divisive political theatrics.

Congress can do better than this, and
America deserves better,

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2

minutes to the distingnished gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
CICILLINE).

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, T rise
in support of the Articles of Impeach-
ment against Donald J. Trump, the
45th President of the United States.

Mr. Speaker, no one runs for Con-
gress to impeach a President. But this
President has left us no choice.

President Trump abused the enor-
mous powers of his office when he so-
lcited foreign interference for the pur-
pose of helping him in his reelection
campaign in 2020.

The President betrayed our national
security and undermined the security
of our elections when he put his own
personal political interests ahead of
the interests of our country. He tried
to cheat to win reelection.

This wasn’t an attack on Vice Presi-
dent Biden. This was an attack on our
democracy.

If we do not hold the President ac-
countable today, we will no longer live
in a democracy. We will live in a dicta-
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torship where any future President will
be free to abuse their office in order to
get reelected.

Today, every Member of this Cham-
ber faces a choice: whether to do what
the Constitution demands and the evi-
dence requires or to turn a blind eye to
the President’s grave misconduct, a
blind eye to the overwhelming evidence
of high crimes and misdemeanors.

To my friends on the other side of
the aisle, I say this: This is not about
making history. This is about holding
a lawless President accountable in the
way our Framers intended. This is a
time to put our country over your po-
litical party. Do not seek safety in the
high grass of a vote against these arti-
cles. We are all Americans. Show the
American people your devotion to your
country is more powerful than your
loyalty to your political party.

United, we can defend our democracy
from all enemies, foreign and domestic.
Divided, we risk losing our democracy.

All you have to do is look at the evi-
dence because it will leave you with
only one answer: The President of the
United States must be impeached.

Remember these facts: He tried fo
cheat. He got caught. He confessed.
Then, he obstructed the investigation
into his misconduct.

For our democracy, for our Constitu-
tion, for the people yvou represent, and
for all who will inherit our couniry
from us, I pray you will do the right
thing.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, it gives me pleasure to yield 1%
minutes to the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. ROGERS).

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in complete and total
support of President Trump.

The matter before the House today is
based solely on a fundamental hatred
of our President. It is a sham, a witch
hunt, and it is tantamount to a coup
against the duly-elected President of
the United States.

This is a sad day for our Nation when
one political party. along with their
cohorts in the deep state and the main-
stream media, try to hijack our Con-
stitution.

The Democrat majority has irrespon-
sibly turned the impeachment process
into a political weapon, something that
Republicany refused to do when our
base was calling for the impeachment
of President Obama.

It is well past time for the House to
move beyond this hoax and put our Na-
tion first. That is exactly what Presi-
dent Trump is doing. The United
States has record-low unemplovment
and historic performance in the stock
market. President Trump is rewriting
failed trade deals of the past to put
America first. He is rebuilding our
military, helped create Space Force,
and the list goes on.

I implore my colleagues to end this
spectacle now.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I am
hearing a lot from my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle, except a de-
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fense of President Trump's conduct,
which is indefensible.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
distingunished gentleman from Florida
(Mr. DEUTCH).

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, some say
this impeachment is about eight lines
in a call transcript, but there is so
much more. This was about a scheme
that lasted months and involved dozens
of Trump administration officials.

Look at the evidence, look at the di-
rect evidence: text messages. emails,
calls, and meetings.

Way back in May, the President told
his team: “Talk to Rudy" Giuliani.
The President’'s message? No White
House meeting unless Ukraine helped
him in the 2020 election.

Ambassador Sondiand said there was
a “prerequisite of investigations’ into
the Bidens and announcement of inves-
tigations was a “deliverable.”

Ambassador Volker said the most im-
portant thing for the Ukrainian Pr
dent to do was commit to an investiga-
tion of the Bidens.

Just before the July 25 call, Volker
told the Ukrainians: “Assuming Presi-
dent Z convinces Trump he will inves-
tigate . . . we will nail down date for
visit to Washington.”

The direct evidence kept coming
after the call, more texts, more emails,
and more calls, all with the same mes-
sage: If Ukraine didn’t announce an in-
vestigation into the President’s polit-
ical rival, then they wouldn’'t get the
White House meeting that they had
been promised, and they wouldn’'t get
the aid that they needed in their war
against Russia.

American Presidential power comes
from the people through elections. The
Constitution requires that we protect
those elections. But when the Presi-
dent abused his power to solicit foreign
interference, he was cheating American
voters before they even had a chance to
vote.

Mr. Speaker, President Trump's ac-
tions force us to protect our elections
and the Constitution. I urge my col-
leagues to defend the Constitution,
support these Articles of Impeachment,
and remind the world that, in America,
no one is above the law.

My, COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I would remind this whole body that
it is more than eight lines. In fact,
there are four facts: There is no pres-
sure. There is no conditionality. They
did nothing to get it. And they got the
money.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1% minutes to
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
SPANO).

Mr. SPANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
oppesition to this political effort to re-
move President Trump from office.

I am not surprised this day has come,
but I am disappointed, disappointed be-
cause impeachment is one of the most
consequential decisions that we can
make in this body, and this impeach-
ment is based purely on partisan mo-
tives.

Speaker PELOSI said we shouldn’t go
down this path uniess there was some-
thing compelling, overwhelming, and
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bipartisan because of how divisive it
would be. Unfortunately, it is clear the
majority has had laser focus on one
thing for 8 years: impeaching the Presi-
dent.

The majority has failed to deliver for
the American people. They failed to
pass a budget on time, failed to pass
the spending bills on time, and failed
to deliver bipartisan solutions that will
actnally help improve the lives of
Americans.

But the American people see through
this sad charade for what it is: an at-
tempt to undo the 2018 election based
on hearsay and opinion, not fact.

The transcript of the call showed no
conditions were placed on the aid.
President Trump and President
Zelensky have said there was no pres-
sure, and Ukraine received the aid
without taking any actions.

The Constitution is clear. The Presi-
dent may only be impeached for com-
mitting treason, bribery, or other high
crimes and misdemeanors. Nowhere in
the two Articles of Impeachment
brought today does it argue that the
President has committed treason, brib-
ery, or any crime under the law.

This is not overwhelming. It is not
compelling. It is not bipartisan. But
the Speaker was right in one way. This
is incredibly divisive and has lowered
the bar for what future Presidents will
face.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly oppose the
articles before us today, and I hope
that we will finally move bpast this
nightmare and get fo work to deliver
results for the American people.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, the evi-
dence is clear that President Trump
took advantage of Ukraine's vulnera-
bility and abused the powers of his of-
fice to pressure Ukraine to help his re-
election campaign. This is the highest
of high erimes, and President Trump
must be held to account.

Mr. 8peaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CORREA).

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for vielding.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
Homeland Security Committee, I know
firsthand the dangers that foreign in-
terference in our elections present to
our democracy. As a Member of Con-
gress, it is my sworn duty to ensure
that our Nation is secure from all
threats, foreign and dJdomestic. And
Congress has a constitutional job to in-
vestigate allegations of misconduct by
the executive branch, including the
United States President.

3 1300

The Constitution is the highest law
of the land, creating a system of
checks and balances to prevent the cre-
ation of a king. Congress is a coegunal
branch of our Nation's government,
equal with the Presidency, with duties
that are given to us by the Framers.

This is a very sad day, and I do not
take impeachment lightly; yet, I am
here to do my job as a Member of Con-
gress.
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(English translation of the statement
made in Spanish is as follows:)

My town sent me to Washington to
work with everyone, Democrats and
Republicans, to improve the lives of
our communities.

Sadly, we are here, today. consid-
ering the actions of the President of
the United States.

My vote will be to ensure that we re-
main a democracy, and not a dictator-
ship.

Many of our sons and daughters have
paid the price of our freedom with their
blood. Our liberty and democracy must
be the inheritance that we leave to our
sons and daughters.

A democracy exists when nobody is
above the constitution, and we are all
subject to the law.

I ask God to give us wisdom, and to
help us unite our beloved homeland,
the United States of America.

Mi pueblo me mando a Washington
para trabajar con todos, Democratas y
Republicanos, para mejorar las vidas de
nuestra comunidad.

Tristemente estamos presentes,
congsiderando las acciones del president
de los Estados Unidos.

Mi voto, sera para asegurar que
sigamos siendo una democracia, y no
una dictadura.

Muchos de nuestros hijos y hijas, han
pagadado el precio de nuestra libertad
con sk sangre. Nuertra liberated y
democracia, tienen gue ser la herencia
que les dejamos a nuerfros hijos y
hijas.

Una democracia existe cnando nadie
esta sobre la constitucion, y todos
somos sujetos a la ley.

Le pido a dios que nos de sabiduria, y
que nos ayvude unir nuestra guerida
patria, los Estados Unidos Americanos.

Mr. Speaker, today I pray to God for
His guidance in uniting our great Na-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BUTTERFIELD). The gentleman from
California will provide a translation of
his remarks to the Clerk.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I would have to disagree with my
chairman. T am not sure what he has
been watching, but the facts are not
undisputed. They are very much dis-
puted, not only by the minority, but by
the witnesses who actually testified.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1% minutes to
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CAR-
TER).

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to the Democrats’ shamn process,
which makes a mockery of the rules of
the House and is, frankly, dangerous to
this country.

Since day one, the Democrats have
made it clear that fthey wanbed to
move toward impeachment well before
any of the accusations took place.
What Democrats, unfortunately, don’t
recognize is the damage that this will
cause for our political institutions and
America’s trust for years to come.

Every American should be concerned
that Speaker PELOSI doesn't trust our
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citizens to let them decide who should
lead our great country.

This impeachment process isn't fo-
cused on strengthening and protecting
our political foundations but, rather,
shaping public opinion.

I ask vou: Is it worth that?

Not only is the process alarming, but
it is wasting taxpayer dollars and valu-
able time that elected officials could be
using to move our country forward.
That includes: securing our borders,
addressing student lcan debt, and
bringing down the cost of healthcare
and prescription drugs.

Mr. Speaker, 1T urge all of my col-
leagues, while considering these arti-
cles, to ask themselves whether this is
truly being done for the good of the
country.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I would
remind the gentleman that, after re-
covering millions of dollars in ill-got-
ten gains, the Mueller investigation
was actually a net plus for the tax-

payers.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentieman from Colorado (Mr.
NEGUSE).

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank Chairman NADLER and Speaker
PELOSI for their leadership and their
moral ¢courage.

Today, the House of Representatives
is debating whether to take the rare
step of voting to impeach a President
for only the third time in our country’s
history. Unfortunately, President
Trump has left us no choice.

The fact of the matter is that the
President abused the power of his office
and invited a foreign country to inter-
fere in our elections. In so doing, he
undermined the sanctity of the free
and fair elections upon which our Re-
public rests.

Making matbters worse, over the past
several months, President Tramp and
his administration have done every-
thing they can to prevent Congress
from uncovering the truth.

Lt us be clear, in the history of our
Republic, no President has ever ob-
structed Congress like this before.

During the Watergate investigation,
as my colleagues well know:

President Nixon’s chief of staff testi-
fied before Congress; President
Trump’s chief of staff refused.

President Nixon's counsel testified;
President Trump's counsel refused.

White House aides close to President
Nixon testified; President Trump re-
fused to allow any aide who may have
knowledge relevant to this investiga-
tion to testify.

Simply put, his administration has
engaged in a wholesale obstruction of
Congress, and that is exactly why we
are considering not just one but two
Articles of Impeachment before the
House today.

Bvery Member of this body has a re-
sponsibility to uphold our Constitu-
fion, to defend our Republic, and, when
necessary, to hold the executive branch
accountable. We are exercising that re-
sponsibility today.
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Mr. Speaker, therefore, I will vote
“ves” on both articles because it is
what the Constitution reguires and
what my conscience demands.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I would never have thought that a
Department of Justice investigation
was used as a money revenue plof, but

guess one thing is true: It was a loser
for the minority in a net profit situna-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1% minutes to
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
NEWHOUSE).

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, the
people’s House should be better than
this. We should be better than this.

During the Member's remarks in the
Judiciary Committee, the committee’s
impeachment proceedings, he stated:
“To my Republican colleagues:

How do you want to be remembered
during this watershed moment in our
Nation’s history?”’

Mr. Speaker, it won't he watching
sports on a laptop during official Judi-
c¢lary Commitbee proceedings to im-
peach a sitting President;

It won't be using expletives to refer
to our President, calling for his im-
peachment just hours after being sworn
into Congress;

It won't be using the chairmanship of
the once-respected Intelligence Com-
mittee to distort the President’s words
in order to mislead the American peo-
ple: and

It certainly won’t be using the most
serious and solemn powers of Clongress
to overturn a legitimate national elec-
tion for pelitical expediency.

No, Mr. Speaker, my fellow Repub-
lican colleagues and I won’t be remem-
bhered in history for doing any of those
things because we know this is far too
grave a matter for subversions such as
these of our democratic Republic.

We should all be better than this.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
guire how much time remains on both
sides.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York has 156% min-
utes remaining. The gentleman from
Georgia has 157 minutes remaining.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. ESCOBAR).

Ms. ESCOBAR. Mr., Speaker, our
country faces a great tragedy and mo-
ment of truth. We have witnessed the
President of the United States abuse
his public office for personal political
gain and invite foreign governments to
interfere in our elections, putting the
integrity of a government of, for, and
by the people at great risk.

The evidence is overwhelming and
clearly shows that President Trump
will continue to abuse his office and
obstruct Congress if left nnchecked.

The Intelligence Committee con-
ducted a robust investigation into the
President’s miscond Members
interviewed 12 witnesses in public hear-
ings, totaling over 30 hours; conducted
17 depositions, totaling over 100 hours;
examined text messages and emails; re-
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viewed the President’s own words and
actions; and published a 300-page report
detailing their findings.

All of this, despite the fact that,
under the President’s direction, 12 cur-
rent and former adminisfration offi-
cials refused to testify, even ignoring
subpoenas, and 71 document reguests
were denied.

The dJudiciary Committee then re-
viewed the evidence and concluded that
two Articles of Impeachment, which I
support, were warranted.

The evidence shows that President
Trump is a clear and present danger to
our free and fair elections and our na-
tional security. The most powerful evi-
dence of this pattern has come from
the President himself.

In 2016, we heard him when he called
on Russia to interfere in our elections.
He said: “Russia, if you’re listening.

He then repeated this call for elec-
tion interference on the July 25 call
with the Ukrainian President, and we
heard him again, on the White House
lawn, further adding China to that mix.

I stand ready to protect our sacred
Republic, support these Articles of Im-
peachment, and pray that my col-
lsaguies have the courage to do the
same, We must uphold our ocath of of-
fice and defend the Constitution and
our fragile democracy, hecause no one
is above the law.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1% minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. RUTHERFORD).

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, in 2016, Vladimir Putin
and his cronies waged a war on our
elections with the goal of sowing dis-
cord and division in America.

Do you think he has been successful?
Somewhere in Russia right now, Putin
is laughing at us today. The majority
is giving him exactly what he wants: a
divided America with pure, partisan
politics, with nasty political rhetoric
at an all-time high. And some across
the aisle are discrediting the results of
future electionsg already.

It seems to many Americans thak, for
the past 3 yvears, the House majority
has been carrying out the wishes of the
Kremlin. The sad part is the Democrats
have vowed to continue their sham in-
vestigations even after today’s vote.

Impeaching a duly-elected President
in a purely partisan manner with no
crimes to show for it—not one element
of a crime defined—disgraces the integ-
rity of our democracy.

Now is the time fo end the partisan
politics, come together, and put Amer-
ica first.

Mr. Speaker, I urge this body to vote
“no” to partisan impeachment.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. JEFFRIES),

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, George
Washington, in his farewell address to
the Nation, counseled America that the
Constitution is sacredly obligatory
upon all. It is in that spirit that we
proceed today.
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Donald Trump pressured a foreign
government to target an American cit-
izen for political gain and, at the same
time, withheld, without justification,
$391 million in military aid to a vulner-
able Ukraine as part of a scheme to so-
licit foreign interference in an Amer-
ican election.

That is unacceptable. That is uncon-
scionable. That is unconstitutional.

There are some who cynically argue
that the impeachment of this President
will further divide an already fractured
Union, but there is a difference be-
tween division and clarification.

Slavery once divided the Nation, but
emancipators rose up to clarify that all
men are created equally.

Suffrage once divided the Nation, but
women rose up to clarify that all
voices must be heard in our democracy.

Jim Crow once divided the Nation,
but civil rights champions rose up to
clarify that all are entitled to equal
protection nnder the law.

There is a difference between division
and clarification.

We will hold this President account-
able for his stunning abuse of power.
We will hold this President account-
able for undermining our national se-
curity. We will hold this President ac-
countable for corrupting our democ-
racy.

We will impeach Donald John Trump.
We will clarify that, in America, no
one is above the law.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK).
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Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, nul-
lifying a national election requires an
overwhelming case of high crimes sup-
ported by indisputable evidence that
the vast majority of the Nation finds
compelling.

Now, article I is a made-up crime
called abuse of office. It does not
charge that the President broke any
law, but that Congress doesn’t like the
way he lawfully discharged his con-
stitutional duties. This would reduce
the Presidency to that of a minister
serving at the pleasure of Congress, de-
stroying the separation of powers at
the heart of our Constitution.

Article II is another made-up crime
called obstruction of Congress. It
means the President sought to defend
his constitutional rights and those of
his Office. This removes the judiciary
from our Constitution and places Con-
gress alone in the position of defining
the limits of its own powers relative to
the President.

Our Bill of Rights guarantees every
American fhe right to confront their
accuser, to call witnesses in their de-
fense, to be protected from hearsay,
and to defend these rights in court. The
Democrats have trampled them all in
their stampede to impeach. Even in
this kangarco court, the Democrats’
hand-picked witnesses provided no
firsthand knowledge that the President
linked aid to action—in fact, two wit-
nesses provided firsthand knowledge
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that he specifically ordered no quid pro
quo.

Any case that charged no actual
crime and offered no legally admissible
evidence would be laughed out of court
in a heartbeat. That is the case before
us today. It wonld redefine the grounds
for impeachment in such a way that
assures that it will become a constant
presence in our national life. Now we
know just how reckless is the Demo-
crats’ chant of “resist by any means
necessary.”’ This is a stunning abuse of
power and a shameless travesty of jus-
tice that will stain the reputations of
those responsible for generations to
come.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, abuse of
power was no vague or weak notion to
the Framers. It had a very specific
meaning: the use of official power to
obtain an improper personal benefit
while ignoring or injuring the national
interest. President Trump has abused
his office and must be removed.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
distinguished gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN).

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, from our
founding, the United States has been a
special nation, a city upon a hiil. Our
values are enshrined in our Constitu-
tion: liberty, equality, and oppor-
tunity. We are a self-governing people
where every person is equal before the
law. In the United States, we don’t
have a king. We choose our leaders. We
vote.

Generations of Americans have
fought, and some have died to secure
these inalienable rights. The Constitu-
tion hegins: “We the People of the
United States.” That is us. It is not
“‘we the leaders of Russia, Ukraine, or
China” or ““‘we the Democrats™” or “we
the Republicans.” It is: “We the People
of the United States.” All Americans—
and only Americans—get to have a say
in our elections.

Donald Trump used the high power of
the Presidency to pressure a foreign
nation to besmirch his perceived pri-
mary political opponent. He corrupted
our elections and compromised our na-
tional security so that he could keep
power—not power for the people, power
for himself. In 2018, Candidate Trump
called for foreign interference when he
said: “Russia, if you are listening.

In 2018, President Trump sought for-
eign interference when he needed a
favor from Ukraine to intervene in the
2020 election. President Trump at-
tacked and is a continuing threat to
our system of free and fair elections.

Like all of you, Mr. Speaker, I took
an oath to support and to defend the
Constitution. I urge my colleagues to
abide by that oath and stand up to
President Trump’s abuse of power and
cobstruction of Congress, To my col-
leagues on hoth sides of the aisle, I ap-
peal to your pafriotism and implore
vou to defend free and fair elections
and preserve the Constitution.

God save the United States of Amer-
ica.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman and all Members are reminded
to address their remarks to the Chair.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I do believe that our elections
should be free and fair. I do believe
that with all my heart. Except it seems
like in this case impeachment is based
on the fact that the Speaker said last
month it would be dangerous to leave
it to the voters to determine if Mr.
Trump stays in office.

Mr. SBpeaker, I yield 1% minutes o
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.

HIGOINS).
Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I have descended into the

belly of the beast. I have witnessed the
terror within, and I rise commitied to
oppose the insidious forces which
threaten our Republic. America is
being severely injured by this betrayal,
by this unjust and weaponized im-
peachment brought upon us by the
same Socialists who threaten unborn
life in the womb, who threaten First
Amendment rights of conservatives,
who threaten Second Amendment pro-
tections of every American patriot, and
who have long ago determined that
they would organize and conspire to
overthrow President Tramp.

We don’t face this horror because the
Democrats have all of a sudden become
constitutionalists. We are not being de-
voured from within because of some
surreal assertion of the Socialists’ new-
found love of the very flag thai they
have trod upon.

We face this horror hecause of this
map. This is what the Democrats fear.
They fear the true will of we the peo-
ple. They are deep establishment D.C.
They fear what they call on this Re-
publican map, flyover country. They
call us deplorables. They fear our faith,
they fear our strength, they fear our
unity, they fear our vote, and they fear
our President.

We will never surrender our Nation
to career establishment D.C. politi-
clans and bureaucrats. Our Republic
shall survive this threat from within.
American patriots shall prevail.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON).

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I was not among those who sup-
ported impeachment before Ukraine,
but I have called for impeachment
today because our President is, as we
speak, abusing his power and placing
himself above the law.

President Tramp’s atfempt to sabo-
tage the 2020 election is a clear and
present danger on our democracy.

We the people know this, and more
Americans support impeachment today
than at any time since Richard Nixon's
final weeks in office. We know that it
is wrong to enlist the help of foreigners
in interfering in our elections. We
know it is wrong to cheat, and we know
what is at stake. It is not just that our
elections were attacked; our elections
are under attack right now.

The very day the Judiciary Com-
mittee voted out Articles of Impeach-
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ment, President Trump welcomed Rudy
Giuliani back to the White House.

President Trump is still at it. He is
doubling down. He doesn’t think he can
win an election fair and square, so he is
trying to cheat. To ignore these crimes
is not just giving the President a pass;
it is giving him a green light. Those
who vote against impeachment are not
just endorsing President Trump’s past
actions but his future ones as well.

If you think I exaggerate in warning
that our elections can be undermined, I
would urge my colleagues to come
down to Georgia and {ind a Black man
or woman of a certain age. They will
tell you that the danger is real. And
they will tell you of brave Americans—
patriots—willing to risk far more than
a political career who marched, strug-
gled, and sometimes died so that we
could have fair and free elections. We
are not asked to possess even a fraction
of their courage. We are simply called
upon today to do what is right. T am
proud to vote “yes” on impeachment.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I am glad that my colleague
just mentioned Georgia, because since
2014 the actual voter participation
among minorities—African American
female and African American male,
Hispanic male and Hispanic female—
has risen double-digits. I am very
proud of what Georgia is doing to get
everybody to the poll. I am glad he
chose to highlight it. Unfortunately, he
just highlighted it in the wrong way.

Madam Speaker, I vield 1% minutes
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. MEUSER).

Mr. MEUSER. Madam Speaker, back
home people refer to Capitol Hill as a
bubble. They are right. It is as if we are
completely detached from what is
going on in communities across Amer-
ica. Many here don’t hear or listen to
what people are saying, and many here,
as well, think they know better than
the people we serve.

Qur communities are benefiting
greatly from President Trump’s agen-
da: a booming economy, a secure hor-
der, better trade deals, and a stronger
military. Unfortunately, inside the
Halls of Congress, Democrats’ obses-
sion with impeachment is all con-
suming.

Is this how Democrat leadership
chooses to represent the people of
America, by nullifying the results of
the 2016 election, disregarding the will
of the American people, and doing ev-
erything in their power to prevent the
President and this Congress from doing
the job we were slected to do?

After 3 years of frying and months of
unfair, politically motivated impeach-
ment proceedings, Democrats have ds-
livered two weak Articles of Impeach-
ment.

Abuse of power?

Not according fo Ukraine. President
Zelensky confirmed many times that
there was no quid pro guo, no action
taken, and significant military aid was
delivered without anything in return.
Of course, his words have been conven-
iently dismissed.
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Obstruction of Congress?

Is this the new standard?

If this is the new standard, then
every President since Jimmy Carter
and every President meoving forward
would and will be impeached.

Let me be clear: It is an honor to
serve in the United States House of
Representatives, but today I am dis-
traught. Today Democrats will dis-
regard the will of the American people
and vote to impeach the duly elected
President of the United States. What
should be equally troubling is that this
has eroded, 1f not wiped out, the trust
the American people have in the 116th
Congress.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker,
President Trump said no guid pro quo
only after the White House learned of
the whistleblower complaints and after
the Washington Post had published an
article abouf the President’s pressure
campaign on Ukraine.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to
the distinguished gentlewoman from
California (Ms. BASS).

Ms. BASS. Madam Speaker, this is a
sad day in U.S. history when we have
to vote on Articles of Impeachment be-
cause Donald Trump has abused the
power of the Office of the Presidency in
his attempt to cheat his way to reelec-
tion.

The facts are uncontested.

Fact one: The President abused the
power of his office by attempting to
shake down the president of a country
that has been our ally. Trump wanted
President Zelensky of Ukraine to dig
up and to make up dirt on Vice Presi-
dent Biden becatise he sees him as the
biggest threat to his reelection.

Fact two: Trump wanted Zelensky to
go before the press and announce an in-
vestigation of Biden hoping the mere
announcement would create doubt
about Biden and strengthen Trump's
hand in the 2020 election.

Fact three: Trump obstructed Con-
gress by engaging in a coverup. Trump
has refused to comply with congres-
sional subpoenas and has blocked cur-
rent and past employees from testi-
fying before congressional committees.

Congress is a coegual branch of gov-
ernment, and one of our central respon-
sibilities is to provide oversight and in-
vestigation of the administration—the
very checks and balances the Pramers
built into the Constitution so no one
branch would have unchecked power.

The House of Representatives has no
choice but to vote and pass Articles of
Impeachment because President Trump
has abused his power and obstructed
the ability of Congress from per-
forming our constitutional duty. The
urgency to move forward with Articles
of Impeachment is because there is no
reason to believe President Trump
won't continue to abuse the power of
his office, no reason to believe he won’t
continue to put his foot on the scale of
his reelection, and, in fact, his attor-
ney just returned from Ukraine, and in
an article just released in The New
Yorker magazine confesses 1o con-
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tinuing the effort to interfere in the
election.

In many of our congressional dis-
tricts we worry aboulb voter suppres-
sion and schemes that purge legitimate
voters from participating in the elec-
tion, or we worry about Russian inter-
ference in our election. It is a sad day
in America when we have to worry
about the Commander in Chief inter-
fering in the election in order to be re-
elected. Elections should be decided by
the American people.

I will vote for both Articles of Im-
peachment. It i{s my constitational
duty to fulfill my oath of office. No one
is above the law.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. STEWART).

Mr. STEWART. Madam Speaker, I
discovered something recently. It is
shocking, I know, but it turns out that
some people don't like President
Trump. They think he is loud, they
think he can be arrogant, they think
sometimes he says bad words, and
sometimes he is rude to people; and
their sensitive natures have been of-
fended. I get that. I really do.

But let’s be clear. This vote this day
has nothing to do with Ukraine, it has
nothing to do with abuse of power, and
it has nothing to do with obstruction of
Congress.

This vote this day is about one thing
and one thing only: They hate this
President, and they hate those of us
who voted for him. They think we are
sbupid, and they think we made a mis-
take. They think Hillary <Clinton
should be the President, and they want
to fix that. That is what this vote is
about.

They want to take away my vote and
throw it in the trash. They want to
take away my President and
delegitimize him so that he cannot be
reslected. That is what this vote is
about.

For those who think this started
with this investigation, what nonsense.
You have been trying to impeach this
President since before he was sworn
into office.
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Some of vou introduced Articles of
Impeachment before he was sworn into
office. This isn’'t something vou are ap-
proaching prayerfully and mournfully
and sadly: Oh, the chaos. Oh, the sad-
ness.

This is something you are gleeful
about, and you have been trying fo do
it for 3 vears. And it is very clear. You
don’t have to go back and Google very
much to find out that is the absolute
truth. I could give you pages of exam-
ples of things you have said for 3 yvears
about this President. That is what this
is about.

If this impeachment is successful, the
next President, I promise you, is going
to be impeached, and the next Presi-
dent after that.

If you set this bar as being impeach-
able, every President in our future will
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be impeached. It erodes our Republic in
ways that our Founding Fathers recog-
nized. They got it right, high crimes
and misdemeanors. Other than that,
settle it at the ballot box.

I look forward to that day. Let the
American people decide.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
DEGETTE). Members are reminded to
address their remarks to the Chair.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Spealer, I re-
mind the gentleman that, if President
Tromp impeached and removed, the
new President will be MIKE PENCE, not
Hillary Clinton.

Madam Speaker, I vield 2 minutes to
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
MUCARSEL-POWELL).

Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL. Madam
Speaker, I did not have the privilege of
being born inbto this country. My moth-
er brought me from Ecuador, looking
for freedom and opportunity.

But that is not my story alone. This
is a story that I share with so many
people who live in Florida's 26th Dis-
trict and all over the country. We have
experienced corruption in our countries
of birth, where brutal dictatorships
have choked their potential fo benefit
those in power.

This President elected by the Amer-
ican people has violated his cath of of-
fice and violated the rule of law. The
evidence is overwhelming that he with-
held military aid approved by Congress
and leveraged a White House meeting
to extract a political favor from a for-
eign government.

The President actively sought for-
eign election inferference to henefit
himself. It is undeniable that he has
abused his power and obstructed Con-
gress. He presents a clear and present
danger to our democracy.

As an immigrant, I still get chills be-
cause I feel so fortunate to live in this
extraordinary country. The genius of
American democracy les in our Con-
stitution and the dedication to the rule
of law. I want my children, and all of
our children, to feel the same way
when they grow up.

However, if we sit idly by as cracks
begin to appear in our democratic in-
stitutions, our children will he in the
same situation so many of us experi-
enced when we left countries whose
leaders destroved democracy.

We in Congress must abide by our
oath to defend our Constitution. That
is my duty as a Member of this body.
That is my duiy as a mother.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I yield 1%
minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. KING).

Mr. KING of New York. Madam
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
vielding.

Madam Speaker, I rise ftoday in
strong opposition to the Articles of Im-
peachment against President Trump.

As Chairman NADLER must recall, ex-
actly 21 years ago today, I spoke on
this floor in opposition to the impeach-
ment of President Clinton. And 21
years ago tomerrow, I voted against all
four Articles of Impeachment against
President Clinton.
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Today’s Articles of Impeachment
against President Tromp are an assault
on our Constitution and the American
people. To impeach a President for a
phone call for which no crime is
charged, never mind a high crime, and
asserting his constitutional preroga-
tive as a President iIs a clear abuse of
power by the Congress. It sets a dan-
gerous precedent of weaponizing im-
peachment to undo the solemn decision
of the American people.

Madam Speaker, President Trump
and I grew up in the same hborough of
New York City, and today, I am proud
to stand with President Trump and
urge a “‘no’’ vote on these horrible Ar-
ticles of Impeachment. I strongly nrge
a “‘no’ vote.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
vield 2% minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LOFGREN).

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, the
President and Members of Congress
each take an oath to uphold the Con-
stitution. When the President abuses
his Presidential power to upend the
constitutional order, we have an obl-
gation to live up to our oath of office.

We have been presented with direct
evidence about the President’s actions.
They threaten our national security
and undermine the integrity of the
next election. We now vote on Articles
of Impeachment for abuse of power and
contempt of Congress as a result of
that evidence.

I have worked on Presidential im-
peachments as part of the Committee
on the Judiciary twice before. This
third time brings me no joy.

President Nixon attempted to cor-
rapt elections. His agents broke into
the Democratic Party headguarters to
get a leg up on the election. and then,
just like President Trump, he tried fo
cover it up. Then, he resigned. This is
even worse.

President Trump not only abused his
power to help his reelection, he used a
foreign government to do it. He used
military aid provided to fight the Rus-
sians as leverage solely to benefit his
own political campaign.

George Washington would he aston-
ished since he warned “against the in-
sidious wiles of foreigh influence.”

The direct evidence is damning. The
President hasn't offered any evidence
to the contrary. These actions con-
stitute grounds for Presidential im-
peachment.

What is before us is a serious abuse of
power and obstruction of Congress.
These abuses strike at the heart of our
Constitution.

The President’s unconstitutional
abuse of power, a high crime and mis-
demeanor, is ongoing. He totally re-
fused to provide any information to
Congress related to the impeachment
inquiry.

1t is our responsibility to use the tool
our Founders gave us in the Constitu-
tion to preserve the constitutional
order. We must impeach.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield 132 minntes to the gen-
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tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ROUZER).

Mr. ROUZER. Madam Speaker, The
Washington Post headlined the story
immediately following President
Trump taking the oath of office stat-
ing: “The campaign to impeach Presi-
dent Trump has begun.” How accurafe
they were.

Here we are, almost 3 years later, and
what we are witnessing today is un-
precedented in American history, a
very partisan-based impeachment with
no facts that warrant it. This is an im-
peachment based on hearsay and specu-
lation rooted in a deep-seated hatred
for a man whom many of my colleagues
on the other side detest—not all, hut
many. Nowhere in the Constitution
does it say that personal disdain is
grounds for impeachment.

At every turn, the claims made by
my Democratic colleagues have turned
out to be false.

Early on, it was claimed there was
evidence of Russian collusion. There
was none.

We were told the FBI didn't abuse
the FISA process in its investigation of
the Trump campaign. That, too, has
now been proven completely false.

Then, when the Russian collusion
hoax collapsed, we were told fhat we
would hear from a whistleblower that
had details of a nefarious call between
the President and the President of
Ukraine. Then, we found ouft they
weren’'t even on the call, and we still
don’t even know who the whistleblower
is.

We were told there was clear evi-
dence of a gquid pro guo for personal
gain. After reading the transcript, it is
obvious that vou have to make as-
sumptions that wouldn't even stand up
in traffic court to come to that conclu-
sion.

Instead, the indisputable facts of
record destroy their case:

The call transcript shows no conditionality
between aid and an investigation.

President Zelensky said there was no pres-
sure.

The Ukrainian govemment had no knowl-
edge that any aid was being held up at the
time of the call.

Ukraine never opened an investigation, but
still received aid and a meeting with President
Trump.

Though they allege treason and brib-
ery by the President, the articles we
consider today only make vague accu-
sations of abuse of power and obstruc-
tion of Congress because they found no
evidence of treason or bribery, or any-
thing else, for that matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, 1 yvield an additional 30 sec-
onds to the genileman from North
Carolina.

Mr. ROUZER. Madam Speaker, today
is a very sad day for our Republic. The
country is now more divided than it
ever has been in my lifetime. The truth
has been trampled by this House of
Representatives. Because of the abuses

The
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of the FBI and the Department of Jus-
tice, more Americans have an even
dimmer view of very important Amer-
ican institutions. Thankfully, the lens
of history will ensure that the truth is
told and will endure.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, one
specific concern of the Framers was a
President who wounld corrupt our elec-
tions and who would abuse the great
powers of his office to ensure his own
reelection.

The impeachment inguiry is not an
effort to overturn an election. It is a
reaffirmation of the simple truth that,
in the United States of America, no
person—not even the President—is
above the law, and our democracy can-
not allow a duly-elected President to
abuse the power of his office for per-
sonal and political gain.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2% minutes
to the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
1 hate no woman or man.

Today. the American people should
receive clarity and truth. The Con-
stitution is the highest law of the land.
The President breached and violated
the Constitution of the United States
of America. The President committed
constitutional crimes. The President’s
crimes are impeachable.

John F. Kennedy said: “If this coun-
try should ever reach the point where
any man or group of men by force or
threat of force could long defy the
commands of our court and our Con-
stitution, then no law would stand free
from doubt . . . and no citizen would be
safe from his neighbor:

The facts are undisputed.

First, President Trump violated his
oath of office by placing his personal
political interests above the national
interest by scheming to coerce Ukraine
into investigating a potential election
opponent.

Second, President Trump betrayed
the Nation's interests by withholding
the congressionally agreed $391 million
to a fragile ally against a very strong
foe, Russia.

Third, the essential purpose of the
scheme concocted by the President was
to enlist a foreign country to help in
the 2020 election.

These acts are constitutional crimes
and abuse of power. The truth is, the
President did ask for a favor. Those
were his own words in the July 25 call—
no mention of corruption, only the
mention of the Bidens.

The President was engaged in wrong-
doing and is a clear and present danger.
He has a patiern, and his behavior re-
mains a continuing threat to America’s
national security.

The truth is that abuse of power does
violate the Constitution while both
corrupting and cheating our American
democracy. His acts betrayed the Na-
tion. He must take care to execute
laws faithfully.

This is the truth. Why does the truth
matter? Because it matters to the
farmer at his or her plow. It matters to
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the waitress on an early-morning shift.
It matters to the steelworker building
America, It matters to the teacherina
fifth grade class. It matters to a moth-
er kissing her military recruit going
off to war.

The Constitution must be preserved.
Cur laws must be honored and re-
spected. The bloodshed and sacrifice of
fellow Americans cannot be ignored,
trampled on, or rejected.

Qur actions on the vote taken today
must be for no personal gain or gran-
deur.

The bright light of this constitu-
tional democracy has been dimmed be-
cause of his acts. The truth is no
longer for all. It is for one man, Donald
J. Trump, his truth, his way.

We must reject that abuse of power
because that is not America. No one is
above the law. Alexander Hamilton
said impeachment was designed to deal
with “‘the misconduct of public men™
and violations of public trust.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
vield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentlewoman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. The President
has violated the trust. We must im-
peach Donald J. Trump.

Madam Speaker, | hate no woman or man.
Today the American people should receive
clarity and truth, The Constitution is the high-
est law of the land. The President breached
and violated the Constitution of the United
States of America. The President committed
Constitutional Crimes. The President’s crimes
are impeachable.

President John I. Kennedy said that, “If this
country should ever reach the point where any
man or group of men by force or threat of
force could long defy the commands of our
court and constitution, then no law would
stand free from doubt, and no citizen would be
safe from his neighbors.”

The facts are undisputed. First, President
Trump violated his oath of office by placing his
personal and political interest above the na-
tional interest by scheming to coerce Ukraine
into investigating a potential election oppo-
nent,

Second, President Trump betrayed the na-
tional interest by withholding vital, congres-
sionally appropriated security assistance; $391
Million to a beleaguered and besieged ally fac-
ing armed aggression from Russia, America’s
implacable foe.

Third, the essential purpose of the scheme
concocted by President Trump was to enlist a
foreign country to help him fix the 2020 presi-
dential election in his favor, the very type of
interference most feared by the Framers.

These acts are Constitutional crimes and an
abuse of power.

The truth is this President did ask for a
favor—those were his own words.

The truth is 391 million dollars was withheld.
He jeopardized not only Americans’ nationaf
security by putting Ukraine at the mercy of
Russia. He also threatened honest and fair
elections in 2020. In the July 26 cali~~no men-
tion of corruptionfonly the mention of the
Bidens.

The President was engaged in wrongdoing
and is a clear and present danger. His pattern
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of behavior remains a continuing threat to
America’s national security. The truth is that
abuse of power does violate the Constitution,
while both corrupting act and cheating our
American democracy. His acts betrayed our
nation.

The Framers were concemed about abuse
of power as the Judiciary Committee impeach-
ment report said. The abuse of power was the
use of official power in a way that on its face
grossly exceeds the President’s constitutional
authority and violates the take care clause
which commands the President to faithfully
execute the law—not to demand a foreign
country to investigate his 2026 opponent and
deprives Ameticans a fair and unfettered right
to vote. This is the truth.

Why does the truth matter? Because it is
the American way. It matters to the farmer at
his or her plough.

It matters to the waitress on an early mom-
ing bus for the breakfast shift.

It matters to the steelworker helping to build
America,

It matters to the teacher in her fifth-grade
social studies class.

It matters to a Mother kissing her young
military recruit before he or she goes off to
war.

The Constitution must be preservad, our
laws must be honored and respected, the
bloodshed and sacrifice of our fellow Ameri-
cans cannot be ignored, trampled on or re-
jected and today our actions on the vote taken
today must be for no personal gain or gran-
deur.

The bright light of this constitutional Democ-
racy has been dimmed because of his acis—
the fruth is no longer for all—it is for one
man—Donald J. Trump—his truth, his way—
we must reject that abuse of power—because
this is not America. No one is above the law.

As Alexander Hamilton wrote in The Fed-
eralist, impeachment was Designed to deal
with ‘the misconduct of public men' which in-
volves ‘the abuse or violation of some public
trust.”” The President has violated that public
trust and the House of Representatives must
now protect and defend the Constitution and
impeach Donald J. Trump.

Madam Speaker, | include in the BECORD
several supporting documents.

The President: I would like you to do us a
favor though because our country has besn
through a lot and Ukraine knows a lot about
it. I would like you to find out what hap-
pened with this whole situation with
Ukraine, they say Crowdstrike . .. I guess
vou have one of your wealthy people. . . The
server, they say Ukraine has it, There are a
lot of things that went on, the whole situa-
tion. I think youw're surrcunding yourself
with some of the same people. I would like to
have the Attorney General call you or your
peopls and 1 would like you o get to the bot-
tom of it. As you saw yesterday, that whole
nonsense ended with a very poor perform-
ance by a man named Robert Muoeller, an in-
competent performance, but they say & lot of
it started with Ukraine, Whatever you can
do, it's very important that you do it if
that’s possible.

President Zelenskyy: Yes it is very impor-
tant for me and everything that you just
mentioned earlier. For me as a President, it
is very important and we are open for any fu-
ture cooperation. We are ready to open a new
page on cooperation in relations between the
United States and Ukvaine. For that pur-
pose, 1 just recalled our ambassador from
United States and he will be replaced by a
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very competent and very experienced ambas-
sador who will work hard on making sure
that our two nations are getting closer, I
would also Jike and hope to see him having
your trust and your confidence and have per-
sonal relations with you s0 we can cooperate
even more 50, I will personally tell you that
one of my assistants spoke with My, Ginliani
just recently and we are hoping very much
that Mr, Giuliani will be able to travel to
TUkraine and we will meet once he comes to
Ukraine. I just wanted to assure you once
again that you have nobody bnt friends
around us, T will make sure that I surround
myself with the best and most experienced
people. T also wanted to tell you that we ave
friends. We are great friends and you Mr.
President have friends in our country so we
aan continue ony strategic partnership I also
plan to surround myself wit]
and in addition to that invest
as the President of Ukraine that all
the investigations will be done openly and
candidly. That I can assure you.

The President: Good because I heard you
had a prosecutor who was very good and he
was shut down and that’s really unfair. A lot
of people are talking about that, the way
they shut your very good prosecubor down
and you had some very bad people involved.
r, Ginliani is a highly respected man. He
was the mayor of New York City, a great
mayor, and I would like him to call you. ¥
will ask him to call you along with the At
torney General. Rudy very much knows
what's happening and he is a very capable
guy. If you could speak to him that would be

great. The former ambassador from the
United States, the woman, was bad news and
the people e was dealing with in the

Tkraine were bad news I just want to let
you know that. The other thing. There's a
lot of talk about Biden's son, that Biden
stopped the prosecution and a lot of people
want to find out about that so whatever you
can do with the Attoiney General would be
great. Biden went around bragging that he
stopped the prosecution so if you can look

into it, . . It sonnds horrible to me,
President Zelenskyy: I wanted to tell you

about the prosecutor. First of all I under-
stand and I'm knowledgeable about the s
ation. Since we have won the absolute ma~
jority in our Parliament; the next prosecutor
general will be 100% my person, my can-
didate, who will be approved by the par-
liament and will start as a new prosecutor in
September, He or she will look into the situ-
ation, specifically to the company that yon
mentioned in this issue, The issue of the in-
vestigation of the case is actuslly the issue
of making suvre to restors the hon
will take care of that and will work on the
investigation of the case. On top of that, I
would kindly ask you if you have any addi-
tional information that you can provide to
us, it would be very helpful for the investiga-
tion to make sure that we administer justice
in our country with regard to the Ambas-
sador to the United States from Ukraine as
far as I recall her name was Ivanovich. It
was great that you were the first one who
told me that she was a bad ambassador be-
cause [agree with you 100%. Her attitude to-
wards me was far from the best as she ad-
mired the previous President and she was on
his side. She would not accept me as a new
President well enough.

The President: Well, she's going to
throngh some things. I will have
Ginliani give you a call and I am also going
to have Attorney General Rarr call and we
will get to the bottom of it. 'm sure you will
figure it out. I heard the prosecutor was
treated very badly and he was a very fair
prosecutor so good luck with everything.
Your economy is going to get better and bet-
ter T predict. You have a lot of assets. It's a

g0
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great country. 1 have many Ukrainian
friends, their incredible people.

President Zelenskyy: I would like to tell
vou that I also have quite a few Ukrainian
friends that live in the United 8tates, Actu-
ally last time I traveled to the United
States, stayed in New York near Central
Park and I stayed at the Trump.

PuTIN RE s CRIMEA FOR RUSSIA AND

BITTERLY DENOUNCES THE WEST

(By Steven Lee Myers and Ellen Barry.—
ar. 18, 2014)

MOoscow,~—~President Viadimir V. Putin re-
claimed Crimea as a part of Russia on Tues-
day, reversing what he described as a h
torie injustice inflicted by the Soviet Union
80 years ago and brushing aside international
condemnation that could leave Russia iso-
lated for years to come.

In an emotional address steeped in years of
resentment and erness  at  perceived
slights from the West, Mr, Putin made it
clear that Russia’s patience for post-Cold
War accommodation, much diminished of
late, had finally been exhausted. Speaking to
the country's political elite in the Grand
Kremlin Palace, he said he did not seek to
divide Ukraine any further, but he vowed to
provect Russ interests there from what
he described as Western actions that had left
Russig feeling cornered.

Crimea has always been an integral part
of Russia in the hearts and minds of people,”
Mr. Putin declared in his address, delivered
in the chandeliered St. Ceorge’s Hall before
hundreds of members of Parliament, gov-
ernors and others. His veroarks, which lasted
47 minutes, were interrupted repeatedly by
thunderous applause, standing ovations and
at the end chants of “Russia, Russia.” Some
in the audience wiped tears from their eves,

A theme coursing throughout his remarks
was the restoration of Russia after a period
of humiliation following the Soviet collapse,

which he has famously called “the greatest
geopolitical catastrophe of the 20th cen-
tury.”

He denounced what he called the global
domination of one superpower and its allies
that emerged. “They cheated us again and
again, made decisions behind our back, pre-
senting us with completed facts,” he said.
hat's the way it was with the expansion of
NATO in the East, with the deployment of
military infrastructure at our borders, They
always told us the same thing: ‘Well, this
doesn’t involve you.'™

The speed of Mr. Putin’s annesation of Cri-
mea, redrawing an international border that
has been recognized as pa of an inde-

pendent Ukraine for 23 years, has been
breathtaking and so far apparently
unstoppable,

While his actions, which the United States,
Hurope and Ukraine do not recognize, pro-
voked renewed denunciations and threats of
tougher sanctions and diplomatic isolation,
it remained unclear how far the West was
willing to go to panish Mr, Putin, The lead-
ers of what had been the Group of 8 nations
announced they would meet next week as the
Group of 7, excludi Russia from a club
Russia once desperately craved to join.

Certainly the sanctions imposed on Russia
ahead of Tuesday's steps did nothing to dis-
suade Mr, Putin, as he rushed to make a
claim to Crimea that he argued conformed to
international law and precedent. In his re-
marks he made clear that Russia was pre-
pared to withstand worse punishment in the
name of restoring a lost part of the country’s
historic empire, effectively daring world
leaders to v political or economic ties
and risk the consequences to fheir own
economies.

Mr. Putin, the country’s paramount leader
for more than 14 years, appeared to be gam-
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bling that the outrage would eventually
pass, as it did after Russia's war with Geor-
gia in 2008, becanse a newly assertive Russia
would be simply too important to ignore on
the world stage, As with any gamble, though,
the annexation of Crimea carvies potentially
grave risks.

Only hours after Mr. Putin declared that
“not a single shot'” had been fired in the
military intervention in Crimea, a group of
soldiers opened fire as they stormed a
Ukrainian military mapping office near Sim-
feropol, killing a Ukvainian soldier and
wouanding another, according to a Ukrainian
officer inside the base and a statement by
Ukraine's Defense Ministry.

The base appeared to be under the control
of the attacking soldiers. who like most of
the Russians in Crimea wore no in ia, and
the ministry said that Ukrainian forces in
Crimea were now authorized to use foree to
defend themselves,

The episode underscored the fact that the
fate of hundreds of Ukrvainian soldiers, as
well military bases and ships, remains dan-
gerously unresolved.

In the capital, Kiev, Ukraine's new prime
minister, Arseniy P, Yatsenyuk, declared
that the conflict had moved from *‘a polit-
ical to a military phase” and laid the blame
squarely on Russia.,

Mr. Putin's determined response to the
ouster of Ukraine's president, Viktor B,
Yanukovych, last month has left American
and Buropean leaders scrambling to find an
adequate response after initially elinging to
the hope that Mr. Putin was p!‘epdred to find
a political solution-—or “off yamp’—to an es-
calating crisis that began with the collapse
of Mr, Yanukovyeh’s government on the
night of Feb. 21,

Within a week, Russian special operations
troops had seized control of strategic loca~
tions across Crimea, while the regional au-
thorities moved to declare independence and
schedule a referendum on joining Russia that
was held on Sunday.

Even as others criticized the vote as a
fraud, Mr. Putin moved quickly on Monday
to recognize its result, which he called
“more than convincing™ with nearly 97 per-
cent of voters in favor of seceding from
Ukraine. By Tuesday he signed a treaty of
accession with the region's new leaders to
make Crimea and the city of Sevastopol the
84th and 85th regions of the Russian Pedera-
tion.

The treaty requires legislative approval,
but that is a mere formality given Mr,
Putin’s unchallenged political authority and
the wild populavity of his actions, which
have raised his approval ratings and un~
leashed a nationalis fervar that has
drowned out the few voices of oppesition or
even caution about the potential costs to
Russia,

Mr. Putin appeared Tuesday evening at a
rally and concert on Red Square to celebrate
an event charged with emotional and histor-
ical significance for many Russians. Among
the music played was a sentimental Soviet
song called “Sevastopol Waltz,”

“After a long, hard and exhaustive journey
at sea, Crimea and Sevastopol are returning
to their home harbor, to the native shores,
to the home port, to Russial” Mr. Putin told
the crowd. When he finished speaking, he
joined a military chorus in singing the na-
tional anthem,

He recited a list of grievances—{rom the
Boviet Union's transfer of Crimea to the
Ukrainian republic in 1954, to NATO s expan-
ston to Russia’s borders, to its war in Kosovo
in 1999, when he was a little-known aide to
President Boris N. Yeltsin, to the conflict in
Libya that toppled Col. Muammar el-Qaddafi

in 2011 on what he called the false pretense of

a humanitarian intervention.
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Since Russia's althy takeover of Crimea
began, Mr. Putin has said very little in pub-
He about his ultimate goals. His only exten-
sive remarks came in a news conference witl
2 pool of Kremlin journalists in which he ap-
peared uncomfortable, uncertain and angry
at times. In the grandeur of the Kremlin's
walls on Tuesday, Mr. Putin sounded atterly
confident and defiant,

Reaching deep into Russian and Soviet his-
tory, he cast himself as the guardian of the
Russian people, even those bevond its post-
Soviet borders, restoring a part of an empire
that the collapse of the Soviet Union had left
abandoned to the cruel fates of what he de-
scribed as a proeession of hapless democratic
leaders in Ukraine.

“Millions of Russians went to bed in one
country and woke up abwroad,” he said.
“Overnight, they were minorities in the
former Soviet republics, and the Russian
people became one of the biggest—if not the
iggest—divided nations in the world.”

He cited the 10th-century baptism of
Prince Viadimir, whose conversion to Ortho-
dox Christianity transformed the Kingdom
then known as Rus into the foundation of
the empire that became Russia. He called
Kiev '‘the mother of Russian cities,” making
clear that he considered Ukraine, along with
Belarus, to be countries where Russi own
interests would remain at stake regardless of
the fallout from Crimea’s annexation.

He listed the cities and battlefields of Cri-
mea-—from the 18th-century war with Brit-
ain, France and the l‘mks bo the Nazi sieges
of World War II places “dear to our
hearts, symbolizing Rub an military glory
and outstanding valor,”

He sald that the United States and BEuarops
had crossed “a red line” on Ukraine by
throwing support to the new government
that quickly emerged after Mr. Yanukovych
fled the capital following months of protests
and two violent days of clashes that Jleft
scores dead,

Mr, Putin, as he has before, denounced the
uprising a coup carried out by

husaopho’he and nec 718" and abetied by
foreigners, saying it justified Russia’s efforts
to protect Cmmo.a population.

“If you press a spring too hard,” he said,
“1t will recoil.”

He justified the annexation using the same
arguments that the United States and Eu-
rope cited to justify the independence of
Kosovo from Serbia and even quoted from
the Arerican submission to the United Na-
tiems International Court when it reviewed
the matter in 2009,

Mr. Putin did not declare a new Cold War,
but he bluntly challenged the post-Soviet
order that had more or less held for nearly a
guarter-century, and made it clear that Rus-
sia was prepared to defend itself from any
foarther encroachment or interference in
areas it considers part of its core security,
including Russia itself,

He linked the uprisings in Ukraine and the
Arab world and ominously warned that there
were efforts to agitate inside Russia. He sug-
gested that dissenters at home would be con-
sidered traitors, a theme that has reverbe
ated through society with propagandist!
documentaries on state television and moves
to mute or close opposition news organiza-
tions and websites,

“Some Wostern politiclans already threat-
en us not only with sanctions, but also with
the potential for domestic problems,” he
said. “I would like to know what they are
implying—the actions of a certain fifth col-
amn, of various national traitors? Or should
we expect that they will worsen the social
and economic situation, and therefors pro-
voke people’s discontent?”




H12146

JETLINER EXPLODES OVER UKRAINE; STRUCK
BY MISSILE, OFFICIALS SAY
Sabrina Tavernise, Fric Schrmitt and

Rick Gladstone, July 17, 2014)

Gragovo, UKRAINE.-—A Malaysia Airlines
Roeing 777 with 208 people aboard exploded,
crashed and burned on a flowered wheat field
Thursday in a part of eastern Ukraine con-
wolled by pro-Russia separatists, blown out
of the sky at 33.000 feet by what Ukrainian
and American officials described as a Rus
stan-made antiaireraft missile.

Ukraine accused the separatists of
rying out what it called a tevrorist attack.
American intelligence and military officials
said the plane had been destroyed by a Rus-
sian SA-series missile, based on surveillance
satellite data that showed the final trajec-
tory and impact of the missile but not i
point of origin,

There were strong indications that those
responsible may have errantly downed what
they had thought was a military aireraft
only to discover, to their shock, that they
had struek a civilian airvliner. Everyone
aboard was Xkilled, their corpses littered
among wreekage that smoldered late into
the summer night,

Russia's Viadimir V. Putin,
blamed Ukraine's government for creating
what he called conditions for insurgency in
eastern Ukraine, where sepan: s have
bragged about shooting down at least three
Ukrainian military aireraft. But Mr. Putin
Aid not specifically deny that a Ru n-
made weapon had felled the Malaysian jet-
liner.

Whatever the cause, the news of the
crashed plane, with a passenger manifest
that spanned at least nine countries, ele-
vated the insurgency into a new inter-
national crisis. The day before, the United
States had slapped new sanctions on Russia
for its support of the pro-Kremlin insar-
gency. which bas brought Hast-West rela-
tions to their lowest point in many years.

Making the crash even more of a shock, it
was the second time within months that Ma-
laysia Airlines had suffered a mass- alty
flight disaster with international intrigue—
and with the same model plane, a Rosing 777-
200ER.

The government of Malaysia’s prime min-
ister, Najib Razak, is still veeling from the
unexplained disappearance of Flight 370 over
the Indian Ocean in March, Mr. Najib said he
was stupefied at the news of Flight 17, which
had been bound for Kuala Lumpur, the Ma-
laysian capital., from Am%m dam with 283
passengers, including three fants, and 15
crew members. Aviation officials said the
plane had been traveling an approved and
heavily trafficked route over ecastern
Ukraine, about 20 miles from the Russia bor-
der, when it vanished from radar screens
with no distress signal.

“This is a tragic day in what has already
been a tragie year for Malay: Mr, Najib
told reporters in a televised statement from
Kuala Lumpuar, “If it transpires that the
plane was indeed shot down, we insist that
the perpetrators must swiftly be brought to
justice.”

Mr, Najib said he had spoken with the lead-
ers of Ukraine and the Netherlands, who
promised their cooperation. He also said that
he had spoken with President Obama, and
that “he and I both agreed that the mvesv
tigation must not be hindered in any way.
The remark seemed to point to concerns
about evidence tampering at the crash site,
which is in an area controlled by pro-Russia

By

car-

Obama. and Mr. Putin also spoke about
the disaster and the broader Ukraine crisis
‘White House officials sald. and My, Putin ex-
pressed his condolences. But in a statement
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quoted by Russia’s RIA Novosti news ageney.
Mr. Putin said, ““This tragedy would not
have happened if there was peace in the
country, if military operations had not re-
sumed in the southeast of Ukraine,”

The United Nations Security Couneil
scheduled a meeting on the Ukraine erisis
for Friday morning

Adding to UKkrainian and Western sus-
picions that pro-Russia separatists were cul-
pable, Ukraine’s intelligence the
State Security Service, known as the S B.U.,
released audio from what it said were inter-
cepted phone calls between separatist rebels
and Ri an military intelligence officers on
Thursday. Tn the audio, the separvatists ap-
peared to acknowledge shooting down a ci-
vilian plane,

The Ukrainian Foreign Ministry sent re-
porters a link to the edited audio of the
calls, with English subtitles, posted on
YouTube by the 8.B,

According to a translation of the Russian
audio by the English-language Kyiv Post,
the recording begins with a separatist com-
mander, identified as Igor Bezler, telling a
Russian military intelligence official, “We
have just shot down & plane.”

In another call, & man who seems to be at
the scene of the crash says that a group of
Cossack militiamen shot down the plane. He
adds that it was a passenger jet and that the
debris contains no sign of military equip-
ment. Asked if there are any weapons, he
says: “Absolutely nothing. Civilian items,
medical equipment, towels, toilet paper.”

Asked if there are any documents among
the debris, the man says, “Yes, of one Indo-
nesian student.”

Myroslava Petsa, a Ukrainian journalist in
Kiev, said that the people in the audio
sounded shocked by what they had found in
the wreckage.

By Thursday night, American intelligence
analysts were increa ly focused on & the-
ory that rebels had used a Russian-made SA-
11 surface-to-air missile system to shoot
down the aireraft and operated on their own
fire-control radar, outside the checks and
balances of the national Ukrainian air-de-
fense network.

“Everything we have, and it is not much,

SBYS sepam sts,” & senior Pentagon official
said. “That &znd there's still a Jot of eonjec-
ture,””

Russian troops, who have been deployed
along the border with eastern Ukraine, have
similar SA-11 systems, as well as larger
weapons known as SA-20s, Pentagon officials
said.

Petro O. Poroshenko, Ukraine's president,
said he had called the Dutch prime min:
Mark Rutte, to express his condolences and
to invite Duteh experts to assist in the in-
vestigation. “I would like to note that we
are calling this not an incident, not & catas-
trophe, but a terrorist act,” Mr. Poroshenko
said.

Reporters arriving ab the scene near the
town of Grabovo described dozens of lifeless
bodies strewn about, many intact, in a field
dotted with purple flowers, and remnants of
the plane scatbtered across a road lined with
fire engines and emergency vehicles, It fell
down in pieces,” one rescue worker said as
tents were set up to gather the dead, The
carcass of the plane was still smoldering, and
rescus workers moved through the dark field
with flashlights.

For months, eastern Ukraine has been the
scene of a violent pro-Russia separatist up-
rising. Rebels have claimed responsibility for
attacking a Ukrainian military jet as it
landed in the city of Lubansk on June 14,
and for felling an AN-26 transport plane on
Monday and an SU-25 fighter jet on Wednes-
day. But this would be the first commercial
airline disaster to result from the hostilities,
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Despite the turmoil, the commercial air-
space over eastern Ukraine is heavily traf-
ficked and has remained open. Questions are
likely to be raised in the coming days about
why the tratfic line, which is controlled by
Ukraine and Russia, was not closed earlier,

With the news of the crash on Thursday,
Tkraine declared the eastern part of the
country a no-fly zone. American and BEuro-
pean carriers rerouted their flights, and
Aeroflot, Russia's national carrier, an-
nounced that it had suspended all flights to
Ukraine for at least three days. The con-
spicuous exception was Aeroflot flights to
Crimes, the southern peninsula that Russia
annexed in March, a pivotal point in the
Ukraine crisis.

1t was unclear late Thursday whether any
Amertcans had been aboard the flight. Rus-
sla’s Interfax news agency said there had
been no Russians aboard.

In Amsterdam, a Malaysia Airlines offi-
cial, Huib Corter, said the plane had carried
104 Dutch passengers; 45 Malaysians, includ-

; the 1 and 27 Australians, 12 Indo-
nestans, nine Britons, four Belgians, four
Germans, three Filipinos and one Canadian,
The rest of the passengers had not been iden-
tified.

Prof. David Cooper, director of the Kirby
Institute at the University of New South

Vales in Sydney, Australia, said that a
prominent AIDS researcher traveling to the
20th International AIDS conference in Mel-
hourne was among those on the flight.

Professor Cooper, who was heading to the
conference from Sydney. said he was un-
aware how many other passengers were also
on their way to the conference, which is
schedaled to start on Sunday.

Andrei Purgin, deputy prime minister of
the Donetsk People’s Republic, an insargent
group in eastern Ukraine, denied in a tele-
phone interview that the rebels had anything
to do with the crash. He said that they had
shot down Ukrainian planes before but that
their antiaireraft weapons could reach only
to around 4,000 meters, far below the cruising
:1 of passenger jets,

We don't have the technical ability to hit
a plane at that height,”” Mr, Purgin said.

Mr. Purgin did not rule out the possibility
that Ukrainian forces themselves had shot
down the plane. “Remember the Black Sea
plane disaster,” he said, referring to the 2001
crash of a Siberia Airlines passenger jed,
bound for Novosibirsk from Tel Aviv, that
the Ukrainians shot down by accident during
a military training exercise.

In comments broadeast on Ukrvainian tele-
vision, Vitali Kl ko, the mayor of Kiev,
said the crash llustrated the threat to peace
in Kurope posed by the fighting in eastern
Ukraine. “This is not just a local conflict in
Donetsk and Luhansk, but a full- le war in
the center of Hurope,” he said, “I'm certain
the international community this time will
pay attention and understand.”

[From Defense One]
IN UKRAINE, THE US TRAINS AN ARMY TN THE
WEST To FIGHT IN THE BasT
(By RBen Watson, News Editor)

For more than two years, the U8, mili-
tary’s contingent of 300 or so soldiers have
been quietly helping train an enormous al-
led military in western Ukraine. Meanwhile,
Russian-backed separatists appear to be
keeping pace some 800 miles to the east,
showcasing entire parking lots full of new
tanks and artillery just a 15-minute drive
from the front lines.

“Every 55 days we have 2
come in and we train them,
National Guard Capt. Kayla Chr
spokesperson for the Joint Multinational
Training Group-Ukraine, at Yavoriv Combat

new battalion
AR
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Training Center in western Ukraine, “And at
the end of that 55-day period, we'll do a field
training exevcise with that battalion.” The
U.8. and partnered armies have trained
seven battalions in the past roughly two
vears or so,

That’s what she calls the “main line of e~
fort that you tend to see most of the time in

Building a host-nation’s military. the U.S,
has learned painfully in the 21st century, has
rarely been a good news story. And Ukraine's
confliet has largely taken a backseat to the
sequel to one of those stories: the war on

ISIS, in which eight Americans have lost
their lives fighting since 2014. In the same
period, raine is believed to have lost near-

1y 4,000 soldiers to Russian-backed separat-
ists.

Since Crimea was annexed in 2014, the U.8,
and partner militaries have helped grow
Ukraine's forces from just over 100,000 troops
to nearly 250,000 today. Just since January,
Capt. Christopher’s unit of 250 soldiers has
added another 3,000 or so Ukrainian soldiers
to Kiev’s ranks,

“But that's not the real end state,” she
said, “Hssentially, what we're trying to do is
get them to the point where they are run-
ning their own combat training center,” like
the T.8. Army’s National Training Center at
Fort Irwin, Calif., or the Joint Readiness
Training Center at Fort Polk, Louisiana.

In other words, their task is to build an
army’s entive training infrastructure almost
from the ground up—a tall order following
decades of not-so-casual corruption that has
plagned Ukraine’s and many post-Soviet
countries’ militaries across eastern Burope.

“Our overall goal is essentially to help the
Lkmmmn military become NATO-interoper-
able,” Christopher said. “So the more they
have an opportunity to work with different
countries—not just the T.8., but all their
Slavic neighbors, and all the ()ther Western
Europoan sountries that come’ and train or

8 aine's military.
Poland, Estonia, Lithuania,
Canada, and the UK. The U.8. has also sent
a variety of non-lethal military help to
Ukraine-equipment like Humvees, medical
supplies, bulletproof vests, and radars to
wack the hundreds of artillery shells that
have fallen on the eastern Donetsk and
Lathansk regions. Maybe Javelin anti-tank
missiles, Defense Secretary Mattis said in
t. But Christopher’s unit is far from

ghting. Their mission is “fraining the
 and  in particular, adding to

Ukraine's NCO corps--the stern disciplinar-
ians who help ensure that units are fit and
ready for combat.

TERRORISM [N THE BAST

For Ukraine’s new soldiers, combat means
fighting terrorists--at least according to the
U.S, military’s way of looking at things,

“They're called anti-terrorism operations
rather than something else because of the
issne with the Russian-backed separatists.’
said Capt. Christopher. “So they’re not real-
ly Ru@axam vou know. They're essentially
terrorists.

So the U.8. calls castern Ukraine’s most
troubled regions an Anti Terror Oper-
ation zone, or ATO, where those Russian-
backed forces have attacked and counter-
attacked Ukraine's soldiers and civilians.
(See, for example, this interactive day-by-
day map of alleged shelling by Ukrainian
government and separatist forces.)

In just the first twe days of this month,
TN monitors recorded dozens of violations to
the Minsk II ceaseflire, an agreement reached
in February 2015 between Russia, Ukraine,
France and Germany. The deal never really
stuck, It called for all heavy weapons—
tanks, rocket launchers and artillery-—to be
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pulled away from the front lines and Kept in
monitored storage. By that time, maore than
5,400 civilians had already been killed in the
%htixx In the months alfter Minsk II was
sign ¢ death toll barely slowed.

’I‘hc "UN calls these statistics “a conserv-
ative estimate based on available data,” and
inevitably incomplete '“due to zaps in cov-
erage of certain geographic areas and time
periods.” Military casualties, especially in-
juries, have been particularly underreported,
the UN says.

Most of the civilians killed in the fighting
were killed by tanks and artillery, 55 per-
cent; followed by IEDs, 36 percent; and small
arms fire, 9 percent. For months it puzzled
observers how allegedly local separabists
could have obtained so much heavy weap-
onry. even factoring in Ukraine's legacy as a
sort of junkyard of old Soviet weapons fac-
tories. The appearance of more adv mwd
equipmen rOnes rmored ve
example ealed Russia's hand in L raine
as early as January 2015, although President
Viedimir Putin didn't admit Russia’s vole
until that December, Since then, their ad-
vanced equipment has only grown more so-
phisticated and deadly for Ukraine's front-
line soldiers,

International ceasefire monitors aren’t
having an easy go of their job in 2017, either,
During the first six months, they were ve-
stricted from or intimidated through armed
confrontation (see photo below) inside re-
gions mandated by the Minsk agresment no
fewer than 480 times. More than 75 percent of
those ocenrred in separatist-held areas,

A WORLD AWAY

U.S. troops are largely kept away from the
conflict. That is by design; the U.8, and the
international community have %mmg]ed
with the appropriate response to Russia’s in-
vasion of Ukraine and annexation of Crimea.

Speaking alongside Ukrainian Prime Min-
ister Petro Poroshenko in August, U.S. De-
fense Secretary James Mattis said, “We do
not, d we will not, accept Ru s seizure
of Crimea and despite Russia’s denials, we
know they are seeking to redraw inter-
national borders by force, undermining the
sovereign and free nations of Burope,'

So far, sanctions have been the U,S, and its
Huropean allies’ preferred response. hitting
Russia’s major banks and energy companies.
But President Trump has indicated that he
feels sanctions may not be in the best inter-
est of the U.8. In August, he complained
about a new ronnd of sanctions passed by
Congress, calling 1t “seriously flawed.” But
the measure reached the Oval Office with a
veto-proof majority. and so he grudgingly
signed it into law.

But that is a world away from the U.S.
Army in Yavoriv, and even the fighting on
the other side of Ukraine feels remote, Ch
topher said. “It's actually pretty remarkable
how little you feel the effect of the conflict
on the western side of Ukraine. It's almost
as if nothing is happening,” she said, “And if
1 didn't work directly with soldiers every
day, I don’t think you would really know. [
mean, we see it on the news every day, and
1 work with soldiers every day. So we know
about it. But you go out into Lviv, or any of
the other big cities around this area and you
really don't feel the effects of there being
war here,”

Except, perhaps, for the U.S. and NATOQ
soldiers who for months have had their
phones and social media accounts breached
by what appear to have been Russian hack-
ers. On top of that, Moscow has spent the
past few months ferrying troops around its
border with Ukraine and into Belarus for ex-
tended exercises that run from the Barents
Sea to the Mediterranesan.

S0 Russia is hardly backing down from a
tense region. And apparently, neither is the

Tramp administration’s
approach in Ukraine is not ter-
different from the Obama administra-

“The U.8. will continue to press Russia to
honor its Minsk commitments and our sanc-
tions will remain in place until Moscow ve-
verses the actions that triggered them,” said
s in August during the visit with
Ukraine's Poroshenko.

For its part, Moscow’s latest move has
been not to reverse annexation of Crimea,
but rather to fence off some 30 miles of land

sel . One Russian law-
maker even said in May that Moscow would
use nuclear weapons if the U.8. or NATO
tried to enter Crime:

Which would sug that the U,
quiet mission in Ukraine may
for many. many months to come.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield 142 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. MITCHELL).

Mr. MITCHELL. Madam Speaker,
today, the House of Representatives
votes on two Articles of Impeachment
for President Tramp.

Members, and all Americans, must
recognize that impeachment was in-
tended to be a safety wvalve, rarely
used, only when a President acis in
such an immoral and blatantly unlaw-
ful manner as to threaten the very
basis of our Republic.

As we cast votes on these articles,
the future tone of this House and poli-
tics in this Nation must be carefully
considered. The issue is not whether we
agree with or like the President’s rhet-
oric, political tactics, use of Twitter,
policy choices, or his political rallies.
One of our Founders, Alexander Ham-
ilton, warned of the risks of impeach-
ment becoming a solely partisan act in
the Federalist Papers.

This impeachment inquiry and these
articles clearly do not heed that warn-
ing. These proceedings are weaponizing
impeachment, making it another elec-
tion tool.

1 have caretully examined the evi-
dence presented throughout the in-
quiry and, contrary to some, consid-
ered our history, our founding docu-
ments, and our future. It is clear,
President Trump's actions, as de-
scribed in these articles, do not con-
stitnte treason, bribery, or high crimes
and misdemeanors. You simply don't
like him.

1 will be voting “ne” on these arti-
cles and will hope, someday, we return
to serving the needs of the American
people.

8. Army's
o quietly on
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Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, 1
vield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. RICHMOND).

Mr. RICHMOND. Madam Speaker,
President Trump. on January 20, 2017,
raised his hand and swore to preserve,
protect, and defend the Constitution.
Now we must preserve, protect, and de-
fend the Constitution from him.

Madam Speaker, I rise today. not to
disparage and embarrass the President
of the United States, but to defend our
precious democracy.

I speak today, not because I hate this
President, but because I love this body.
the people’s House.
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I have heard Republicans say: Why
are we rushing to judgment? This is
not a rush to judgment; it is a rush to
justice, and we must not delay.

Corruption is corrosive; it eats away
like acid. The longer we wait, the more
time we allow for this President to do
irreparable harm to our country and
our democracy.

Just last week, Rudy Giuliani was
back at it in Ukraine. So please don’t
tell us to wait, because the corruption
continues.

There is a famous quote that says:
Politicians worry about the next elec-
tion; statesmen worry about the next
generation. Today calls upon us to be
statesmen and stateswomen—Demo-
crat, Republican, and Independent. Our
election is under attack from within.

8o, to my Republican colleagues,
many of whom spent a lifetime trying
to build a reputation of honesty and
courage, I beg you: Don’t throw that
away for President Trump. He doesn't
deserve it, nor will he appreciafe it
past the next tweet or next week.

My fear and my prediction is that his
actions will continue,

Madam Speaker, Donald Trump re-
cently said: I can do anything I want.
He also bragged that he could shoot
someone on Fifth Avenue and get away
with it. Well, he is shooting holes in
our Constitution on Pennsylvania Ave-
nue, and our House, the people’s House,
must defend the Constitution from a
domestic enemy to the rule of law:
Donald Trump.

Because I don't want generations to
come to blame me for letting our de-
mocracy die, I, therefore, rise in favor
of impeaching Donald Tramp.

Mr. COLLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield 1% minutes to the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. LURTKE-
MEYER).

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Spealk-
er, I rise today in strong opposition to
this political charade that has tor-
mented our country for nearly 3 years.

If there was ever any doubt that this
entire illegitimate investigation is 100
percent politically motivated, earlier
this month, Speaker PELOSI actually
admitted the impeachment process
began 23 years ago.

Let me say that again. The Speaker
of the House said publicly that the
Democrats have been trying to remove
our President from office since the day
he got elected, simply because it was
not the outcome they wanted.

Another of my Democrat colleagues
publicly admitted, in May, that the
driving force behind their actions was:
“If we don't impeach the President, he
will get reelected.”

This wasn't an investigation, Madam
Speaker; this was a political crusade.
In order fo arrive at their Stalinistic,
predetermined conclusion, House
Democrats spent the last several
months staging well-rehearsed hear-
ings where the charges were drawn up
by their own focus groups; Democrat
donors served as witnesses; and Demo-
crat staff served as judge and jury.
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Even with the odds so blatantly
stacked against the President, Demo-
crats still came up with absolutely
nothing.

A while ago, the Speaker spoke of the
Pledge of Allegiance. The last phrase of
the pledge is “justice for all.”

Justice was not something afforded
the President during the investigation.
He was denied due proce: something
the Supreme Court said should be af-
forded in all congressional investiga-
tions. That makes this process illegal
and illegitimate.

What a shame. What a sham.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
vield 2 minutes to the gentiewoman
from Texas (Ms. GARCIA).

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, I didn’t come to Congress to im-
peach the President—even when he sep-
arated babies from their parents at the
border, even when he took money from
our troops to build his wall.

No, I didn’t call for impeachment be-
cause I am here to make a difference in
the lives of my constituents. Yet, here
we are in the middie of a constitutional
erisis.

As a former judge, I took my respon-
sibility seriously to weigh the evidence
and determine if the President’s ac-
tions were impeachable. Unfortunately,
the evidence in the Intelligence and
Judiciary reports leaves us with no
choice but to impeach the President.

80 I stand on my oath that I have
sworn to the Constitution and to the
American people, and, today. I urge my
colleagues to stand by their oaths, too.

The Framers of the Constitution in-
cluded impeachment as a safeguard
against a corrnpt President whose mis-
conduct could destroy the very founda-
tions of our country.

Donald J. Trump abused his power
when he obstructed Congress and or-
dered government officials not fo ap-
pear before us.

Donald J. Trump corrupted our elec-
tion when he asked a foreign govern-
ment to interfere for his personal and
political gain.

Today, sadly, I ask my colleagues:
Will you put your party over our coun-
try, or will you help save our democ-
racy and vote “yes” on the Articles of
Impeachment before you? I urge you to
vote “yes.’’

Mr. COLLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I do have an inguiry as to the
time remaining for both sides.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia has 2 hours and
223 minutes remaining. The gentleman
from New York has 2 hours and 27%
minutes remaining.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield 14 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING).

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, T
thank the gentleman for yielding.

I start out, first, that this is the larg-
est, most massive coverup of such a list
of crimes against our country, and to
go so far as to bring impeachment
hearings to try to cover all of this up.

I would take you back to October of
2015, when Barack Obama said Hillary
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Clinton would never intend to jeop-
ardize our national security. Again, the
following April, the next month, Peter
Strzok wrote the statement that was
delivered by James Comey: They have
spent Democrat money and Hillary
Clinton money in Russia to pick up
dirt on Donald Tramp.

And then Joe Biden goes to Ukraine
and makes the statement: Here is a bil-
lion dollars, but you must do what I
told you to do.

You are accusing Donald Tramp of
doing that which Joe Biden has con-
fessed to doing.

And, by the way, Joe Biden was not
the opponent of Donald Trump. He isin
a 21-way primary, and he is rooning
third in that race. His opponents are
the other 20 Democrats. How would
anybody dig into that mess of 21 people
and decide he is going to go overseas
and pull some maneuver like this?

You have to assign him a motive.
You assign him a motive, then you cre-
ate the dots, then you go dot to dotb.

But the reality is that it was Biden
who was doing the extortion of the
power play in order to protect his own
son, and it was Donald Trump that was
following the law that said you have to
ensure that there is not corruption
here before this money is handed over.

Ry the way, there was a violent war
going on in Ukraine, and that is when
we sent blankets and MREs over there,
under Barack Obama.

But when I hear this from the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHENSON): He
doesn’t think he can win the election
fair and square, so he would cheat—and
Ihave heard that here on this floor.

No, it is the other way arcund. Demo-
crats’ number one proponent of im-
peachment is AL GREEN of Texas, and
he said those very same things: and
they brought this case November 9, the
day after Trump was elected.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
yvield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Pennsvivania (Ms. DEAN).

Ms. DEAN. Madam Speaker, words
matter. We have heard many words
over the course of these last weeks.
Still, what strikes me are the words
that are missing from my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle, a gaping
hole in this conversation, the words
they cannot or will not mounth, defend-
ing a President’s conduct, conduct that
threatens our constitutional order.

So, Madam Speaker, I ask: When is it
ever right for a President to coerce a
foreign power to interfere in our elec-
tions?

When is it ever right for a President
to intimidate a foreign leader into an-
nouncing false investigations into a po-
litical rival?

When is it ever right for that Presi-
dent to withhold congressionally ap-
propriated aid to that country at the
expense of its national security and our
very own?

And when is it ever right for a Presi-
dent to block a coequal branch of gov-
ernment from investigating  this
scheme to cheat an election?
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The answer, of course, is never, But
that word does not come trippingly
from the tongues of those who are
making the choice to stand behind a
man whose behavior is not worthy of
your tortured words.

By our vote today, we are speaking
to future Presidents and to future gen-
erations, We are declaring that we will
not tolerate foreign interference in our
Presidential  elections.  Americans
alons will determine the outcome.

And we will not permit a President
to order the complete defiance of a co-
equal branch of government.

In the end, regardless of the outcome
of this impeachment, the President’s
tenure will end, and this body and our
grandchildren will be left with what we
did here today.

Ours is a somber generational duty
about love of country and lifting our
Constitution to its gravest protections
but its highest aspirations.

Our democracy is a mabter of con-
science and, by voting to safeguard our
Constitution, mine is clear.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume,

As I have reminded many times, we
have followed a sham process that we
have had to deal with, and we have fol-
lowed the facts and won both.

I will remind that, if you want to
talk about elections, remember, it was
the Speaker of the House who said we
can’'t trust the voters; it is too dan-
gerous to leave 1t with the voters for
President Trump next year.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentlewoman from Arizona (Mrs.
LESKO).

Mrs., LESKO. Madam Speaker, as you
all know, I serve on both the Judiciary
Committee and Rules Committee, and T
have literally spent hours—hours—
poring over testimony, looking at doc-
uments, sitting in hearings.

And do you know the conclusion I got
from all of that? This impeachment is
a total joke and a total sham. And let
me tell you one of the reasons why I
think that.

All of those witnesses, the 17 wit-
nesses that the Democrats brought for-
ward, not one single one of them was
able to establish that President Trump
committed bribery, treason, high
crimes, or misdemeanors, which is re-
quired in the U.8. Constitution.

And, again, 17 out of 24 Democrat
Members on the Judiciary Committee
voted on this floor to move forward Ar-
ticles of Impeachment before the phone
call, and five out of nine Rules Com-
mittee Democrat Members did the
same thing.

So, if the main part of your impeach-
ment is the call, why did you vote for
impeachment prior to the call?

I also want to remind the American
public and others that, for 2 years,
ADAM SCHIFF claimed he had proof—
proof—that President Trump had
colluded with Russia. That turned out
to be false.

And then, overnight, it was obstruc-
tion of justice, then quid pro quo, then
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bribery, then extortion, and the list
goes on: vet, not one of those is listed
in the Articles of Impeachment.

To my Demaocrat colleagues, Madam
Speaker, I say: Please stop tearing the
country apart. Stop this sham.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
vield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

The gentlewoman is correct. Presi-
dent Trump's behavior is not new. He
has a pattern of engaging in mis-
conduct and then obstructing any in-
vestigation into his misconduct to
cover up his actions and hide the truth
from the American people.

Madam Speaker, 1 yield to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD) for the purpose of a unan-
imous consent request.

(Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend her remarks.)

Ms, ROYBAL-ALLARD. Madam
Speaker, 1 rise in support of today's
impeachment proceedings. I include
my statement in the RECORD.

Madam Speaker, today, the House of Rep-
resentatives wilf vote fo impeach the President
of the United States. In America's 243-year
history, he is only the third president to be im-
peached. The rarity of this process reminds us
impeachment is an extraordinary remedy and
should be taken only against a president if
their actions are simply beyond the pale,

When Congress learns a president may
have committed an impeachable act, it is
Congress’'s constitutional duty to investigate
whether the president's actions are impeach-
able. Our House did just that when we leamed
the president may have undermined the Con-
stitution in his dealings with the Ukrainian gov-
erament.

| disagree with President Trump on almost
every issue. | do not agree with the way he
runs his government. | do not agree with his
spending priorities. | do not agree with his
treatment of migrants seeking asylum in this
country. | believe he is temperamentally ili-
suited to his office, to put it mildly. But | have
had disagreements, of one kind or anocther,
with every president with whom | have served.
However, disagreements over policy, tone,
and style are simply not enough to justify im-
peaching a president.

The voters of our country placed incredible
trust in this president when they elected him.
He now holds the most powerful office in the
most powetful country in the world, the United
States of America. As president, he has a duty
to use that power to uphold the Constitution
and the rule of law. Sadly, this president has
violated that trust by soliciting and pressuring
a foreign nation to interfere in the 2020 U.S.
presidential election and by obstructing
Congress's impeachment investigation. His ac-
tions undermine our Constitution, our system
of govemment, and the rule of law.

Today, the House is considering two sepa-
rate arficles of impeachment. The first is that
the president abused his power and second,
that the obstructed Congress. Both of these
charges needed substantial evidence in order
to be proven, and the investigations of the
House Intelligence and Judiciary Committees
have given us that evidence.

Having reviewed that evidence, | will vote to
impeach the president, | take no partisan joy
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in doing so. No American should take joy in
the impeachment of a president. But as Mem-
bers of Congress, we took an oath io support
and defend the Constitution of the United
States. Today we are living up to that respon-
sibility. My impeachment vote is also a signal
o fulure presidents that they are not above
the law and will be held accountable if they
violate our Constitution. When our children
and grandchildren look back on this historic
time, | hope they will know we did not shy
away from our oath of office and that we
fought to protect our democracy and to pre-
serve our Constitution for them and for future
generations.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
LANGEVIN).

Mr. LANGEVIN. Madam Speaker, our
Nation was founded on certain prin-
ciples: that government should be of,
by, and for the people; that a system of
three coequal branches of government
would provide the checks and balances
necessary to ensure the people’s voices
are heard; and that no one is above the
law.

Today, sadly, we are voting to im-
peach President Donald John Trump
because he has fundamentally broken
his covenant with the American people.
In doing so, we are using the powers
the Founding Fathers enshrined in the
Constitution to address a President
who has violated his oath of office.

The evidence is clear and the facts
are not in guestion:

President Trump has consistently en-
gaged in a pattern of behavior incon-
sistent with the rule of law;

He has refused to take responsibility
for his actions;

He has undermined the checks and
balances we rely on by obstructing
Congress at every turn

And, most importantly. he has
abused his power by using his office to
solicit foreign interference in our elec-
tions, undermining the will of the peo-
ple.

So, on this sad day for our Nation, I
will do what the President has so often
failed to do: I will fulfill my oath to
support and defend the Constitution,
and I will vote in favor of impeach-
ment.

7 1400

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT).

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, today
is a sad day in our Nation’s history as
House Democrats are poised to ap-
prove, on a strictly party-line vote, Ar-
ticles of Impeachment based on what
constitutional scholar Jonathan
Turley called wafer-thin evidence. This
will set a dangerous precedent where
impeachment becomes the norm rather
than the exception.

That is not what our Founding Fa-
thers intended. They wanted impeach-
ment to be rare. They set a high bar for
impeachment: treason, bribery, high
crimes and misdemeanors.

Alleged abuse of power, the first arti-
cle, is not a high crime and mis-
demeanor. In fact, that is not even a
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crime. And since there is no concise
legal definition of abuse of power, the
majority party in the House can des-
ignate nearly any disagreement with
the President from now on an impeach-
able offense.

The second article, alleged obstruc-
tion of Congress, would produce a simi-
larly dangerous precedent. Asserting
executive privilege, a practice that
began with George Washington, is not
obstruction of Congress; rather, it is a
function of the essential checks and
balances contemplated under the Con-
stitution.

Here is what nearly every grade
school student in America knows but,
apparently, House Democrats do not: If
Congress disagrees with the President,
if they don't agree with the President,
take it to court. Let the third branch
of government decide. They are the
refs.

The House has never—I repeat,
never—approved either abuse of power
or obstruction of Congress as an Arti-
cle of Impeachment, but that is going
to change today.

Today, House Democrats are pur-
suing a wacky constitutional theory
under which all four Presidents on
Mount Rushmore could have been im-
peached. If all of this sounds absurd,
Madam Speaker, it is because it is ab-
surd. In fact, this whole process is ab-
surd and has been from the outset.

But here is what is pot absurd but,
rather, frightening: House Democrats,
today, are setting a dangerous prece-
dent under which no future President
will be immune from impeachment,
and that will forever negatively tar-
nish the history of this House.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, the
President’s conduct constituted the
highest of high crimes against our
country. An offense does not have to
violate a criminal statute to be im-
peachable. That was confirmed in
President Nixon’s case and again in
President Clinton’s. There is no higher
crime than for the President to use the
power of his office to corrupt our elsc-
tions.

Madam Speaker, I yvield 1 minute to
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
Poc:

Mr. POCAN. Madam Speaker, this
July, President Trump blocked $400
million in congressionally approved aid
that Ukraine desperately needed to de-
fend itself against Russia because he
needed Ukraine to do him a favor first.
He asked the President of Ukraine to
launch a public investigation into a po-
litical rival. Military aid and other
benefits would only come after.

But this is not about a single call or
a single transcript; this is about a per-
fect storm, months of activity directly
ordered by the President to his senior
Cabinet and political appointees, an or-
chestrated plan demanding a foreign
power interfere in cur democracy.

President Trump betrayved his oath of
office. He abused the power of his office
for personal and political gain and has
refused to cooperate with a coequal
branch of government.
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This is a vote for our Constitution,
setting the precedent for all future
Presidents, Democrat or Republican,

Donald Tramp must be held account-
able for his actions. Today, we send a
clear signal to this President and all
future Presidents: No one is above the
law.

Mr. COLILINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yvield 134 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MARSHALL).

Mr. MARSHALL. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today in opposition to the im-
peachment of the legitimately elected
President of the United States.

Encugh. Madam Speaker, for the love
of this country, enough. Enough of this
impeachment circus. Enough of these
sham witch hunts.

I am voting “no” becanse the Presi~
dent has done nothing wrong. The only
thing that President Trump is guilty of
is doing the things he said he would do;
and if my Democrat colleagues were
honest, they wounld tell us the only
thing President Trump is guilty of is
not being Hillary Clinton.

The only party guilty of obstruction,
abuse of power, or whatever focus
group terms they are using today is the
party on the other side of this aisle.
They are obstructing the will of the
Armerican people. They are obstructing
the very foundations of our country.

By politically weaponizing impeach-
ment, they have dangerously shattered
precedent and abused our Constitution.
They, alone, will bear this responsi-
bility.

Madam Speaker, they will fail, and it
is no wonder the American people don't
trast this body. It is past time to be
done with this circus and get to the
work that matters, like securing our
borders and passing trade deals.

I will vote ‘‘no” and encourage this
body to move on from this heart-
breaking, disgraceful day to things
that actually matter.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
vield 1 minute to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE).

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, the moment our Founders an-
ticipated in establishing the power of
impeachment has arrived.

The evidence is c¢lear: President
Trump abused his power by asking a
vulnerable foreign leader to investigate
both his political rival and a baseless
Russian conspiracy theory, while with-
holding congressionally appropriated
defense aid and a coveted White House
visit. He then blocked congressional in-
vestigation into these abuses

These abuses threaten the infegrity
of our elections, they corrupt our di-
plomacy, and they undermine national
security.

We sometimes regard constitutional
checks and balances as the indestruct-
ible underpinnings of our democracy.
In fact, they're not fixed. They're not
indestructible. The President has dem-~
onstrated this beyond all doubt.

It's up to the Congress, the first
branch of government, to apply the
remedy that the Constitution pre-
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scribes, because the threats to our de-
mocracy are real and present.

With this vote, we affirm that no
one, including the President, is above
the law,

Madam Speaker, impeachment was de-
signed by our framers as the ultimate constitu-
tional protection against presidential mis-
conduct, reserved, as North Carolina’s James
Iredell put it, for “acts of great injuty to the
community.” The impeachable acts the fram-
ers envisioned were not disputed policy posi-
tions, as disastrous as they might be, nor
flaws in character, as deep as those might be,
but acts that threaten the very foundation of
the country and Constitution we vowed fo pro-
tect.

In this moment, the future of our democracy
hangs in the balance.

The evidence is abundantly clear: President
Donald Trump abused his power by asking a
vulnerable foreign leader both to investigate
his political rival and to validate a baseless
conspiracy theory propagated by Russia, while
congressionally appropriated defense aid and
a coveted White House visit hung in the bal-
ance. He then blocked Congressional inves-
tigations into his abuses.

These abuses threaten the integrity of our
elections, corrupt our diplomacy, and under-
mine our national security. Underlying it alf is
the President’s often-expressed conviction that
his powers are constitutionally untimited.

We often regard constitutional “checks and
balances” as indestructible underpinnings of
our democracy. In fact, they are neither fixed
nor unbreakable. President Trump has dem-
onstrated this beyond ali doubt.

When constitutional boundarnies are broken,
it's we—living, breathing people within our in-
stitutions who must rise to defend our democ-
racy, It is this accountability that prevents
creeping authoritarianism and protects our
representative democracy, where no one, in-
cluding the President, is above the law.

It's up to the Congress, the first branch of
government, to apply the remedy that the
Constitution prescribes, because the threats to
our democracy are real and present. The eyes
of history are upon us.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield 132 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. COMER

Mr. COMER. Madam Speaker, since
the beginning of this impeachment in-
quiry, it has been extremely troubling
to see the partisan, divisive way in
which Democrats have carried out this
entire process.

I guess we shouldn’t be surprised,
though. They promised they would un-
seat this President since the day he
took his oath of office. From the start,
this has been a baseless attempt to
unde the will of 63 million Americans
who voted for President Trump.

I can tell you the people I represent
in Kentucky, the very people who
voted for this President fto enact
change and fight for this country, are
appalled at the charade they have seen
in the House in recent months. They
are appalled at the actions from House
Democrats who have failed to even
come close to proving their case.

1 hope all of my congressional col-
leagues carefully consider the prece-
dent they are setting by voting in favor
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of this sham process and these illegit-
imate Articles of Impeachment. These
articles were written and built on a re-
port that was drafted with biased pre-
sumptions, cherry-picked witnesses,
and vastly disputed facts.

The President did not commit any
impeachable offense, and it is clear for
all of us to see through the now very
well-known transcript. This rigged
process sets a concerning precedent for
impeachable offenses moving forward,
and I wholeheartedly oppose these
baseless Articles of Impeachment.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I
vield 1 minute to the gentleman from
California (Mr. PETERS).

Mr. PETERS. Madam Speaker, many
have lamented that this effort is not
bipartisan, but that is on my Repub-
lican colleagues.

Republicans have not sought the
truth. They have sought to avoid the
truth. They have demeaned and in-
sulted witnesses, patriots, warriors,
and career diplomats who have pro-
vided evidence against the President.

No House Republican has joined us to
demand the documents and witnesses
that President Trump has refused to
produce.

And Senate Republican leaders, this
week, have announced that President
Trump, himself, can set the rules of his
trial and there will be no fact wit-
nesses,

Republicans refuse to seek the truth
and condemn the abuse of power or to
work with us to prevent this ongoing
behavior in the future, and that is the
tragedy of today’s events.

In our Nation’s history, thousands of
Americans have gone into battle with-
out reservation to fight for our Repub-
lic as they still do today. Many have
been gravely injured, and some have
made the ultimate sacrifice. But today,
in confrast, for fear of losing an elec-
tion, my colleagues will not speak up
for the rule of law or against Presi-
dential abuse of power. Voters may
give them a pass, but history will judge
them harshly.

I will vote for the Articles of Im-
peachment.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I vield 1%2 minntes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr.
LOUDERMILK).

Mr. LOUDERMILK. Madam Speaker,
I thank my colleague and friend from
Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) for yielding.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in oppo-
sition not only to these Articles of Im-
peachment, but in strong opposition to
the process that has brought us to this
point.

Our Constitution and Bill of Rights
are all about process. Our Founders
knew that a government without con-
straints could accuse anvone of any
crime at any fime, even without com-
pelling evidence. That is why the Fifth
and the Fourteenth Amendment have
established a bedrock principle of inno-
cent until proven guilty beyond a rea-
sonable doubt.

But on November 14, Speaker PELOSI
informed the press that the President
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should prove his innocence when she
stated: Mr. President, if you have any-
thing that shows your innocence, then
you should make that known.

The Constitution also guarantees
that the accused can call withesses to
tostify on their behalf, but the Repub-
licans and the President were contin-
ually denied that right throughout this
process.

The Sixth Amendment guarantees
the right of the defendant to face their
accuser, but not only have the Demo-
crats prohibited Republicans and the
President from questioning the so-
called whistleblower, his identity has
heen kept secret.

Before Members take this historic
vote today, one week before Christmas,
I want Members to keep this in mind:
When Jesus was falsely accused of trea-
son, Pontius Pilate gave Jesus the op-
portunity to face his accusers. During
that sham trial, Pontins Pilate af-
forded more rights to Jesus than the
Democrats have afforded this President
in this process.

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, the
President was given the opportunity to
come and testify before the Judiciary
Committee, to send his counsel, to
question witnesses. He declined to do
50.

Madam Speaker, T yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KIL-
DEE).

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, this is
a sad day for our country and for our
democracy. The President has abused
the powers of his office, betrayed the
public trust, and undermined Amer-
ica’s national security by pressuring a
foreign government to interfere in our
elections for his own political gain.

In this moment in our history. the
Constitution is clear: The remedy for
such misconduct by a President is im-
peachment,

I didn’t come here to Congress to im-
peach a President of the United States,
but, sadly, the President’s misconduct
leaves us no choice but to follow the
Constitution.

I have two grandchildren. My grand-
daughter, Caitlin, is 8, and my grand-
son, Colin, is 4. Some day a long time
from now, they will ask me about this
day. They will ask about the time a
President put himself above the law,
and they will want to know what I did
to stop him. And I will have an answer
for them.

Today, I vote to uphold the Constitu-
tion. I will vote to impeach Donald
Trump.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, it is interesting that the
Presiden