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AFTON

G reg Ward started work-
ing with trucks and
helping his dad with

mud bog competitions when
he was a child.

About four years ago, he
decided to start competing
with D-Ranged Mud Racing, a
racing organization.

“It’s something that I
guess is in your blood,” said
Ward, a Beaverdam, Virginia,
resident. “My team is three
generations. It’s just a family
atmosphere that we hold in
the sport. My dad, myself, my
son and basically all of our

kids are involved in the sport
to a degree. It’s dirty, family
fun I guess.”

Ward was with his family,
girlfriend Latosha Hudson, of
Richmond, and at least
100 other people Saturday
during the Rockfish Valley
Volunteer Fire Department
“Pit of Dreams” Mud Bog in
Afton, which benefits veter-
ans organizations.

A mud bog is a competi-
tion between various types of
vehicles, such as big trucks,
that drive through a large
mud pit while drivers avoid
becoming stuck. The compe-
tition includes various classes

“It’s just a family atmosphere that we hold in the sport. My dad, myself, my son and basically
all of our kids are involved in the sport to a degree. It’s dirty, family fun I guess.” — Greg Ward

PHOTOS BY TAYLOR IRBY/THE NEWS & ADVANCE

A crowd gathers around the mud pit at the “Pit of Dreams” Mud Bog at Rockfish Valley Volunteer Fire and Rescue in Afton on Saturday. At least 100 people braved high tempera-
tures as they watched trucks fly by in a 275-foot mud pit. Drivers competed for the fastest time.

Ben Roper, of Roanoke, driver of the truck called “Narrow Minded,” hoses his vehicle down after his run
at the “Pit of Dreams” Mud Bog at Rockfish Valley Volunteer Fire and Rescue.

Mud Bog in Afton raises funds
for injured, disabled veterans

A MUDDY GOOD TIME

By Liz Ramos
eramos@newsadvance.com

Students at both E.C. Glass
and Heritage high schools will
have access to a food pan-
try on campus when the new
school year starts next month.

As part of Park View Com-
munity Mission’s Food for
Thought program, the non-
profit has decided not only

to provide bags of food for
students to take home on the
weekends, but also to have a
food pantry at each school.

Food for Thought is a back-
pack feeding program that
started last fall and helps
Lynchburg City Schools stu-
dents, particularly in the mid-
dle and high schools, on the
weekends.

Earl Larkins, Park View
spokesperson, said from Oc-
tober to May, the nonprofit
delivered almost 12,000 bags
to Lynchburg public schools

Food pantries coming
to E.C. Glass, Heritage

By Sarah Honosky
shonosky@newsadvance.com

Abby May graduated from the
communications program at
University of Lynchburg as part
of the Class of 2019.

Ten years ago, that degree
might have been enough. But in
an increasingly competitive job
market, graduates need more
than a bachelor’s degree to keep
their head above water. Intern-
ships have become a crucial
component of the college experi-
ence, providing professional ex-
perience and hirability with low

cost to the employer.
While seeking more experience

outside of the classroom, last
summer May stumbled across
the Meals on Wheels of Greater
Lynchburg internship.

May said it was a “perfect fit.”
It gave May hands-on skills she

could put on her resume: writ-
ing press releases, running social
media accounts and working in a
professional environment.

“It was one of the best experi-
ences I had in college,” May said.
“Nonprofits are so thankful, es-
pecially in a smaller town like
Lynchburg. The one thing that

they need is our help.”
Lynchburg is rich with non-

profits — about 500 are regis-
tered and active in the Lynchburg
area — and the numbers are on
the rise.

According to those involved
with the organizations, the large
pool of college students available
to intern is a contributing factor.

“I believe having the resource
of college students is an asset
to the community and our local
nonprofits,” said Kris Shabestar,
executive director of Meals on

College interns, area nonprofits
create symbiotic relationships

Students will be able
to pick up items at
start of school year
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By Alexandra Jaffe,
Hunter Woodall
and Michelle L. Price
The Associated Press

WATERLOO, Iowa

J
ake Poorman is
exhausted. He’s
been trying to get
every Democratic

presidential candidate to
sign a baseball, a souvenir
of the wildest Democratic
primary he’s seen in his
60 years as an Iowan. He’s
gathered so many signa-
tures — 16 — he had to get
another ball.

That, coupled with the
constant controversies out
of Washington, has him a
bit burnt out on politics.

“It’s a lot of work,” he be-
moaned. “There’s starting
to be a bit of fatigue.”

Iowans treasure the na-

tional attention that shines
on them every four years
when presidential candi-
dates descend on the state,
whose caucuses mark the
beginning of an election
year. But as virtually every
Democratic contender
swings through Iowa this
weekend to participate in
the famed state fair, even
some die-hard Democratic
activists are getting rest-
less.

They’re worried the his-
torically massive field isn’t
shrinking fast enough and
the debate stages — plural
— are too crowded.

The concern isn’t limited
to Iowa. Recent interviews
with dozens of Democrats
in other early-voting states
registered a fresh anxiety
among the most diligent
deciders: If Democrats

don’t start to figure things
out soon, they could give
President Donald Trump
the upper hand.

“I think that watch-
ing the infighting could
have Trump win again,”
said Duane Campbell, a
29-year-old custodian in
Las Vegas. “That’s what
he wants. He wants us to
infight.”

Beth Doney, a 62-year-
old retired librarian in Las
Vegas, said she too is wor-
ried the hits Democrats
are taking at each other
could leave the president
better-positioned to win
reelection.

“I’m just concerned that
among Democrats, we’re
not yet able to rally around
a smaller group of people
and really focus on beating
Trump, which I think is the

number one issue of the
election,” Doney said.

A crowded primary field
can be a good omen for a
party, forcing candidates
to endure bloody fights
that can prepare them
for the general election.
In 2016, 17 Republicans
battled for the Republican
nomination before Trump
took on Hillary Clinton,
who faced just one serious
Democratic challenger.

National polls suggest
Democrats are enthusi-
astic about the array of
candidates. But there are
plenty of jitters, too.

In a June AP/NORC
poll, 79% of Democratic
voters said they were very
interested in the 2020
election. But 59% also said
they were anxious about it.
Half of Democratic voters

in that survey said they
were frustrated with the
campaign, while 31% said
they were excited.

And the interviews cap-
ture the pit-of-stomach-
worry for a party that is
desperate to oust Trump:
With so much at stake, is it
possible to have too much
of a good thing? Might this
epic primary be a distrac-
tion from the main event?

In Iowa, Kim Sleezer, a
48-year-old middle school
teacher, said that’s her
main concern.

“I feel like the longer
we’re watering things
down, the less time we
have to kind of get every-
thing together and fight
the bigger fight that we
have against Trump,” she
said.

In New Hampshire,

77-year-old Claire Karib-
ian worried it would be
tough to pick the best
candidate given so many
choices.

“I wish there was less,”
she said. “Because if there
was less, they would be
better financed and they
would have a better han-
dle on getting the best.”

Stiffer requirements to
qualify for the September
debate could force some
candidates out of the race
in the coming weeks.

But those most at risk of
being cut aren’t rushing for
the exits. Former Colorado
Gov. John Hickenlooper
and Montana Gov. Steve
Bullock are so far resist-
ing entreaties to abandon
their low-polling White
House bids to instead run
for the Senate.

By Lisa Mascaro
The Associated Press

WASHINGTON — It’s not quite
“Trump-McConnell 2020,” but it
might as well be.

As he runs for reelection, Senate
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell
is positioning himself as the presi-
dent’s wingman, his trusted right
hand in Congress, transformed
from a behind-the-scenes player
into a prominent if sometimes re-
viled Republican like none other
besides Donald Trump himself.

“In Washington, President
Trump and I are making America
great again!” he declared at a rally
in Kentucky, his voice rising over
protesters.

Other than Democrat Nancy
Pelosi — and more recently Alex-
andria Ocasio-Cortez — no cur-

rent politician so quickly has be-
come such a high-profile object
of partisan scorn. McConnell was
heckled last weekend at his home
state’s annual “Fancy Farm” po-
litical picnic, and protesters out-
side his Louisville house hurled
so many profanities that Twitter
temporarily shut down his ac-
count for posting video of them
online.

Undaunted, he revels in the
nickname he’s given himself —
the “Grim Reaper,” bragging that
he’s burying the House Demo-
crats’ agenda — though he seems
stung by one lobbed by oppo-
nents, “Moscow Mitch.”

But the Democrats’ agenda in-
cludes gun legislation to require
background checks that Trump
now wants to consider, forcing
McConnell to adjust his earlier

refusal to do so. The Senate leader
has been here before, pushing
ahead with a Trump priority that’s
unpopular with most Republi-
cans. But this will test both his re-
lationship with the president and
his grip on the GOP majority.

All while he’s campaigning to
keep his job.

McConnell is even more de-
pendent on Trump’s popularity
in Kentucky than on his own, a
different political landscape from
the one he faced in 2014, before
the president took the White
House.

“They need each other,” said
Scott Jennings, a longtime adviser
to McConnell.

The new McConnell strategy
shows just how far Trump has
transformed the GOP, turning
a banker’s-collar-and-cufflinks

conservative into a “Fake News!”
shouting senator.

Theirs was not an easy alliance
in Trump’s first year, and they
went a long stretch without talk-
ing to each other. But two years
on, McConnell has proven a loyal
implementer of the president’s
initiatives, and Trump no longer
assails the senator on Twitter.

Perhaps no issue has drawn the
unlikely partners together more
than the current reckoning over
national gun violence. Republi-
cans, long allied with the National
Rifle Association, have resisted
stricter laws on firearm and am-
munition sales. But the frequency
of mass shootings and the grave
toll are intensifying pressure to
act.

Trump on Friday revived his
interest in having Congress take

a look at expanding federal back-
ground checks and other gun
safety laws long pushed by Dem-
ocrats, insisting he will be able to
get Republicans on board. Mc-
Connell, in a shift, said he’s now
willing to consider those ideas
“front and center” when Congress
returns in the fall.

Said Trump, “I think I have a
greater influence now over the
Senate.”

But McConnell doesn’t call him-
self the Grim Reaper for nothing.
He is well known on Capitol Hill
for his legislative blocking skills,
having stopped much of the
Obama administration’s agenda
when he first became Senate lead-
er and more recently halting bills
coming from the Democratic-
controlled House, including one
to expand background checks.

McConnell setting himself up as Trump’s wingman for 2020
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Iowa voters express fatigue
at massive democratic field

LEFT: Former Vice President and Democratic presidential candidate
Joe Biden is greeted by supporters on Friday in Clear Lake,

Iowa. Democratic presidential candidates (top right going
clockwise) South Bend, Indiana, Mayor Pete Buttigieg; former

congressman Joe Sestak; Sen. Elizabeth Warren, D-Mass.; and
Sen. Kamala Harris, D-Calif., speak at the Iowa Democratic
Wing Ding. BELOW: All 24 of the Democratic presidential
candidates.
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FACT CHECK: THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT

By Salvador Rizzo
The Washington Post

“In the 40, 50 years 
of the Endangered 
Species Act, we’ve 
recovered very few 
species. ... The act 
itself hasn’t really 
been successful in 
saving very many 
species.” 

— EPA Administrator Andrew Wheeler, 
in an interview on Fox Business Network , 

Aug. 14

T
he Trump adminis-
tration has finalized 
new rules to weaken 
the Endangered Spe-
cies Act of 1973, a 
bedrock wildlife con-
servation law that 
bars the develop-

ment of lands where at-risk species 
live.

In a Fox Business interview, 
Wheeler defended the regulatory 
changes, stating that the ESA has 
“recovered very few species.” Gov-
ernment statistics show that 47 spe-
cies of plants and animals deemed 
at risk under the ESA have been 
“recovered,” out of nearly 2,000 that 
have appeared on the list.

But Wheeler is using a very strict 
definition of what it means to save a 
species from extinction. These con-
servation efforts work over many 
years, and not all species joined the 
list in 1973. The ESA could be help-
ing a “threatened” or “endangered” 
species regrow its population sig-
nificantly before U.S. officials clas-
sify it as “recovered” and take it off 
the list.

THE FACTS
President Richard M. Nixon 

signed the bipartisan Endangered 
Species Act following simpler con-
servation statutes passed in 1966 
and 1969. The Fish and Wildlife 
Service (FWS) administers the 
parts of the law that pertain to land 
and freshwater wildlife, and the 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
(NMFS) is responsible for most ma-
rine and anadromous wildlife.

A plant or animal breed can be 
listed as either “endangered” or 
“threatened” under the ESA after 
an assessment of its risk of extinc-
tion. “Once a species is listed, pow-
erful legal tools are available to 
aid the recovery of the species and 
to protect its habitat,” according 
to a 2016 report by the nonparti-
san Congressional Research Ser-
vice. “Among these legal tools are 
the ESA’s prohibition of unpermit-
ted ‘take’ (e.g., killing, capturing, 
or harming) of endangered species 
and its requirement that agencies, 
in consultation with FWS or NMFS 
as applicable, ensure that their ac-
tions are not likely to jeopardize the 
continued existence of listed species 
or result in destruction or adverse 
modification of critical habitat.”

The ESA routinely stirs debate, 
and Wheeler is not the first Re-
publican official to question the 
law’s effectiveness by noting the 
relatively small number of delisted 
species.

“While most demographic groups 
support species conservation to 
some degree, that support is stron-
ger among urban and suburban pop-
ulations and less so in rural areas, 
and is stronger among those along 
the coasts and less so in central and 
mountain states,” according to the 
CRS report, which adds that “some 
industries (e.g., logging and land de-
velopment) generally see the ESA as 
a serious problem, while others (e.g., 
some commercial fishing and many 
recreation interests) see it as gener-
ally supporting their interests.”

As part of its deregulatory agenda 
to support such industries as oil 
and gas, the Trump administration 
has finalized new rules that could 
shrink the habitat set aside for wild-
life while allowing more oil and gas 
drilling on those lands.

The new regulations from the 
Commerce and Interior depart-
ments, which are not retroactive, 
also “remove tools that officials use 
to predict future harm to species as a 
result of climate change” and “reveal 
for the first time in the law’s 45-year 
history the financial costs of pro-
tecting” endangered or threatened 
species, as The Washington Post’s 
Darryl Fears reported Monday.

Only Congress can change the 
wording of the law, but the execu-
tive branch has discretion to inter-
pret what it says and how to enforce 
it. Therefore, regulatory changes 
can have big practical effects. As 
The Post reported, had the Trump 
administration’s new rules been in 
place in 2010, it would have been 
nearly impossible to designate the 
polar bear as a threatened species. 
The decision to add the polar bear 
to the list in 2010 was made because 
of melting sea ice in the Arctic.

JIM URQUHART/The Associated Press

A grizzly bear roams near Beaver Lake in Yellowstone National Park, Wyo. Federal officials lifted the Endan-
gered Species Act protections a few years ago for grizzly bears in and around Yellowstone National Park, 
opening the door to state-sponsored hunting of the animals following their decades-long recovery from wide-
spread extermination. Scientists credit the ESA for bringing back the grizzly bear from the brink of extinction.

The Trump administration’s reg-
ulatory changes are set to take ef-
fect in the coming weeks. Here’s a 
rundown of other key elements in 
the package, from The Post’s report 
on Monday:

“The new rules would also limit 
the area of land that can be pro-
tected to help species recover and 
survive. Currently, land that plants 
and animals occupy is set aside for 
their protection, in addition to areas 
that they once occupied or might 
need in the future.

“Now, critical habitat that is not 
occupied might not be protected, 
opening it up for oil and gas explora-
tion or other forms of development.

“Another rule change stripped 
away language that said a secretary 
“shall make a [listing] determina-
tion solely on the basis of the best 
scientific and commercial informa-
tion regarding a species’ status,” re-
gardless of its costs.

“By removing that sentence, the 
administration allowed the interior 
and commerce secretaries to con-
sider the economic impact of a list-
ing. Potential threats to business 
opportunities and other costs can 
now be factored by the government 
and shared with the public.”

In the Fox Business interview, 
Wheeler defended the moves and 
said the ESA “hasn’t really been 
successful in saving very many 
species.”

“Administrator Wheeler’s state-
ment is accurate, 47 out of 1,900 is 
considered ‘very few,’ “ said EPA 
spokesman Michael Abboud.

As noted above, government sta-
tistics show that 47 species of plants 
and animals deemed at risk under 
the ESA have been “recovered” 
or taken off the list, out of nearly 
2,000 that have appeared. Another 
18 species are being considered for 
delisting.

The ratio of listed-to-recovered 
species is low, but by focusing on 
that ratio, Wheeler takes a strait-
jacketed view of what it means to be 
successful in wildlife conservation.

Scientists have credited the ESA 
with bringing back from the brink 
of extinction such iconic species as 
the bald eagle, the grizzly bear, the 
California condor, the American al-
ligator, the peregrine falcon, the 
humpback whale, the black-footed 
ferret, the Florida manatee, the 
Tennessee purple coneflower and 
others.

As the Congressional Research 
Service found:

“The answer to this question 
[whether the ESA has been effec-
tive in saving endangered species] 
depends very much on the choice of 
measurement. A major goal of the 
ESA is the recovery of species to the 
point at which the protection of the 
ESA is no longer necessary. If this 
is the standard, the ESA might be 
considered a failure, because only 
34 species have been delisted due 
to recovery, as of July 25, 2016. Ten 
species have become extinct since 
their listing; eight have been del-
isted due to scientific reclassifica-
tion of the species; and eleven have 
been delisted due to improved data, 
changes in the law, or improved sci-
entific understanding. In the case 
of the species now believed extinct, 
some were originally listed to pro-
tect any last remaining few that 
might have been alive at the time 
of listing. It can be quite difficult to 
prove whether extraordinarily rare 
species are simply that, or in fact 
are already extinct.”

Extinction, of course, is part of 
the circle of life. Ask the dinosaurs. 
But “many scientists are concerned 
that the current rate of extinction 
exceeds background extinction 
rates over time,” the CRS report 
noted.

A Trump administration official 
said: “Delisting a species is the ul-
timate goal of ESA as it shows that 
the species is fully recovered with a 
strong scientific record. Settling for 
population improvements or some 
habitat recovery is not something 
this administration is willing to do. 
Recovery remains our ambitious 
goal.”

Wildlife conservation efforts take 
many years to work, and the U.S. 
government’s scientific threshold for 
a “recovered” species is set high.

Focusing on that metric, as 
Wheeler did, gives an incomplete 
view of how the Endangered Spe-
cies Act works. Studies show that 
40 percent to nearly half of at-risk 
species have improved or stabilized 
their populations under ESA protec-
tion. Many of these plants and ani-
mals may be delisted one day; some 
species may never be delisted and 
still be considered saved.

Wheeler described the 47 del-
isted species out of nearly 2,000 as 
a low batting average. He said the 
law “hasn’t really been successful 
in saving very many species” and 
also said “we’ve recovered very few 
species.”

Although his comments are tech-
nically accurate (especially when 
he uses the term “recovered,” 
which is the government’s term for 
delisted species), the EPA chief 
leaves out the population gains be-
fore species are delisted, which in 
many cases are substantial.

CAROLYN KASTER/The Associated Press

A monarch butterfly perches on milkweed at the Patuxent Wildlife Research Center in Laurel, Md., 
recently. Farming and other human development have eradicated state-size swaths of its native milkweed 
habitat, cutting the butterfly’s numbers by 90% over the last two decades. It is now under consideration 
for listing under the Endangered Species Act.
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House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (right), of California, steps away from a podium after reading a statement announcing a formal impeachment inquiry into President Donald Trump on 
Capitol Hill in Washington on Tuesday. LEFT: Trump listens during a briefing in the Oval Office of the White House on Sept. 4.

By Lisa Mascaro
The Associated Press

WASHINGTON

M
r. President, she told 
him, “Undo it.”

With those two 
words, House Speaker 

Nancy Pelosi offered Donald 
Trump one last chance to 
avoid becoming only the 
fourth president in office to 
face impeachment proceed-
ings.

By then, it was too late.
The night before, she al-

ready had started handwrit-
ing a draft of the speech she 
would deliver to the nation.

This account of the turn of 
events of recent days is based 
on interviews with lawmak-
ers and aides. Some spoke 
on condition of anonymity 
because they were unauthor-
ized to detail private conver-
sations and events.

Pelosi’s decision to launch 
an impeachment inquiry 
Tuesday was set in motion 
even before that early morn-
ing phone call, the inevitable 
response to an administra-
tion that repeatedly defied 
Congress before refusing to 
turn over a whistleblower’s 
complaint against the presi-
dent.

Trump pleaded innocence 
when he called Pelosi, D-
Calif., shortly after 8 a.m. 
Tuesday, dashing to deliver 
his address at the United 
Nations.

At first he wanted to talk 

about gun violence legisla-
tion. Then the conversation 
turned to the fallout from a 
whistleblower’s complaint 
he pushed Ukraine Presi-
dent Volodymyr Zelenskiy 
to investigate former Vice 
President Joe Biden, a cur-
rent Democratic presidential 
candidate.

“You know, I don’t have 
anything to do with that,” 
Trump said about the admin-
istration’s refusal to turn over 
the complaint to Congress.

Pelosi took the call at her 
apartment in Washington as 
she was preparing for work. 
She responded by withhold-
ing the complaint, Trump 
was asking his acting director 
of national intelligence to 
break the law.

The speaker never tipped 
her hand the impeachment 
announcement was coming 
later that afternoon, when 
she would stand before 
American flags and address 
the nation from her balcony 
in the Capitol.

But she may have led 
Trump to believe what was 
coming. She had been think-
ing and planning for this 
moment for some time, and 
she let Trump know the  
gravity of the situation before 
they both hung up. She was 

late for her morning meet-
ings.

Pelosi has been the voice 
of restraint in the House, 
declining to take up the 
cause of impeachment as the 
House pursued its oversight 
of the administration in the 
aftermath of former special 
counsel Robert Mueller’s 
report.

Her approach always was a 
bit incongruent for the con-
gresswoman from liberal San 
Francisco, where so many of 
her own constituents wanted 
to see Trump impeached 
long ago.

But for Pelosi, who wore 
an American flag pin, rather 
than her speaker’s mace 
brooch, on her blue dress 
Tuesday, impeachment al-
ways was a last resort. 

She had lived through the 
impeachment of one presi-
dent, Bill Clinton, and fended 
off calls to impeach another, 
George W. Bush, the last time 
Democrats had the majority 
and she was speaker.

She viewed impeachment 
as too political, too divisive. 
Behind her calculus was a 
desire to protect dozens of 
centrist lawmakers, those 
who won elections last fall in 
previously Republican dis-
tricts where Trump remains 

popular.
But her position was be-

coming untenable.
It wasn’t just the allegation 

of Trump turning to a foreign 
leader for election help 
that turned the tide toward 
impeachment. Even more 
alarming to lawmakers was 
the administration’s refusal 
to turn over the complaint, 
as expected by law.

Pelosi, who helped write 
the whistleblower statutes 
and create the office of the 
director of national intel-
ligence after the attacks of 
Sept. 11, 2001, understood 
the stakes as much as any-
one.

This is part of “her own 
DNA,” said Rep. Sheila Jack-
son Lee, D-Texas.

Pelosi had worked the 
phones all weekend, talking 
to Democrats in between de-
livering remarks at memorial 
services Saturday for journal-
ist Cokie Roberts in Wash-
ington and Sunday for Rep. 
James Clyburn’s wife, Emily, 
in South Carolina, as news 
reports unspooled more de-
tails of the Ukraine call.

Pelosi started telling some 
veteran lawmakers who had 
been withholding their views 
to go ahead and get out in 
front of her. She talked with 

Chuck Schumer, the Demo-
cratic leader in the Senate, 
and told the New Yorker 
where she was headed.

At the same time, a group 
of freshman lawmakers with 
national security back-
grounds started working the 
phones. They were calling 
and texting one another 
over the weekend wanting 
to make their own statement 
in support of impeachment 
proceedings.

By Monday, they reached 
out to Pelosi and told her, 
in a 5 p.m. phone call, their 
opinion article backing an 
impeachment inquiry was 
about to be published in The 
Washington Post. She was 
not surprised.

Pelosi had been in New 
York all day and was at-
tending a dinner as part of 
the U.N. General Assembly 
session.

On a 9 p.m. flight back 
to Washington that night, 
Pelosi started handwriting 
her own thoughts. It was the 
speech she would deliver to 
the American public the next 
day.

As the House prepared to 
gavel in Tuesday, more and 
more members started add-
ing their names to the im-
peachment calls. Rep. John 
Lewis, D-Ga., the influential 
civil rights leader, was about 
to deliver a speech saying it 
was time.

And then the president 
called.

A look leading up to when the speaker issued 
impeachment proceedings, a last resort for her

By David Crary 
The Associated Press

Donald Trump joins 
a small group of 
fellow presidents 

now that he’s the subject 
of an official impeach-
ment inquiry in the House 
of Representatives. Only 
three of his predecessors 
underwent similar pro-
ceedings: Andrew Johnson 
and Bill Clinton, who were 
acquitted after trials in 
the Senate, and Richard 
Nixon, who resigned to 
avoid being impeached in 
the Watergate scandal.

The rarely used pro-
cedure is spelled out in 
Article II, Section 4 of the 
Constitution, which stipu-
lates the president and 

other officers of govern-
ment “shall be removed 
from office on impeach-
ment for, and conviction 
of, treason, bribery, or 
other high crimes and 
misdemeanors.”

A brief look at past 
presidential impeachment 
proceedings:

Bill Clinton
The Republican- 

controlled House voted 
in October 1998 to begin 
impeachment proceed-
ings against Clinton after 
months of controversy 
over his relationship with 
White House intern 
Monica Lewinsky.

That vote was triggered 
by two rounds of testi-
mony given by Clinton 

earlier in 
the year. In 
January, he 
denied hav-
ing a sexual 
relation-
ship with 
Lewinsky; 
in August, 

under questioning from 
independent counsel Ken-
neth Starr before a federal 
grand jury, he testified he 
engaged in an inappro-
priate relationship with 
Lewinsky.

Clinton was impeached 
Dec. 19, 1998, on the 
grounds of perjury to a 
grand jury and obstruc-
tion of justice. A Senate 
trial against Clinton com-
menced Jan. 7, 1999, and 
unfolded over four weeks, 

with Chief Justice William 
Rehnquist presiding.

Richard Nixon
The House initiated an 

impeachment process 
against Nixon in Febru-
ary 1974, authorizing the 
Judiciary Committee to 

investigate 
whether 
grounds 
existed to 
impeach 
him of high 
crimes 
and mis-
demean-

ors. The charges mostly 
related to Watergate — 
shorthand for the 1972 
break-in at the Demo-
cratic National Commit-
tee headquarters and the 

Nixon administration’s 
attempts to cover up its 
involvement.

In July 1974, the Judicia-
ry Committee approved 
three articles of impeach-
ment against Nixon — for 
obstruction of justice, 
abuse of power and con-
tempt of Congress.

Before the full House 
could vote on the articles 
of impeachment, a previ-
ously undisclosed audio 
tape was released that 
made clear Nixon had a 
role in the cover-up. He 
resigned from office 
 Aug. 9, 1974.

Andrew Johnson
Johnson’s impeachment 

in 1868 was the culmina-
tion of a bitter dispute 

between the president and 
the Republican-controlled 
House over Reconstruc-
tion following the Civil 
War.

The specific trigger 
for impeachment was 
Johnson’s attempt to fire 
Secretary of War Edwin 
Stanton, who favored a 
tougher approach than 
Johnson toward the 
defeated South. Nine of 
11 impeachment articles 
concerned the head of the 
War Department.

On March 3, 1868, the 
House voted to impeach 
Johnson. Three days later, 
the Senate convened a 
formal impeachment trial, 
with Supreme Court Chief 
Justice Salmon P. Chase 
presiding.

Impeachment a road less traveled for evicting a president

Clinton

Nixon
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