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WASHINGTON: Robert Mueller said Wednesday his two-year
Russia investigation had not exonerated Donald Trump, but that
he had lacked the power to charge a sitting president - passing
the baton to Congress where a growing chorus is clamoring for
impeachment. Making his first public statement on the high-stakes
probe into Moscow’s interference in the 2016 election, the special
counsel said longstanding Justice Department guidelines pre-
vented him from charging Trump, despite at least 10 possible acts
of criminal obstruction by the president. 

But not indicting Trump was not equivalent to clearing him,
Mueller said, suggesting Congress has both the constitutional
powers and the responsibility to pursue the case. “If we had had
confidence that the president clearly did not commit a crime, we
would have said so,” he said. Mueller’s oblique allegation of seri-
ous wrongdoing sparked a new firestorm in Washington, with
Trump again claiming vindication and a rising number of Democ-
rats demanding to open impeachment proceedings. 

“Nothing changes from the Mueller Report. There was insuf-
ficient evidence and therefore, in our Country, a person is inno-
cent,” the president tweeted minutes after Mueller finished
speaking. “The case is closed! Thank you.” But Democratic Sen-
ator Elizabeth Warren was one of half a dozen White House
hopefuls who seized upon Mueller’s remarks, to urge Congress
to impeach Trump. “Mueller leaves no doubt,” she tweeted. “The
Constitution leaves it up to Congress to act - and that’s im-
peachment.”

‘No option’ to charge president 
The taciturn Mueller took to the podium to clarify his original

conclusions more than two months after a summary of his report
was first released by the Justice Department. “Russian intelligence
officers who were part of the Russian military launched a con-
certed attack on our political system,” forming the basis for the

investigation, said the 74-year-old, long one of the most re-
spected members of the Washington justice establishment.

Mueller’s 448-page report, finally released in redacted form
on April 18, detailed multiple contacts between the Trump cam-
paign and Russia, including efforts to take advantage of Moscow’s
claimed possession of dirt on Trump’s Democratic rival Hillary
Clinton. But in the end, Mueller said, “There was insufficient evi-
dence to charge a broader conspiracy” of collusion. As for the
obstruction side of the investigation, Mueller explained that from
the outset, charging Trump with any federal crime “was not an
option that we could consider.” According to Justice Department
policy, he said, “a president cannot be charged with a federal
crime while he is in office. That is unconstitutional.”

That left the public to parse the head-scratching, double-neg-
ative conclusion that Mueller’s team could not say that the presi-
dent did not commit a crime. Trump has assailed the Russia
investigation as a “witch hunt” and a “hoax” that amounted to an
“treasonous” attempt to overthrow him. “The report was clear -
there was no collusion, no conspiracy - and the Department of Jus-
tice confirmed there was no obstruction,” said White House
Spokeswoman Sarah Sanders. “After two years, the special counsel
is moving on with his life, and everyone else should do the same.”

Pressure on Pelosi
Mueller made clear, though, that he thought it was up to Con-

gress to pursue the case further. “The constitution requires a
process other than the criminal justice system to formally accuse
a sitting president of wrongdoing,” Mueller said. Mueller’s state-
ment, and his announcement that he was resigning as special
counsel to return to private life, piled heavy pressure on Nancy
Pelosi, the Democratic leader in Congress, to seriously consider
launching the impeachment effort against Trump.

Pelosi has fended off the idea, which would be fraught with po-

litical risk for the party 18 months ahead of presidential elections.
She said in a statement that Congress would step up investiga-
tions, while avoiding the word impeachment. “The Congress holds
sacred its constitutional responsibility to investigate and hold the
President accountable for his abuse of power,” she said. “The
American people must have the truth.”

Democratic Congressman Jerry Nadler, Chairman of the House
Judiciary Committee which would take the lead in any impeach-
ment effort, also avoided the “I” word while saying he would push
ahead with a probe. —AFP 
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WASHINGTON: Special Counsel Robert Mueller speaks on the investiga-
tion into Russian interference in the 2016 Presidential election, at the US
Justice Department in Washington, DC.—AFP 

WASHINGTON: In recent months, some conservative-leaning US
states have taken action to curb abortion rights, the most recent
being Missouri, where the state’s only abortion clinic could close
by the end of the week. But any attempt to restrict or ban abortion
will ultimately face a final test at the conservative US Supreme
Court. This is how that process will play out:

Constitutional right to abortion
There is an accelerating effort by some states and anti-

abortion activists to get the Supreme Court to reconsider its
landmark 1973 ruling in Roe v Wade, holding that a woman has
a constitutional right to abortion. The high court reaffirmed
Roe in a 1992 decision that said abortion restrictions cannot
place an “undue burden” on the right and most recently in
2016, when the court threw out a Texas law that would have
imposed difficult-to-meet requirements on abortion clinics
and doctors. The retirement last year of Justice Anthony
Kennedy, who co-authored the 1992 decision and joined the
2016 one, has given conservatives a new opening to challenge
Roe. Kennedy was replaced by President Donald Trump’s con-
servative appointee Brett Kavanaugh, who has a thin record
on abortion. The court has a 5-4 conservative majority.

Recent court action
The Supreme Court sent mixed messages on its approach to abor-

tion on May 28 when it upheld an Indiana measure that requires fetal
remains to be buried or cremated, but stayed out of the fight over a
second provision that would have barred abortions based on fetal dis-
ability or the sex or race of the fetus. By rejecting Indiana’s attempt to
reinstate the partial ban, the court indicated a reluctance to directly
tackle the abortion issue, at least for now.

Pending cases
There are other cases pending at the high court aimed at weaken-

ing Roe v Wade. A case from Indiana challenges a law requiring
women to undergo an ultrasound examination at least 18 hours before
they undergo an abortion. It was struck down by lower courts. A sep-
arate case concerns an Alabama law that would effectively ban abor-
tions after 15 weeks of pregnancy. The court is also set to act later this
year on a bid by Louisiana to revive restrictions on doctors who per-
form abortions, requiring that they have hospital admitting privileges.

Other state laws
Alabama’s governor on May 15 signed a law that would outlaw

nearly all abortions in the state, the strictest such measure in the United
States. It has already been challenged in court. Other conservative
states have passed laws that will face legal challenges. Kentucky, Ohio,
Mississippi, and Georgia this year passed bills that would ban abortions
when a fetal heartbeat is detected after about six weeks. In January, a
federal judge struck down a similar Iowa law and Louisiana is poised
to pass its own version. Missouri’s governor on May 24 signed into law
a bill that would ban abortion after eight weeks. A number of states
have passed laws that ban a method of abortion used during the second
trimester of pregnancy, known as dilation and evacuation.— Reuters
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WASHINGTON: A new study about “13 Reasons Why,” which fol-
lows the story of a high school girl who takes her own life, found
that suicides among US youths rose significantly in the months
following the popular Netflix show’s release. The paper, which was
published in JAMA Psychiatry on Wednesday, estimated a 13 per-
cent spike in suicides among 10 to 19-year-olds between April
and June of 2017, with a higher proportion among females.

The study was conducted by a team led by Thomas Niederkro-
tenthaler of the Medical University of Vienna’s Center for Public
Health and used suicide data from the US Centers for Disease
Control (CDC). “The associations identified here must be inter-
preted with a substantial degree of caution, but they do appear
to demonstrate an increase in suicides that is consistent with po-
tential contagion by media,” they wrote.

The team looked at suicides from 1999 to 2017 to establish a
model that controlled for variables such as seasonal variations like
known spring peaks in adolescent suicides. Since Netflix does not
publicly share its viewership data, the researchers established a
proxy to estimate its popularity via the buzz the show generated
on social media platforms Twitter and Instagram, which is espe-
cially popular among US youths. —AFP 
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