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OpiniOn THE FIRST AMENDMENT: Congress shall make no law 
respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free 
exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of all 

the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, 
and to petition the government for a redress of grievances. 
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The Herald-Banner welcomes your letter to the 
editor. 
We ask that it be kept brief and to the point. Overly 
long letters are subject to editing. 
One letter per writer will be published in the same 
week. 
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The letter should not exceed 500 words.
Letters through the mail should be sent to the Edi-
tor, Post Office Box 6000, Greenville, TX, 75403.
Email should be addressed to kristal@heraldban-

ner.com. Please type Letter to the Editor in the 
subject line.
All letters must contain a physical address and 
daytime phone number, although only names 
and hometown (if other than Greenville) will be 
published.
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Language key to holding Trump accountable

S
ince the release of  
special counsel Robert 
Mueller’s “Report on 
the Investigation into 

Russian Interference in the 2016 
Presidential Election,” and espe-
cially following 
his televised 
statement on 
Wednesday, May 
29, Democratic 
members of  
Congress have 
endeavored to 
walk a fine line.

Some argue 
that impeaching 
Donald Trump is 
demanded given 
the Constitutional mandate for 
congressional oversight, as well 
as the obligation to provide a 
check against the President who 
is ignoring the rule of  law. 

Others are taking a more mea-
sured and calculated position, 
suggesting that, while investi-
gations into Trump wrongdo-
ing—legal and otherwise—must 
continue, launching an im-
peachment inquiry could have 
unwanted consequences for the 
Democrats in the 2020 presiden-
tial election.

Admittedly, this situation 
presents a difficult calculous, as 
well as an enormous rhetorical 
dilemma.   

Might there be another way to 
navigate this challenge?

On Friday, Donny Deutsch, a 
branding and marketing profes-
sional and television personality, 
claimed that, rather than calling 

for an “impeachment” inquiry, 
congressional Democrats should 
conduct a “criminal” inquiry. 
From a rhetorical perspective, 
this makes sense. As someone 
who has spent over four decades 
studying political language, I 
find partial merit in Deutsch’s 
recommendation.

Why?
In 2019 the word “impeach-

ment” has become a highly-
charged political term, one that 
turns off  many Americans who 
currently aren’t yet must be con-
vinced about the importance of  
the Mueller report—the content 
of  which they may not be read-
ing. Unlike Watergate and other 
episodes in U.S. history, the term 
“impeachment” isn’t viewed to-
day with the same seriousness; it 
is now more casually employed. 

Moreover, a continued im-
peachment chorus allows Presi-
dent Trump, as well as his media 
and political cronies, to continue 
spinning their narrative about 
how the Democrats are behaving 
in a purely politically motivated 
manner, harassing him and 
refusing to move the country for-
ward. Arguably, talk of  impeach-
ment even bolsters the persua-
sive force of  that narrative.

Perhaps by invoking the lan-
guage of  “criminal” inquiry the 
urgency and less partisan nature 
of  the issue can be underscored. 
Criminality, after all, evokes 
a very different image than 
“impeachment” inquiry—one 
to which more people may pay 
attention, especially those open 

to persuasion.  
In addition, this rhetori-

cal shift might appease those 
Democrats who believe that not 
enough is being done, show-
ing voters how Congress is not 
abdicating its constitutional 
duty. At the same time, it might 
lessen the fear of  those who wish 
to avoid potential 2020 electoral 
costs they believe will be caused 
by incessantly talking about 
impeachment. 

Of  course, there are those who 
will rebuke this idea by saying 
such an option takes impeach-
ment completely off  the table.  
To the contrary. A criminal 
inquiry might actually be a 
more effective first step toward 
impeachment. 

 In short, Donny Deutsch’s 
recommendation is not a silver 
bullet. But, from a rhetorical per-
spective, it is worth considering 
seriously.  To be sure, we live in 
extraordinary times where the 
typical rules governing politics 
and rhetoric may no longer be 
applicable.

 So, why not give this approach 
a try?

Editor’s note: This op-ed was 
originally published in The Hill, 
Communication Currents and 
several other newspapers.

Cherwitz is the Ernest S. Sharpe 
Centennial Professor in the Moody 
College of Communication and 
founder of the Intellectual Entrepre-
neurship Consortium at the Univer-
sity of Texas.
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On THe neWs

Legislature 
has left Austin 
... Now what?

by RoSS RAMSEy

Texas TriBune

The bustle in the Texas Capitol’s halls hasn’t 
completely subsided, but the business suits 
have been replaced by the shorts and T-shirts 
of  summer tourists.

Legislative season is mostly over. The politi-
cal season is about to start.

Gov. Greg Abbott has until Father’s Day — 
June 16 — to decide which bills to sign, which 
ones to veto and which ones will become law 
without his signature. He’ll go through the 
budget and scratch out the line items he doesn’t 
like.

The next day, the political fundraising gates 
will fly open. The veto deadline ends the fund-
raising blackout for the state’s elected officials. 
They can’t raise money while they’re legis-
lating because that looks too much like open 
bribery. They have to wait.

And there’s a rush at this point every two 
years, because there’s a June 30 deadline for 
reporting how much money they’ve raised. 
A candidate who can haul in an impressive 
enough amount of  money during those two 
weeks could persuade potential opponents to 
find something better to do in the 2020 elec-
tions.

Maybe that sounds early. But the candidate fil-
ing deadline in the 2020 elections comes before 
the end of  the state’s Dec. 31 campaign finance 
deadline; the summer number is all candi-
dates will have to judge the financial strength 
of  their opponents before they sign up for the 
March primaries.

Like it or not, the political winds are blowing.
Ten pieces of  legislation go to voters for 

approval in November, in the form of  constitu-
tional amendments, rather than to the gover-
nor. 

That package includes a range of  items 
including a proposed constitutional ban on per-
sonal income taxes, tax exemptions for disaster 
victims and— this is true — what happens to 
police dogs when they retire and who gets to 
take care of  them.

That might not be big to you, but it’s impor-
tant to the dogs.

The state’s primary elections aren’t as far 
away as they might seem: March 3, 2020, is just 
nine months away.

That’s just the timeline. Democrats, excited 
by their advances in 2018, are hoping to flip Re-
publican seats in the congressional and legisla-
tive ranks. National Democrats have sent early 
expeditionary forces into Texas to see if  they 
could win a half-dozen more seats in the state’s 
36-member U.S. House delegation. 

And the Democrats who already live here are 
trying to plot a takeover of  the Texas House, 
where Republicans have an 83-67 majority. 
Eight Democratic wins would make it a tie; 
nine would make it a Democratic House for the 
first time since 2001.

Republicans want to scotch that effort, but 
also hope to gain back some of  the 12 seats the 
Democrats took from them in the 2018 elections.

That battle will precede a 2021 legislative 
session where state lawmakers will be draw-
ing new political maps for the congressional 
delegation, the Texas House and Senate, and 
the State Board of  Education. 

That’s the mother of  all partisan fights and 
could be made even more complicated if  the 
majorities in the House and Senate are from 
different parties.

The state’s Legislative Redistricting Board— 
which will have at least four Republicans on 
it, no matter how the next elections go — will 
ultimately settle the fight over legislative maps, 
but the congressional maps will be in the Legis-
lature’s hands.

The parties have a lot to fight over.
And then there’s money. Lawmakers were 

greeted in Austin this year by state Comptroller 
Glenn Hegar’s good news that they had plenty 
of  money to spend — enough, in fact, that they 
could put a good dent in school finance and 
property taxes without raising state taxes or 
fees.

In 2021, lawmakers will be faced writing 
a state budget that — because of  this year’s 
school finance changes — will require more 
state spending on education. That could be a 
very expensive conversation in a session where 
partisan differences are already high.

It’s also, in political terms, ages from now. 
First come Gov. Abbott’s vetoes.

news analysis  |  texas triBune

6A OPINION 


