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 The recently unveiled 
Des Moines 
Register/CNN/

Mediacom Iowa Poll 
is considered the gold 
standard for deciphering 
the opening-gun Feb. 3 
Democratic caucuses. But 
a polling question asked 
of a sample of the entire 
Iowa electorate may be 
more important for under-
standing the upcoming 
impeachment trial.

The question never 
mentioned the words 
“Donald Trump.” Instead, 
it asked registered Iowa 
voters, “Do you think it 
is OK or not OK for a U.S. 
presidential candidate 
to try to gain political 
advantage over an elec-
tion rival by seeking help 
from foreign countries?”

At a time of intense 
partisan divisions over 
everything, it is difficult to 
locate fleeting examples 
of consensus. Even asking 
about the weather now is 
likely to provoke a bitter 
fight over global warming.

But the Iowa Poll 
answers on digging for 
political dirt with the help 
of foreign countries were 

unequivocal. By a lopsided 
7-to-1 margin, Iowa vot-
ers said that it was wrong. 
Even 59% of Republicans 
and 56% of Trump vot-
ers viewed such behavior 
as morally suspect.

Remember that Iowa is 
not one of those coastal 
states where elite voters 
sip tea with raised pin-
kies and ridicule Trump. 
Disproportionately 
white, and hemorrhag-
ing college graduates in 
quest of better jobs, Iowa 
went for Trump in 2016 
by a 10-point margin. 

When asked directly 
about impeachment, Iowa 
voters were split, with 
43% approving the House 
action and 45% disap-
proving. In short, when 
you pose a direct impeach-
ment question, every-
thing defaults to standard 
political divisions.

All this brings us to the 
current political orthodoxy 
that says impeachment 
has been a self-defeating 
crusade for the Democrats.

With Mitch McConnell 
holding firm against wit-
nesses during the Senate 
trial (and Susan Collins 
displaying her traditionally 
ineffectual “concerns”), 
the standard verdict is that 
Nancy Pelosi lost what-
ever scant momentum the 
Democrats possessed by 
delaying sending over the 
articles of impeachment.

Now, in the judgment 

of much of the pundit 
parade, the only solu-
tion is to get everything 
over with fast since the 
outcome is preordained.

But the Iowa Poll 
pokes holes in the con-
ventional wisdom.

Sure, a certain percent-
age of Iowa Republicans 
will decide that it is fine 
to shake down a foreign 
country — as long as it 
hurts Joe Biden. And 
a certain percentage 
will come to the con-
clusion that anything 
Trump does is, by defi-
nition, heaven-sent.

But not all the 56% of 
Trump voters in Iowa who 
think, in the abstract, that 
this conduct is wrong will 
suddenly become devo-
tees of situational ethics. 
Some will be stricken 
with a few qualms about 
how Trump is conduct-
ing himself as president.

What matters, in the 
end, is the July 25 phone 
call that so provoked the 
original whistleblower. 
And just because it’s old 
news doesn’t dimin-
ish its moral power in 
an impeachment trial.

Walter Shapiro has cov-
ered the last 10 presi-
dential campaigns. He 
is also a fellow at the 
Brennan Center for Justice 
at New York University 
and a lecturer in politi-
cal science at Yale.

New slant on impeachment

OPINION

Typical of our 
politics, many 
meaningless salvos 

have been exchanged in 
politics and in punditry 
over whether House 
Speaker Nancy Pelosi 
was wise or unwise to 
hold off on sending the 
articles and impeachment 
managers over to the 
other side of the Capitol.

At the least, the 
delay pressured some 
Republican senators 
to admit that, yes, a 
trial with no witnesses 
is not a trial at all. 

“Time has been our 
friend in all of this,” Pelosi 
said at a news conference 
Wednesday naming seven 
impeachment managers. 
With new information 
emerging about Rudy 
Giuliani’s unseemly 
efforts to undermine our 
own country’s ambas-
sador to Ukraine, it was 
hard to deny her claim.

But a nation that made 
Hillary Clinton’s use of 
a private email server 
front-page news for years 
is so numb to President 
Trump’s extravagant 
abuses of power that 
everything he does just 
rolls by as if we were 
watching a movie about 

another country with 
a dysfunctional politi-
cal system and a cor-
rupt, madcap leader. 

In a rambling campaign 
speech Tuesday night 
in Milwaukee, Trump 
elevated our discourse 
by describing Pelosi’s 
district in San Francisco 
as “filthy, dirty.”

The heartbreak for 
democracy here is that 
Republicans, who would 
have held years of hear-
ings if President Obama 
or Hillary Clinton had 
been accused of watch-
ing Netflix on govern-
ment computers, cover 
their eyes and ears when 
it comes to very nearly 
everything Trump does. 
It’s what we expect from 
authoritarian political 
systems in which the rul-
ing party does whatever 
is necessary to maintain 
power — including, by the 
way, packing the courts. 
It’s not what we thought 
could happen here.

All of which gave an 
anticlimactic quality 
to the Democrats’ Des 
Moines debate. Everyone 
said the appropriate 
things about Trump’s 
lying and corruption. 
Yet it was only in Biden’s 
closing comments that 
the gravity of our situ-
ation was truly brought 
home. “We can overcome 
four years of Donald 
Trump,” he said, “but 
eight years of Donald 
Trump will be an absolute 

disaster and fundamen-
tally change this nation.”

There was nothing 
novel here. These words 
have been talismanic for 
Biden since the day he 
announced his candidacy. 
Yet they still ring true 
to enough Democrats — 
despite some younger 
voters’ impatience with 
the 77-year-old warhorse 
and some shaky debate 
performances — that 
Biden has held onto his 
core constituency of older 
voters across racial lines. 
It’s hard to see that any-
thing he did on Tuesday 
will make them recon-
sider, and this may be 
enough for him to prevail.

If any candidate shook 
up the race, at least a little, 
it was Massachusetts 
Sen. Elizabeth Warren. 
She had the forceful-
ness and fluency of 
some of her best earlier 
performances, although 
her effort to stake out 
philosophical terrain 
between Sanders and her 
moderate rivals required 
some fancy footwork.

This debate made one 
thing obvious: The out-
come in Iowa will hang 
on whether most voters 
are thinking about the 
urgency of dispatching 
Trump, or are ponder-
ing instead the kind of 
country they want to 
build after he is gone.

E.J. Dionne writes for 
The Washington Post.

A tough time for voters

 F or the last two 
decades we have 
worked with 

families of children with 
disabilities to navigate 
the complex world 
of special education, 
and to ensure parental 
input was considered 
as the Sarasota County 
School District made 
decisions that impact 
their children. 

This long-term rela-
tionship began when 
Wilma Hamilton was 
superintendent and 
continued through Todd 
Bowden. Throughout 
these years, we didn’t 
always agree with our 
school partners but 
we always thought we 
were working together 
in the best inter-
est of the children.

However, for the last 
18 months our lives 
have been consumed 
in a court battle for one 
student named DJ, who, 
in 2012, was moved 
from a general educa-
tion curriculum with 
accommodations to a 
modified curriculum for 
students with signifi-
cant cognitive disabili-
ties. We believe this was 
to avoid the possibility 
of the child having a 
low standardized test 
score that would impact 
the school’s grade.

The school knew this 
child had average intel-
ligence, and they let DJ 
languish in a program 
designed for children 
with intellectual dis-
abilities. When the 
state discovered the 
problem in 2015, the 
school district dumped 
DJ back into general 
education classes 
without any supports 
to help him remediate 
the lost instruction.

On Oct. 21, Judge 
Diane Cleavinger 
ordered that DJ be 
provided an appropriate 
education in a private 
school, in addition to 
6.5 years of compensa-
tory education, inten-
sive tutoring and mental 
health counseling. The 
first step to following 
the judge’s order was 
to hold an Individual 
Education Plan meet-
ing, with the school 
district team, and the 
parent and her repre-
sentatives, to develop 
an appropriate plan.

On Nov. 15, the school 
district showed up for 
the meeting with no 
intent to follow through 
on the judge’s order. 
The special education 
director said the order 
was only temporary and 
district counsel con-
firmed they intended 
to appeal the ruling. 

Without any fur-
ther recourse, DJ’s 
parent was forced to 
file another due pro-
cess claim. A hearing 
has been scheduled 
for Jan. 23 and 24.

On Dec. 10, after a 

closed-door session, 
the School Board voted 
4-1 to appeal the rul-
ing. The pre-scripted 
wording of the motion 
indicated the district 
would “continue” to 
pay for the student’s 
private school services 
during the appeal pro-
cess. But the district 
has paid nothing so far.

The system continues 
to fail DJ. This began 
before Superintendent 
Bowden, and has not 
been resolved with 
his departure.

The facts in DJ’s 
story are unique to his 
individual experience. 
However, not treating 
families with respect, 
failing to meet the 
individual needs of a 
child, and attempting to 
sweep problems under 
the rug are a recurring 
theme we are hearing 
from other families on 
a daily basis since this 
has become public. 

It is time to fix a 
broken system. The 
community deserves 
accountability rather 
than cover-up.  We 
hope the educa-
tion commissioner’s 
investigation will lead 
to a change in leader-
ship, clear direction 
from the State, and a 
process designed to 
support and educate 
all of our children.

Susan Magers and 
Susan Memminger, of 
IEP for Parents, work 
as special education 
advocates for families 
in Sarasota County.
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