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HAas A SupreMe COURT JUsTICE EVER BEeN IMPEACHED AND REMOVED: AN IN-DEPTH EXPLORATION

THE QUESTION OF WHETHER A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE HAS EVER BEEN IMPEACHED AND REMOVED FROM OFFICE IS A COMPELLING
ONE THAT TOUCHES ON THE INTEGRITY, ACCOUNTABILITY, AND HISTORY OF THE U.S. JupICIAL SYSTEM. WHILE THE SUPREME
COURT IS OFTEN VIEWED AS THE PINNACLE OF JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE, IT IS NOT IMMUNE TO THE PROCESSES OF IMPEACHMENT
AND REMOVAL THAT APPLY TO OTHER FEDERAL OFFICIALS, INCLUDING THE PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. THIS ARTICLE
DELVES INTO THE HISTORICAL RECORD, EXAMINING WHETHER ANY SupreME COURT JUSTICE HAS FACED IMPEACHMENT, THE
CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING SUCH EFFORTS, AND THE BROADER IMPLICATIONS FOR THE JUDICIARY AND AMERICAN
GOVERNANCE.

UNDERSTANDING IMPEACHMENT IN THE CONTEXT OF THE SUPREME COURT

IMPEACHMENT IS A CONSTITUTIONAL MECHANISM DESIGNED TO REMOVE FEDERAL OFFICIALS, INCLUDING JUDGES, FROM OFFICE FOR
“HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS.” THE PROCESS INVOLVES TWO STAGES:

THe IMPEACHMENT PROCESS

® HousEe oF REPRESENTATIVES: INITIATES IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS BY PASSING ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT, WHICH ARE
FORMAL CHARGES AGAINST THE OFFICIAL.

o SENATE: HOLDS A TRIAL TO DETERMINE WHETHER TO CONVICT AND REMOVE THE OFFICIAL FROM OFFICE. A TWO-THIRDS
MAJORITY IS REQUIRED FOR CONVICTION.

\W/HILE IMPEACHMENT IS OFTEN DISCUSSED IN RELATION TO PRESIDENTS, IT IS EQUALLY APPLICABLE TO JUDGES AND JUSTICES OF
THE SUPREME COURT.

THE ROLE OF THE JUDICIARY IN IMPEACHMENT

|MPORTANTLY, THE SUPREME COURT HAS A ROLE IN IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS—PRIMARILY AS A LEGAL BODY THAT CAN
REVIEW IMPEACHMENT PROCEDURES AND PROCESSES. HO\X/EVER, THE COURT ITSELF DOES NOT HAVE THE AUTHORITY TO
PREVENT OR INITIATE IMPEACHMENT, THAT POWER RESIDES WITH CONGRESS.

HisTorICAL INSTANCES OF SUPREME COURT JUSTICES FACING IMPEACHMENT

DESPITE THE CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS, THE IMPEACHMENT AND REMOVAL OF SuUPREME COURT JUSTICES HAVE BEEN
EXCEEDINGLY RARE IN AMERICAN HISTORY. IN FACT, NO SUPREME COURT JUSTICE HAS EVER BEEN SUCCESSFULLY IMPEACHED AND
REMOVED FROM OFFICE THROUGH THE IMPEACHMENT PROCESS. HO\X/EVER/ THERE HAVE BEEN NOTABLE ATTEMPTS AND
DISCUSSIONS RELATED TO JUDICIAL MISCONDUCT.

SupreME COURT JusTICES WHO FACED IMPEACHMENT ATTEMPTS



\W/HILE NO JUSTICE HAS BEEN IMPEACHED AND REMOVED, SEVERAL JUSTICES HAVE FACED FORMAL IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS OR
SIGNIFICANT ACCUSATIONS:

1. SamueL CHase (1804)
o CHASE WAS AN ASSOCIATE JUSTICE APPOINTED BY PRESIDENT GEORGE W ASHINGTON.

o HE WAS IMPEACHED BY THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ON CHARGES OF POLITICAL BIAS AND MISCONDUCT
DURING HIS CONDUCT ON THE BENCH.

o THE SENATE ULTIMATELY ACQUITTED HIM IN 1805, AND HE REMAINED ON THE COURT.

2. CourTnNEY W. THAYER (1925)
o THAYER WAS A FEDERAL JUDGE WHO FACED IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS, BUT NOT A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE.

© THIS HIGHLIGHTS THAT JUDICIAL IMPEACHMENT HAS HISTORICALLY BEEN MORE COMMON AT LOWER FEDERAL
LEVELS.

Key PoINT: SAMUEL CHASE REMAINS THE ONLY SUPREME COURT JUSTICE WHO WAS IMPEACHED BY THE HOUSE OF
REPEESENTATIVES, BUT HE WAS NOT REMOVED FROM OFFICE AS THE SENATE ACQUITTED HIM.

CAse STupY: SAMUEL CHASE

THE IMPEACHMENT OF SAMUEL CHASE IS OFTEN CITED AS A SIGNIFICANT HISTORICAL EVENT IN THE CONTEXT OF JUDICIAL
ACCOUNTABILITY. HERE ARE THE DETAILS:

BACKGROUND

- CHASE WAS A PROMINENT FIGURE IN EARLY AMERICAN_JUDICIARY, KNOWN FOR HIS POLITICAL PARTISANSHIP.
- THE IMPEACHMENT CHARGES CENTERED ON ALLEGATIONS THAT HE BEHAVED IMPROPERLY DURING COURT SESSIONS, SHOWING
BIAS AGAINSTJEFFERSONIAN REPUBLICANS.

THe IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS

- THE HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES IMPEACHED CHASE ON MULTIPLE CHARGES, INCLUDING:

- CONDUCT UNBECOMING A JUDGE.

- POLITICAL BIAS INFLUENCING HIS JUDICIAL DECISIONS.

- THE SENATE TRIAL IN 1805 RESULTED IN HIS ACQUITTAL BY A WIDE MARGIN, WITH SENATORS CITING THE IMPORTANCE OF
JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE.

IMPLICATIONS OF CHASE’S IMPEACHMENT

- THE CASE SET A PRECEDENT THAT IMPEACHMENT SHOULD NOT BE USED AS A TOOL FOR POLITICAL DISAGREEMENTS OR TO
PUNISH JUDICIAL DECISIONS.

- |T REINFORCED THE PRINCIPLE THAT JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE MUST BE PRESERVED UNLESS CLEAR MISCONDUCT OR CRIMINAL
BEHAVIOR IS PROVEN.



WHY HAVE No SupreMe COURT JUSTICES BEEN REMOVED?

THE ABSENCE OF SUCCESSFUL IMPEACHMENT AND REMOVAL OF SUPREME COURT JUSTICES CAN BE ATTRIBUTED TO SEVERAL
FACTORS:

HiIGH STANDARD FOR IMPEACHMENT

- THE CONSTITUTION REQUIRES A TWO-THIRDS MAJORITY IN THE SENATE TO CONVICT, MAKING REMOVAL DIFFICULT.
- THE CHARGES MUST CONSTITUTE “HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS,” A TERM INTERPRETED BROADLY BUT STILL REQUIRING
SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE.

JubiciAL INDEPENDENCE AND PoLITICAL Risks

- IMPEACHING A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE CAN BE HIGHLY POLITICIZED, POTENTIALLY DAMAGING PUBLIC TRUST.
- THE JUDICIARY VALUES INDEPENDENCE, AND IMPEACHING JUSTICES MIGHT SET A PRECEDENT THAT THREATENS JUDICIAL
IMPARTIALITY.

HisToricAL PoLiTicAL CLIMATE

- THRouGHoUT U.S. HISTORY, POLITICAL CONSIDERATIONS HAVE OFTEN PREVENTED ATTEMPTS AT IMPEACHMENT UNLESS CLEAR
MISCONDUCT IS EVIDENT.

- THE RARITY OF JUDICIAL MISCONDUCT SERIOUS ENOUGH TO WARRANT IMPEACHMENT HAS CONTRIBUTED TO THE LACK OF
REMOVALS.

NoTABLE DiscussioNns AND CONTROVERSIES

W/HILE NO JUSTICE HAS BEEN REMOVED, SOME IMPEACHMENT EFFORTS AND CONTROVERSIES HAVE SPARKED DEBATES ABOUT
JUDICIAL ACCOUNTABILITY:

PARTISAN DISPUTES

- IMPEACHMENT DISCUSSIONS OFTEN ALIGN WITH POLITICAL CONFLICTS RATHER THAN CLEAR MISCONDUCT.
- SOME ARGUE THAT JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE SHOULD GUARD AGAINST POLITICALLY MOTIVATED IMPEACHMENTS.

PRoOPOSED IMPEACHMENT OF RECENT JUSTICES

- OCCASIONALLY, POLITICAL FIGURES HAVE CALLED FOR THE IMPEACHMENT OF CURRENT JUSTICES BASED ON IDEOLOGICAL
DISAGREEMENTS.

- THESE CALLS HAVE GENERALLY NOT PROGRESSED BEYOND DISCUSSIONS, EMPHASIZING THE IMPORTANCE OF EVIDENCE-BASED
PROCEEDINGS.

THE FUTURE OF JUDICIAL IMPEACHMENT

THE HISTORY ILLUSTRATES THAT IMPEACHING AND REMOVING A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE REMAINS AN EXTRAORDINARY EVENT.
HO\X/EVER/ THE MECHANISMS ARE IN PLACE SHOULD SERIOUS MISCONDUCT BE PROVEN. THE FUTURE COULD SEE:

® MORE RIGOROUS STANDARDS FOR JUDICIAL CONDUCT.



® |NCREASED TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY MEASURES.

L4 POTENTIALLY, THE FIRST SUCCESSFUL IMPEACHMENT AND REMOVAL, SHOULD EVIDENCE OF HIGH CRIMES EMERGE.

CoNCLUSION

ToO ANSWER THE CENTRAL QUESTION: HAS A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE EVER BEEN IMPEACHED AND REMOVED? — NO, A SUPREME
COURT JUSTICE HAS NEVER BEEN REMOVED FROM OFFICE THROUGH IMPEACHMENT. SAMUEL CHASE STANDS AS THE ONLY JUSTICE
TO FACE IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS, BUT HE WAS ULTIMATELY ACQUITTED BY THE SENATE AND REMAINED ON THE BENCH. THE
RARITY OF SUCH EVENTS UNDERSCORES THE ROBUSTNESS OF JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE IN THE UNITED STATES/ BALANCED AGAINST
MECHANISMS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY. AS THE NATION CONTINUES TO EVOLVE POLITICALLY AND SOCIALLY, THE QUESTION OF
JUDICIAL ACCOUNTABILITY REMAINS VITAL, REAFFIRMING THE IMPORTANCE OF MAINTAINING THE INTEGRITY AND INDEPENDENCE OF
THE JUDICIARY WHILE ENSURING ACCOUNTABILITY FOR MISCONDUCT.

KeyworDs: SUPREME COURT JUSTICE IMPEACHMENT , JUDICIAL MISCONDUCT, SAMUEL CHASE, IMPEACHMENT PROCESS, JUDICIAL
ACCOUNTABILITY, HISTORY OF SUPREME COURT, REMOVAL OF JUSTICES

FREQUENTLY AsSkeD QUESTIONS

Has A SupreMe COURT JUSTICE EVER BEEN IMPEACHED AND REMOVED FROM OFFICE?

Yes, A U.S. SurreME COURT JUSTICE HAS BEEN IMPEACHED AND REMOVED. JUSTICE SAMUEL CHASE WAS IMPEACHED IN 1804
BUT WAS ULTIMATELY ACQUITTED BY THE SENATE IN 1805, SO HE WAS NOT REMOVED FROM OFFICE.

WHO wAS THE SUPREME COURT JUSTICE THAT WAS IMPEACHED AND REMOVED FROM
OFFICE?

No SUPREME COURTJUSTICE HAS EVER BEEN SUCCESSFULLY IMPEACHED AND REMOVED FROM OFFICE._JUSTICE SAMUEL CHASE
WAS IMPEACHED BUT NOT REMOVED, NO JUSTICE HAS FACED REMOVAL THROUGH IMPEACHMENT.

WHAT IS THE PROCESS FOR IMPEACHING A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE?

THE PROCESS INVOLVES THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES PASSING ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT BY A SIMPLE MAJORITY,
FOLLOWED BY THE SENATE CONDUCTING A TRIAL. CONVICTION AND REMOVAL REQUIRE A TWO-THIRDS MAJORITY IN THE
SENATE.

WHY HAS NO SUPREME COURT JUSTICE BEEN REMOVED THROUGH IMPEACHMENT?

IMPEACHMENT OF A SUPREME COURTJUSTICE IS VERY RARE BECAUSE IT REQUIRES SIGNIFICANT POLITICAL WILL AND EVIDENCE OF
’HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS. HISTORICALLY/ NO JUSTICE HAS MET THE THRESHOLD FOR REMOVAL.

HAVE ANY SUPREME COURT JUSTICES FACED CALLS FOR IMPEACHMENT?

YES/ SOME JUSTICES HAVE FACED CALLS FOR IMPEACHMENT OR REMOVAL DUE TO CONTROVERSIAL DECISIONS OR ALLEGED
MISCONDUCT, BUT NONE HAVE BEEN FORMALLY IMPEACHED OR REMOVED FROM OFFICE.

WHAT ARE THE GROUNDS FOR IMPEACHING A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE?

THE GROUNDS ARE THE SAME AS FOR OTHER FEDERAL OFFICIALS: ‘HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS,I WHICH CAN INCLUDE



CORRUPTION, ABUSE OF POWER, OR OTHER SERIOUS MISCONDUCT.

CouLb A CURRENT SUPREME COURT JUSTICE BE IMPEACHED AND REMOVED IN THE
FUTURE?

YES, THEORETICALLY, A CURRENT SUPREME COURTJUSTICE COULD BE IMPEACHED AND REMOVED IF THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES VOTES TO IMPEACH AND THE SENATE CONVICTS, BUT IT WOULD REQUIRE SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE AND
POLITICAL SUPPORT.

ADDITIONAL RESOURCES

IMPEACHMENT OF A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE: AN IN-DEPTH EXAMINATION

THE QUESTION OF WHETHER A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE HAS EVER BEEN IMPEACHED AND REMOVED FROM OFFICE IS A COMPELLING
ONE, TOUCHING ON THE CORE PRINCIPLES OF AMERICAN CONSTITUTIONAL LA, THE INDEPENDENCE OF THE JUDICIARY, AND THE
CHECKS AND BALANCES EMBEDDED WITHIN THE U.S. GOVERNMENT. THIS ARTICLE AIMS TO PROVIDE A COMPREHENSIVE, EXPERT -
LEVEL ANALYSIS OF THE HISTORY, PROCESS, AND IMPLICATIONS SURROUNDING THE IMPEACHMENT OF SUPREME COURTJUSTICES,
WITH A DETAILED LOOK INTO THE ONLY JUSTICE TO FACE SUCH PROCEEDINGS.

HisToriICAL CONTEXT OF JUDICIAL IMPEACHMENT

THE IMPEACHMENT PROCESS 1S ROOTED IN THE U.S. CONSTITUTION, SPECIFICALLY OUTLINED IN ARTICLE |l, SECTION 4, WHICH
STATES THAT “THE PRESIDENT, VICE PRESIDENT, AND ALL CIVIL OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES, SHALL BE REMOVED FROM
OFFICE ON IMPEACHMENT FOR, AND CONVICTION OF, TREASON, BRIBERY, OR OTHER HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS.” W/ HILE
THE PROCESS WAS PRIMARILY DESIGNED TO ADDRESS EXECUTIVE AND FEDERAL OFFICIALS, IT EXPLICITLY INCLUDES “CIVIL
OFFICERS,” A CATEGORY THAT ENCOMPASSES JUDGES, INCLUDING SUPREME COURT JUSTICES.

HISTORICALLY, IMPEACHMENT HAS BEEN A TOOL USED SPARINGLY AND OFTEN FOR POLITICAL REASONS. THE FRAMERS OF THE
CONSTITUTION INTENDED IT AS A SAFEGUARD AGAINST MISCONDUCT, BUT NOT AS A ROUTINE METHOD FOR REMOVING
OFFICIALS. As oF OcToBer 2023, ONLY A HANDFUL OF FEDERAL JUDGES, INCLUDING SUPREME COURT JUSTICES, HAVE FACED
IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS, WITH EVEN FEWER BEING REMOVED FROM OFFICE.

THE ONLY SUPREME COURT JUSTICE IMPEACHED: JUSTICE SAMUEL CHASE

OVERVIEW OF JUSTICE SAMUEL CHASE

JusTice SAMUEL CHASE (1741-1811) WAS AN ASSOCIATE JUSTICE oF THE U.S. SuPREME COURT FROM 1796 UNTIL HIS
DEATH IN 181 1. KNOWN FOR HIS FIERY RHETORIC AND STRONG FEDERALIST BELIEFS, CHASE PLAYED A PIVOTAL ROLE IN SHAPING
EARLY AMERICAN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. HIS TENURE WAS MARKED BY POLITICAL CONTROVERSY, ESPECIALLY DURING THE
TURBULENT YEARS FOLLOWING THE ADOPTION OF THE CONSTITUTION.

THEe IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS AGAINST CHASE



IN 1804, AMIDST INTENSE PARTISAN CONFLICTS BETWEEN FEDERALISTS AND DEMOCRATIC-REPUBLICANS, THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES IMPEACHED JUSTICE SAMUEL CHASE ON CHARGES OF “HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS.” THE SPECIFIC
ALLEGATIONS CENTERED AROUND HIS CONDUCT DURING A SERIES OF POLITICAL TRIALS, WHERE HE WAS ACCUSED OF EXHIBITING
BIAS AND PARTISANSHIP, UNDERMINING THE INDEPENDENCE OF THE JUDICIARY.

THE IMPEACHMENT ARTICLES ACCUSED CHASE OF:
- DEMONSTRATING BIAS IN HIS JUDICIAL CONDUCT
- ENGAGING IN PARTISAN POLITICAL BEHAVIOR

- EXHIBITING CONDUCT UNBECOMING OF A JUDGE

HO\X/EVER, THESE CHARGES WERE ROOTED MORE IN POLITICAL DISAGREEMENTS THAN CLEAR VIOLATIONS OF LAW OR
MISCONDUCT.

THe SENATE TRIAL AND OUTCOME

THE TRIAL TOOK PLACE IN THE SENATE IN 1805. THE KEY QUESTION WAS WHETHER CHASE'S CONDUCT CONSTITUTED “HIGH
CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS” WARRANTING REMOVAL. THE PROCEEDINGS WERE HIGHLY POLITICAL, WITH FEDERALISTS DEFENDING
CHASE AND DEMOCRATIC-REPUBLICANS SEEKING HIS REMOVAL.

THE OUTCOME WAS DECISI\/EZJUSTICE SAMUEL CHASE WAS ACQUITTED BY THE SENATE, WITH THE NECESSARY TWO-THIRDS
MAJORITY VOTING TO RETAIN HIM IN OFFICE. THE VERDICT UNDERSCORED A CRITICAL PRINCIPLE: IMPEACHMENT IS NOT A

POLITICAL TOOL TO PUNISH DISAGREEMENT OR UNPOPULAR CONDUCT BUT SHOULD BE RESERVED FOR SERIOUS BREACHES OF
CONSTITUTIONAL DUTY.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE CHASE IMPEACHMENT

\X/HILEJUSTICE CHASE WAS NOT REMOVED, HIS IMPEACHMENT SET A SIGNIFICANT PRECEDENT. |T DEMONSTRATED THAT:
- IMPEACHMENT IS A POLITICAL PROCESS, SUSCEPTIBLE TO PARTISAN INFLUENCE
- NOT ALL MISCONDUCT OR CONTROVERSIAL CONDUCT WARRANTS REMOVAL

- THE SENATE'S ROLE AS THE TRIAL BODY IS ESSENTIAL IN SAFEGUARDING JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE

THIS EPISODE ALSO REINFORCED THE IDEA THAT JUDICIAL CONDUCT MUST BE SCRUTINIZED CAREFULLY, BUT REMOV AL REQUIRES
CLEAR VIOLATIONS, NOT POLITICAL DISAGREEMENTS.

HAas ANY SUPREME COURT JUSTICE BEEN IMPEACHED AND REMOVED?

CURRENT STATUS: No SupReME COURT JusTICE HAS BEEN IMPEACHED AND REMOVED

As oF 2023, No SuPREME COURT JUSTICE HAS BEEN BOTH IMPEACHED AND REMOVED FROM OFFICE. THE PROCESS HAS BEEN
INITIATED AGAINST A FEW JUSTICES, BUT NONE HAVE FACED SUCCESSFUL REMOV AL THROUGH IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS. THE
REASONS ARE MULTIFACETED, RANGING FROM POLITICAL CONSIDERATIONS TO THE HIGH THRESHOLD FOR REMOVAL.

NoTABLE IMPEACHMENT ATTEMPTS AND [ HEIR OUTCOMES



W/HILE NO JUSTICE HAS BEEN REMOVED, SEVERAL HAVE FACED IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS:

- JusTice SAMUEL CHasE (1804-1805): ACQUITTED AND REMAINED ON THE BENCH.

- JusTice WiLLIAM O. DougLAs (1970s): FACED CALLS FOR IMPEACHMENT OVER ALLEGED MISCONDUCT, BUT NO FORMAL
IMPEACHMENT PROCESS WAS INITIATED.

- JusTice CLARENCE THoMAS (2020s): SUBJECT TO ALLEGATIONS AND CALLS FOR INVESTIGATION, BUT NO IMPEACHMENT
PROCEEDINGS HAVE BEEN LAUNCHED.

THE ONLY FEDERAL JUDGES REMOVED FROM OFFICE THROUGH IMPEACHMENT ARE DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT JUDGES, NOT SUPREME
COURT JUSTICES.

THE IMPEACHMENT PROCESS FOR SUPREME COURT JUSTICES

STEP-BY-STEP GUIDE TO IMPEACHMENT

(UNDERSTANDING THE PROCESS CLARIFIES WHY NO SUPREME COURT JUSTICE HAS YET BEEN REMOVED:

1. INITIATION IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: IMPEACHMENT BEGINS WITH THE DRAFTING AND APPROVAL OF ARTICLES OF
IMPEACHMENT BY THE HOUSE JuDICIARY COMMITTEE OR OTHER DESIGNATED COMMITTEES.

2. House VOTE: A SIMPLE MAJORITY VOTE IN THE HOUSE IS REQUIRED TO IMPEACH A FEDERAL OFFICER, INCLUDING JUSTICES.

3. SENATE TRIAL: THE PROCESS THEN MOVES TO THE SENATE, WHICH CONDUCTS A TRIAL PRESIDED OVER BY THE CHIEF JUSTICE
(FOR PRESIDENTIAL IMPEACHMENTS; FOR OTHERS, THE SENATE PRESIDENT OR A PRESIDING OFFICER). THE SENATE MUST THEN
VOTE TO CONVICT.

4. CONVICTION AND REMOVAL: A TWO-THIRDS MAJORITY IN THE SENATE IS NECESSARY TO CONVICT AND REMOVE THE OFFICIAL
FROM OFFICE.

5. POTENTIAL FOR DISQUALIFICATION: THE SENATE CAN ALSO VOTE TO DISQUALIFY THE INDIVIDUAL FROM HOLDING FUTURE
OFFICE.

CRITERIA FOR IMPEACHMENT OF A JUSTICE

\WHILE “HIGH CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS” IS A BROAD TERM, IMPEACHMENT OF A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE TYPICALLY HINGES
ON:

- SERIOUS CRIMINAL CONDUCT: BRIBERY, TREASON, OR OTHER CRIMINAL ACTS.

- MISCONDUCT OR ABUSE OF POWER: CORRUPTION, ETHICAL VIOLATIONS, OR CONDUCT UNDERMINING THE_JUDICIARY/S
INTEGRITY.

- VIOLATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL DUTIES: ACTS THAT BREACH THE TRUST AND OBLIGATIONS OF JUDICIAL OFFICE.

IT'S IMPORTANT TO NOTE THAT POLITICAL DISAGREEMENTS OR UNPOPULAR RULINGS ARE INSUFFICIENT GROUNDS FOR
IMPEACHMENT.



LEGAL AND POLITICAL IMPLICATIONS OF IMPEACHMENT

SAFEGUARDING JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE

IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS SERVE AS A VITAL CHECK ON JUDICIAL POWER BUT ALSO POSE RISKS TO JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE. THE
THREAT OF REMOVAL CAN INFLUENCE JUDICIAL BEHAVIOR, POTENTIALLY LEADING TO SELF-CENSORSHIP OR POLITICIZATION OF
JUDICIAL DECISIONS.

THE CASE OFJUSTICE SAMUEL CHASE ILLUSTRATES THIS TENSION. DESPITE THE POLITICAL NATURE OF HIS IMPEACHMENT, THE
SENATE'S ACQUITTAL REAFFIRMED THE IMPORTANCE OF PROTECTING JUDGES FROM PARTISAN ATTACKS BASED ON THEIR
CONDUCT OR RULINGS.

PoLiTicAL CONSIDERATIONS AND PARTISANSHIP

IMPEACHMENT IS INHERENTLY POLITICAL, OFTEN REFLECTING WIDER IDEOLOGICAL BATTLES. THE DIFFICULTY IN REMOVING SUPREME
COURT JUSTICES STEMS FROM:

- THE HIGH THRESHOLD (T\X/O‘THIRDS SENATE VOTE)
- THE DESIRE TO PRESERVE JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE
- THE RISK OF POLITICIZING THE JUDICIARY FURTHER

PARTISAN DIVIDES HAVE HISTORICALLY HAMPERED EFFORTS TO IMPEACH JUDGES, WITH IMPEACHMENT MORE COMMONLY
TARGETING EXECUTIVE OFFICIALS AND LOWER FEDERAL JUDGES.

IMPLICATIONS FOR FUTURE IMPEACHMENT EFFORTS

W/HILE IMPEACHMENT REMAINS A CONSTITUTIONAL REMEDY, ITS USE AGAINST SuUPREME COURT JUSTICES IS RARE AND FRAUGHT
WITH POLITICAL RISK. THE PRECEDENT SET BYJUSTICE CHASE'S CASE PROVIDES A CAUTIONARY TALE: IMPEACHMENT SHOULD BE
RESERVED FOR TRULY EGREGIOUS MISCONDUCT, NOT IDEOLOGICAL DISAGREEMENTS OR UNPOPULAR RULINGS.

ConcrusioN: THe FUTURE oF JupICIAL IMPEACHMENT

IN SUMMARY, NO SuPREME COURT JUSTICE HAS EVER BEEN SUCCESSFULLY IMPEACHED AND REMOVED FROM OFFICE. THE ONLY
JUSTICE TO FACE IMPEACHMENT, SAMUEL CHASE, WAS ACQUITTED, REAFFIRMING THE IMPORTANCE OF JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE AND
THE HIGH STANDARDS REQUIRED FOR REMOVAL.

L oOKING AHEAD, IMPEACHMENT REMAINS A POWERFUL BUT RARELY USED TOOL, ONE THAT UNDERSCORES THE DELICATE BALANCE
BETWEEN HOLDING JUDGES ACCOUNTABLE AND PRESERVING THE INDEPENDENCE ESSENTIAL TO AN IMPARTIAL JUDICIARY. AS
POLITICAL POLARIZATION CONTINUES, THE PROSPECT OF FUTURE IMPEACHMENT EFFORTS WILL LIKELY REMAIN A TOPIC OF
INTENSE DEBATE, EMPHASIZING THE NEED FOR CLEAR STANDARDS AND JUDICIOUS APPLICATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL REMEDIES.

IN ESSENCE, THE HISTORY OF SUPREME COURT IMPEACHMENT REVEALS A PROCESS DESIGNED TO PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF THE
JUDICIARY WHILE SAFEGUARDING AGAINST POLITICAL OVERREACH. |T REMAINS A VITAL, IF RARELY EXERCISED, COMPONENT OF
AMERICAN CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNANCE—ONE THAT UNDERSCORES THE ENDURING PRINCIPLES OF CHECKS AND BALANCES AT
THE HEART OF THE U.S. LEGAL SYSTEM.
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