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have considered the B61-11, a tactical nuclear weap-
on, as one of the options to strike underground bun-
kers in Iran.

(D) The United States has been linked to anti-Iranian or-
ganizations that are attempting to destabilize the Ira-
nian government, in particular the Mujahideen-e 
Khalq (MEK), even though the State Department has 
branded it a terrorist organization.

(E) News accounts indicate that United States troops have 
been ordered into Iran to collect data and establish 
contact with anti-government groups.

(4) In the last three years the Vice President has repeatedly 
threatened Iran. However, the Vice President is legally bound 
by the U.S. Constitution’s adherence to international law that 
prohibits threats of use of force.

(A) Article VI of the United States Constitution states, 
“This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States 
which shall be made in Pursuance thereof; and all 
Treaties made, or which shall be made, under the Au-
thority of the United States, shall be the supreme Law 
of the Land.” Any provision of an international treaty 
ratified by the United States becomes the law of the 
United States.

(B) The United States is a signatory to the United Na-
tions Charter, a treaty among the nations of the 
world. Article II, Section 4 of the United Nations 
Charter states, “All Members shall refrain in their 
international relations from the threat or use of force 
against the territorial integrity or political indepen-
dence of any state, or in any other manner inconsis-
tent with the Purposes of the United Nations.” The 
threat of force is illegal.

(C) Article 51 lays out the only exception, “Nothing in the 
present Charter shall impair the inherent right of indi-
vidual or collective self-defense if an armed attack oc-
curs against a Member of the United Nations, until the 
Security Council has taken measures necessary to 
maintain international peace and security.” Iran has 
not attacked the United States; therefore any threat 
against Iran by the United States is illegal.

The Vice President’s deception upon the citizens and Con-
gress of the United States that enabled the failed United States 
invasion of Iraq forcibly altered the rules of diplomacy such 
that the Vice President’s recent belligerent actions towards 
Iran are destabilizing and counterproductive to the national 
security of the United States.

In all of this, Vice President Richard B. Cheney has acted 
in a manner contrary to his trust as Vice President, and subver-
sive of constitutional government, to the prejudice of the 
cause of law and justice and the manifest injury of the people 
of the United States.

Wherefore Richard B. Cheney, by such conduct, warrants 
impeachment and trial, and removal from office.

The LaRouche Record:
Impeach Dick Cheney!

Here are highlights of Lyndon LaRouche’s five-year effort to 
rouse both Democrats and Republicans to impeach Vice Pres-
ident Dick Cheney, or otherwise “convince” him to resign. 
Many other statements can be found at www.larouchepub.
com and www.larouchepac.com.

2002
Sept. 20: LaRouche, then a contender for the 2004 Demo-

cratic Presidential nomination, makes his first demand that 
Cheney resign, in a statement entitled “Iraq Is a Fuse, But 
Cheney Built the Bomb.” The statement was printed for mass 
distribution in the millions.

2003
March 18: LaRouche puts out a statement, “Can We Sal-

vage This Presidency?” in which he identifies the Hitlerian 
rationale for the war, and for the first time tags the nexus of 
Administration warmongers known as followers of fascist 
philosopher Leo Strauss, as the “Children of Satan.”

April 9: The LaRouche in 2004 campaign issues the first 
of three “Children of Satan” pamphlets, bearing the title “The 
‘Ignoble Liars’ Behind Bush’s No Exit War.” LaRouche’s ar-
ticle in the pamphlet, “Insanity as Geometry,” proves that 
leading members of the Cheney-Rumsfeld-Ashcroft war par-
ty were students of Leo Strauss, mostly at the University of 
Chicago, where he had been installed, thanks to Nazi Party 
jurist Carl Schmitt.

June 7: LaRouche PAC press release, “LaRouche Says 
Charges Against Cheney Constitute Grounds for Impeach-
ment,” demands a full investigation of Cheney’s role in faking 
the intelligence that led to the Iraq War: “Let there be no mis-
take about it. The nature of these charges constitutes hard 
grounds for impeachment. The question has to be taken head 
on. It is time for Dick Cheney to come clean. I want to know 
exactly what Dick Cheney knew and when he knew it. . . . De-
termining who knew what and when is, at this time, an urgent 
matter of national security.”

June 9: BBC Radio interviews LaRouche, who calls for 
Cheney’s impeachment. With regard to the push for war in 
Iraq, LaRouche says that Cheney “was pushing, actively, false 
information, personally and publicly, which he knew to be 
false at the time. Now, this is a very serious matter. As I said, 
it’s an impeachable charge against the Vice President of the 
United States.”

Aug. 1: EIR issues cover feature entitled “Case for Im-
peachment of Vice President Dick Cheney.”
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2004
Jan. 3: LaRouche’s campaign releases the second pam-

phlet, “Children of Satan II: The Beast-Men.”
June 18: LaRouche in 2004 releases the third of the “Chil-

dren of Satan” pamphlets, “The Sexual Congress for Cultural 
Freedom.”

2005
July 22: EIR publishes article by LaRouche, “The Case 

of a Vice-President’s Mass Insanity,” which is reprinted by 
LaRouche PAC, and circulates in more than 500,000 
copies.

2006
March 3: EIR’s cover feature is LaRouche’s “Prolegom-

ena for a Party Platform: Franklin Roosevelt’s Legacy.” In it 
he states, “The grounds for impeaching Cheney are clearly in 
sight, and ever more abundantly so. He were wise to accept an 
easy way to a comfortable quiet life of retirement outside 
some prison.” The document is also distributed in pamphlet 
form by LaRouche PAC.

April 27: LaRouche webcast, “The Greatest Economic 
Crisis in Modern History,” warns that “if Cheney’s not out, 
it’s not possible to make the kind of changes that are required, 
which are changes that are consistent with what Franklin 
Roosevelt began to do in early March of 1933, at the time of 
his inauguration.”

2007
March 7: LaRouche, in a webcast speech, states that “a 

bill of impeachment against Cheney, being drafted in the 
House of Representatives, for presentation to the joint body of 
the Congress, for impeachment trial, should be done right 
now. And I would like to know why it’s not being done. . . . 
The problem is the Democrats who should be doing it, are un-
der the influence of other Democrats who have cut a deal, and 
have agreed to keep impeachment off the agenda until 2008. 
That’s the problem.”

June 25: LaRouche PAC issues a statement, “LaRouche 
to Speaker Pelosi: BAE Scandal Demands Cheney Im-
peachment Now!” New revelations show that Cheney has 
been behind the coverup of an $80-100 billion criminal 
slush fund, run through the British arms cartel BAE Sys-
tems, which includes payoffs to Saudi Arabia’s Prince Ban-
dar bin-Sultan.t

July 13: LaRouche releases a statement: “If Hillary Clin-
ton were to step forward to issue a clarion call for the imme-
diate impeachment of Vice President Dick Cheney, she could 
win the Presidency by virtual acclamation.”

July 19: LaRouche warns a closed-door meeting of diplo-
mats, that Cheney is driving for war against Iran. “This not yet 
August,” he says, “but as I think back to Augusts in the past, I 
think of August 1914, August 1939. . . . My view is that we 
have to somehow get rid of Cheney.”

California Budget Crisis

Arnie and Wall Street
Dems Are Discredited
by Harley Schlanger

Just as Lyndon LaRouche and EIR have warned, the State of 
California is facing a gigantic hole in its budget, as the ef-
fects of the blowout of the housing bubble are rippling 
through the state’s economy. The Los Angeles Times report-
ed Nov. 6 that there has been a precipitous collapse in rev-
enue collected by the state, turning a projected $6 billion 
budget shortfall for 2008-09 to one of more than $10 bil-
lion, an estimate in line with the minimum shortfall project-
ed by this publication. (FY 2007-08 budgeted $103 billion 
in expenditures.)

In response, Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger’s finance de-
partment has ordered agency directors to draft plans for a 
10% cut in spending next year, in anticipation of the bal-
looning deficit. These cuts will be substantial, and will be 
apportioned throughout the budget, including areas with 
chronic shortfalls, such as education, health care, and trans-
portation. Teachers, health-care professionals, and others 
who provide social services are already decrying what they 
foresee as a budgetary bloodbath against those least pro-
tected from the devastating effects of such cuts, especially 
among children, the poor, the disabled, and the elderly.

Treachery of the ‘Wall Street’ Democrats
Last August, after having missed the June 30 budget 

deadline, Schwarzenegger won the support of Republican 
Senators who were holding out, by promising he would use 
his veto to make further cuts, once his budget was passed. 
He could make this offer because the Democrats had al-
ready agreed to his budget, taking him at his word that he 
would deliver a balanced budget next year, without drastic 
cuts.

Once again, the Democrats failed their constituents, just 
as California’s Democratic Speaker of the U.S. House, Rep. 
Nancy Pelosi, has turned her back on her constituents, by in-
sisting, repeatedly, that the impeachment of Vice President 
Cheney is “off the table.”

What Pelosi has in common with the Democratic Party 
leaders of the California Senate and Assembly, is that she is 
taking orders from banker Felix Rohatyn, the most power-
ful representative of Wall Street in the party. EIR has docu-
mented Rohatyn’s partnership, both nationally and in the 
state, with the fascist George Shultz, who has been the main 




