lomatic posting—which came asthe direct result of Wilson's
February 2002 trip to Niger, to investigate all egations of Ir-
ag' swas yellowcake uranium purchases. Cheney had tasked
theintelligencecommunity to probethelrag-Niger story, and,
despite his claims to the contrary, Cheney was fully briefed
on the results of the Wilson trip, which debunked it.

Cheney ‘Behind the Curtain’

TheOct. 13issueof U.S. Newsand World Report featured
acover story on Cheney, confirming that heisthemost power-
ful Vice President in American history, and the mastermind
of the Bush Administration’s Irag war policy, and al mat-
tershardline.

Noting that Cheney is now under intense fire for the Ad-
ministration’s Iraq debacle, and for his role in the Wilson
scandal, the cover story, entitled, “ The Man Behind the Cur-
tain,” reported on recent statements by Sen. Chuck Hagel,
a moderate Nebraska Republican, who has questioned the
rationalefor going to war against Irag. InaCNBC interview,
asked about the Wilson leak, Hagel stated that President Bush
“has that main responsibility to see this through and see it
through quickly, and that would include, if | was President,
sitting down with my Vice President and asking what he
knows about it.”

The article is based primarily on sources who were offi-
cialsof theBush“41” Administration, or who arecloseto the
Bush family. And one can only ask: If thisis what they are
saying in public, what arethey saying in private discussions?
Oneformer advisor to Bush“41” says: “Thewholelraq situa-
tion wasfiltered through Cheney, and he gavethe President a
very skewed view.”

A source identified only as a senior advisor to a former
Republican President, says: “ Cheney is not always right, but
he' salwayscertain. Heand hisalliesthought they wereinvin-
cible; that thiswould be the American century; that we could
reshape the world any way we wanted to. Welcome to the
real world.”

Following suit, both Newsweek and Time magazines also
put the “leak” story on their covers.

But media coverage is not enough. LaRouche made the
obvious point to be investigated: Who gave the orders, not
whodialed thetel ephone? And, who mapped out thecharacter
assassination campaign?

For several months, numerous Congressmen have called
for investigations, or have written officia letters—most of
which havegoneunanswered—to the Executive branch about
aspects of Cheney’ scorruption, disinformation, or other mal-
feasance in the Iraq buildup, and the occupation. While the
callsfor full-scale hearings have been blocked by the White
Housein combinationwiththe Houseand Senate GOP | eader-
ship, theRepublicans wall of silenceisbeginningtocrumble,
with Hagel calling on Bushto dothewritething, and Pennsyl-
vania Sen. Arlen Specter (R-Pa.) calling for an independent
counsel.
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Documentation

The Coming Fall
Of Dick Cheney

by Carl Osgood and Arthur Ticknor

Despite White House and GOP Congressional stonewalling
and grandstanding, there are serious and continuing efforts
by the Congressto investigate Vice President Dick Cheney's
Iraq War disinformation, and his profiteering from the war.
Ironically, thelatest investigationsweretriggered by two Ad-
ministration actions that attempted to answer or evade criti-
cismabout thewar: thefirst, concer nstheleaking of classified
information about a covert CIA operative; the second, the
Sept. 14 lieby Cheney to“ Meet the Press’ host, Tim Russert,
that he has* no financial ties’ to Halliburton. Excerptsfrom
major Congressional statements and press rel eases follow:

Deferred Salary and Stock Options

Sen. Frank R. Lautenberg's (D-N.J.) Sept. 25 press
release, “ Cheney Deferred Salary and Stock Options Consti-
tutea‘Financial Interest in Halliburton: Nonpartisan Agency
Analysis Conflicts With Cheney’s Denials of “Financia In-
terest’ in Company Reaping Billions From Administration
Contracts’:

“Senator Frank R. Lautenberg released a CRS Report to-
day that confirms that receiving deferred salary and holding
stock options in a corporation does constitute a ‘fi nancial
interest’ under Federal ethics standards. Thisfinding directly
conflicts with statements released by the Vice President’s
office after it was revealed that the Vice President continues
toreceivedeferred salary from Halliburton and holds 433,333
Halliburton stock options. The controversy arose when Vice
President Cheney made the following statement on the Sep-
tember 14th edition of Meet the Press:

“* And since | left Halliburton to become George Bush's
vice president, I’'ve severed al my ties with the company,
gotten rid of al my financial interest. | have no financial
interest in Halliburton of any kind and haven't had, now, for
over threeyears.’

“After the Vice President was confronted with informa-
tion to the contrary, hisoffice continued to deny any financial
tie, arguing that by taking out an insurance policy on the
deferred salary and assigning his after-tax proceeds from the
sale of unexercised options to charity, afinancial interest no
longer existed. The CRSReport explicitly rejectsthisdubious
line of reasoning, finding that financial ties continue despite
those steps.”
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“ Another important issue explained in the CRS report is
that the President and Vice President are both exempt from
the enforcement of the ethicslaws. Thereasonisthat forcing
the President or Vice President to disqualify themselvesfrom
certain duties or recusing themselves from certain issues
could interfere with their Constitutionally required duties.
The Consgtitution provides its own remedies for ethical
breaches committed by the President and Vice President.

“Thisreport makesclear that Vice President Cheney does
indeed have financial interests in Halliburton under Federal
ethics standards,” said Senator Lautenberg. “1 ask the Vice
President to stop dodging the issue with legalese, and ac-
knowledge hiscontinued financial tieswith Halliburtonto the
American people.

Deferred Salary

» “Deferred salary paid by Halliburton to Vice President
Cheney in 2001: $205,298

» “Deferred salary paid by Halliburton to Vice President
Cheney in 2002: $162,392

“Halliburton paid a ‘deferred salary’ to Vice President
Cheney in his first two years in office and is scheduled to
make similar paymentsto him in 2003, 2004, and 2005. De-
ferred salary is not a retirement benefit or a payment from a
third party escrow account, but rather an ongoing corporate
obligation paid from company funds. If a company were to
go under, the beneficiary could lose the deferred salary. The
Vice President’ s disclosure forms al so describe the deferred
salary payments as ‘ elective’ without defining thisterm.

“In an attempt to mitigatethe Vice President’ scontinuing
financial interest in Halliburton with respect to the payment
of this deferred compensation, the Vice President’ s financial
disclosure form states that that the Vice President ‘ acquired’
aninsurance policy ‘to ensurethat hewill receivethe equiva-
lents of his remaining deferred compensation account with
Halliburton.” The terms of thisinsurance policy, its cost, and
who paid for it are unclear.

Stock Options

“At the end of 2002, Vice President Cheney’s financial
disclosureform stated that he continued to hold 433,333 unex-
ercised Halliburton stock options, with exercise prices above
the company’ scurrent stock market price. TheVice President
has signed an agreement to donate any profits from these
stock options to charity, and has pledged not to take any tax
deduction for the donations. Should Halliburton’ sstock price
increase over the next few years, the Vice President could
exercise his stock options for a substantial profit, benefiting
not only his designated charities, but also providing Halli-
burton with a substantial tax eduction.

“The Vice President’s deferred compensation and stock
option benefits are in addition to a $20 million retirement
package paid to him by Halliburton after only five years of
employment; a$1.4 million cash bonus paid to him by Halli-
burton in 2001; and additional millions of dollarsin compen-
sation paid to him while he was employed by the company.”
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Cheney’s‘Financial Interest’

Congressional Research Service Report, Sept. 22,
2003, “ Official’ s Stock Optionsin and Deferred Salary From
a Corporation As a ‘Financial Interest’ of an Executive
Branch Official in Such Corporation”:

“Deferred salary or compensation received from aprivate
corporation in the reportable year is considered as among the
‘ties’ retained in or ‘linkages to former employers’ that may
‘represent acontinuing financial interest in those employers,
which makes them potential conflicts of interest,” and must
be disclosed as employment rel ationships and outside earned
income.” [Public Financial Disclosure; A Reviewer’s Refer-
ence, supraat 6-5.]

“[B]enefits . . . such as deferred compensation . . . stock
options.. . . Most of theselinkagestoformer employersrepre-
sent acontinuing financial interest in those employers, which
makes them potential conflicts of interest.” [Ibid]

“Unexercised stock options in a private corporation, as
well asdeferred salary currently receivedinthereporting year
from a private corporation by a reporting official, are thus
clearly items which are required to be disclosed under the
public financial disclosure provisions, and are among those
benefits described by the Office of Government Ethics as
‘retained ties' or ‘linkages' to one's former employer, such
that these items are reportable ‘fi nancial interests’ in such
privatecorporationfor the purposesof thefinancial disclosure
provisions of the Ethicsin Government Act of 1978.

“The fact that a deferred salary or compensation from a
private corporation may be ‘insured,” and thus ‘ guaranteed’
regardless of the corporation’s performance, and the fact that
the after-tax profits from the exercise of outstanding stock
optionsthat theofficial currently holdsinthecorporationhave
been designated to various charities, does not . . . take such
official’s ties, interests and linkages to private corporations
out of the realm of required financial disclosures for conflict
of interest avoidance and identification purposes.”

L autenberg ChargesHalliburton ‘ Padding’

Pressrelease by Sen. Frank Lautenberg, Oct. 2, 2003,
“Senator Lautenberg Alleges Halliburton ‘ Padding’ No-Bid
Contract Before Upcoming Deadline To Open It Up To Bid-
ding Process’:

“As the Pentagon’ s deadline to open up the no-bid con-
tract awardedto Halliburton by the Bush-Cheney Administra-
tion approaches, Halliburton is padding its contract at afuri-
ous pace, alleged United States Senator Frank R. Lautenberg
(D-NJ). ‘War is hell, but it has turned into financial heaven
for Halliburton,” said Senator Lautenberg. ‘ This sweetheart,
no-bid contract given to Halliburton spikes up by hundreds
of millions of dollars each week. It's outrageous.’

“* Thishasbeen aSeptember to remember for Halliburton
as they raked in $700 million in taxpayer funds,’ Senator
Lautenberg said.

“ According to government data, Halliburton’s no-bid
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contract has risen to $1.4 billion, from $1.25 billion just one
week ago. In September alone, the no-bid contract doubled in
size from $700 million to $1.4 billion.

“According to the Army Corps of Engineers, the no-bid
Halliburton contract will be opened for bidding later this
month.

“*This deal Halliburton cut with the Bush-Cheney Ad-
ministration would make Ken Lay proud, but to most Ameri-
cans this kind of thing is just wrong,”” Senator Lautenberg
said.

“Cheney received a $34 million package when he left
Halliburton to become Vice President of the United States.
On September 14th, Mr. Cheney told Tim Russert on Meet
the Press that he had severed al financia ties and had no
financia interest in Halliburton.”

Conyers: Appoint Independent Counsel

Rep. John Conyers (D-Mich.), the senior Democrat on
the House Judiciary Committee, published a commentary in
the Oct. 3 Detroit Free Press, in which he says that the ap-
pointment of a special counsel isrequired by law. Although
the independent counsel statute expired in 1999, Justice De-
partment regulations require the appointment of a special
counsel under certain specified circumstances—which Cony-
erssaysapply in this case.

Quoting then-Senator John Ashcroft from a 1997 state-
ment, Conyerswrites: A singleallegation can be most worthy
of a special prosecutor. . . . If you're abusing your status in
office, it can beasinglefact that makesthedifferenceonthat.”

DemsCall For Special Counsel To Probe CIA
L eak

Calls came from both the House and Senate Democratic
leaderships on Sept. 30, demanding that the Justice Depart-
ment appoint aspecial prosecutor to determine who madethe
criminal leak of the name of the wife of former Ambassador
Joe Wilson.

House Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) said:
“ Anindependent investigation of thisdespicable matter must
be undertaken immediately. It must be thorough and it must
be beyond question in terms of the vigor with which it is
pursued. Given alegations about the involvement of senior
White House officials and the past close association between
the Attorney General and one of those officials, theinvestiga-
tion should be headed by a person indepenent of the adminis-
tration.”

Senate Democrats called on Attorney General Ashcroft
to appoint aspecia counsel aswell. A letter to Ashcroft was
issued by Senators Tom Daschle (D-SD.), Joe Biden (D-
Del.), Carl Levin(D-Mich.), and John D. Rockefeller 111 (D-
W.Va.), which stated:

“Reportsindicatethat senior administration officialswere
allegedly motivated to engage in potentially criminal behav-
ior, risking our national security and the lives of our intelli-
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gence agents, in order to punish someone who raised ques-
tions about the admnistration’s rationale for going to war
with Irag.”

Democrats also called on Attorney General Ashcroft to
recuse himself. Ashcroft refused to address the matter of the
leak during an unrelated press conference, but confirmed that
a“full investigation” has begun.

Nine Democratic Senators, members of the Senate
Governmental Affairs Committee, sent a letter to White
House Chief of Staff Andy Card on Sept. 30, requesting inde-
pendent specia counsel to probe the Wilson leak. The letter
says:

“Our government has no greater responsibility than to
protect and advance our national security, and the peoplewho
work for our government have no greater obligation than to
protect and defend those spending and risking their lives for
our national security. Yet it now appears that one or more
high-level Bush Administration officials took it upon them-
selvestoact contrary to that responsibility and that obligation.
In an apparent reaction to Ambassador Joseph C. Wilson's
credible allegations about the Administration’ s manipulation
of intelligence information, some high-level Bush Adminis-
tration officials reportedly decided to identify the Ambassa-
dor’ swife as a covert government operative. This action po-
tentially endangered not just her, but the many people who
may have associated with her and provided help to the
United States.

“Thisisnot just an outrage; it also appearsto be acrime.
It must beinvestigated—immediately and independently. . . .
We strongly believe that such an investigation should be led
by a non-partisan, independent special counsel, and not by
this Administration’s political appointees.”

Schumer, Levin Introduce Amendment

On Sept. 30, Sen. Charles Schumer (D-N.Y.) and Sen.
Carl Levin (D-Mich.) introduced a*“ Sense of the Congress’
amendment to request aspecial counsel. Levin stated that the
leaks like that which exposed the identity and job of Valerie
Plame Wilson could endanger “men and women playing ab-
solutely critical rolesin the defense of our national security.”

On Sept. 29, Senator Schumer also sent aletter to Attor-
ney Genera John Ashcroft, excerpted here:

“Dear Genera Ashcroft:

“1 writeto ask you to appoint aspecial counsel to investi-
gate and prosecute the apparent unauthorized and criminal
leaking of an undercover CIA agent’sidentity by senior ad-
ministration officials.

“As you are aware, in July, a syndicated newspaper
column quoted ‘senior administration officials identifying
Valerie Plame as an undercover CIA operative specializing
in Weapons of Mass Destruction. Plame is the spouse of a
long-time State Department veteran, Ambassador Joseph
Wilson, who wrote an op-ed disputing the White House's
claims about potential uranium exports from Niger to Irag.
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The op-ed helped spur the debate about whether the White
House knowingly manipulated information about Iraq’'s nu-
clear program.

“Recent news accounts have reported that two high-level
Whie House officials called six reporters and disclosed the
identity of Wilson's wife as part of an attempt to impugn
Wilson' scredibility andintimidate other criticsof the Admin-
istration.

“Leaking the identity of an undercover CIA agent is a
federal crime, punishable by up to 10 yearsin prison. In July,
| asked FBI Director Mueller to determinewhether therewere
groundsto believe acrime had occurred. Following standard
procedure, Director Mueller contacted CIA Director George
Tenet to ascertain whether it appeared a national security
breach had occurred. Director Tenet hasapparently confirmed
that he believes a crime was committed.

“Clearly, there is the appearance of a conflict of interest
for the Department of Justice to investigate whether senior
White House officials committed federal felony offenses, es-
pecially insuch ahighly-charged context. Sinceyounolonger
have the option of asking that an Independent Counsel be
appointed, | am writing to encourage you to appoint a Spe-
cial Counsel.

“ Although aSpecia Counsel will not have completeinde-
pendence from the Justice Department, he or she would have
the full panoply of powers available to a US Attorney, and
Federal regulationsrequirethat any interferencein theinves-
tigation ultimately be reported to Congress. In short, the ap-
pearance of aconflict of interest isnot totally removed, but it
issubstantially mitigated. Appointing a Special Counsel may
not be the perfect way to conduct this investigation, but it is
clearly the best alternative available.

“We need a person with a pristine reputation to lead this
probe, someone who has the stature to make sure that this
investigation gets to the bottom of what happened. Federal
regulationsrequirethat the Special Counsel bea'lawyer with
areputation for integrity and impartial decision-making’ and
‘shall be selected from outside the United States Govern-
ment.” Someimmediately obvious possibilitiesinclude: War-
ren Rudman, GeorgeMitchell, Sam Nunn, and Frank K eating.
Should you agree that a Special Counsel is necessary, | en-
courage you to consult with Congressional leadersfrom both
parties before making an appointment.

“This criminal act is one of the most reckless and nasty
things| have seenin al my yearsof government. Leaking the
name of a CIA agent is tantamount to putting a gun to that
agent’ shead. It compromisesthat agent’ ssafety and thesaf ety
of that agent’ sloved ones, not to mention thoseinthat agent’s
network of intelligence assets. Furthermore, it posesaserious
threat to the national security of this nation.

“1 know you share my commitment to nationa security
and that you are as appalled by these dastardly deedsas| am.
| hope you will take the only appropriate action here and
appoint a Special Counsel so we can ensure that justice is
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donewhilepreserving theintegrity of the Justice Department.
“1 look forward to hearing from you on this matter soon.”

Waxman Demands Congr essional Hearings

On Sept. 29, Rep. Henry Waxman (D-Calif.), the rank-
ing member, requested the House Government Reform Com-
mittee hold hearings to investigate “allegations that White
House officials breached national security law by disclosing
theidentity of aClA agent,” namely the wife of Ambassador
Joseph Wilson. “Congressiona oversight of the Wilson case
is imperative,” Waxman said in a letter to Rep. Tom Davis
(R-Va)). Excerptsfollow:

“ Asthe primary investigative committee in the House of
Representative, it isthe Committee’ sresponsibility to ensure
that the public receives afull accounting of what happenedin
the Wilson matter.

“Publicly identifying Ambassador Wilson’ swife appears
tohavebeenintendedto punishhimfor criticizingthe Admin-
istration’spolicy onlrag. . . .

“To date, the White House does not appear to be taking
this national security breach seriously”— areaction that “ ap-
pearsmarkedly different thanitsreactionto other leaks,” such
as regarding the attacks of Sept. 11, 2001. In fact, “it is not
even clear if the White House will conduct its own internal
investigation into its own officials leaking the identity of a
covert CIA agent,” Waxman wrote.

Waxman demanded that the Committee take the follow-
inginitia steps.

 “request a copy of the CIA request to the Department
of Justice that DOJinvestigate the matter”;

* “call ahearing to receivetestimony from relevant indi-
viduals such as Ambassador Wilson on this matter.”

Conflictsof Interest Detailed

At apress conference Oct. 2, Sen. Charles Schumer (D-
N.Y.), a member of the Senate Judiciary Committee, pre-
sented a number of reasons why a special counsel should
be appointed. Schumer cited Ashcroft’ sties to White House
advisor Karl Rove, who worked for Ashcroft’s Senatorial
election campaignfor feesinthe$700,000.00 range. Schumer
alsoraised questionsabout other conflictsbetween Ashcroft’s
aides and staff, and the White House:

» “The acting Deputy Attorney General, Robert D. Mc-
Callum, wasinductedinto Skull and Bonesat Y alewith Presi-
dent Bush in 1968.

» “DOJ Deputy Chief of Staff David Israelite served as
the director of palitical and governmental affairs for the Re-
publican National Committee in 1999 and 2000.

» “Solicitor Genera Ted Olson wasthe lead counsel for
President Bush during the 2000 Florida recount, and argued
Mr. Bush' s appeal before the Supreme Court.

» “Rachel Brand, the Principal Deputy Assistant Attor-
ney General inthe Officeof Legal Policy, served asAssociate
Counsel in the White House.”
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