Click here for Full Issue of EIR Volume 35, Number 11, March 14, 2008

terrors in short order.

Battle Rages Over
EU’s Lisbon Treaty
by Rainer Apel
If the European financier oligarchy has its way, the European
Union’s Lisbon Treaty, which would strip member nations of
any vestige of sovereignty, will be ratified this Spring, without
debate, without anyone ever reading its 277 pages, and certainly without any popular vote. If only one EU member nation fails to ratify the treaty, it cannot be put into effect. But
since mid-February, resistance to the treaty has been mounting, at the same time that its proponents are moving to silence
dissent. Helga Zepp-LaRouche, the chairwoman of the BüSo
party in Germany (Civil Rights Solidarity Movement), issued
a call on Feb. 23 for a referendum on the treaty in Germany
(see EIR, Feb. 29).
Ireland, as the only country so far that has scheduled a referendum, is the particular focus of political countermoves.
EU Commissioner Margot Wallstroem went to Dublin on
Feb. 27, in an attempt to defuse Irish concerns over the loss of
neutrality under the “solidarity clause” of the treaty, which
would oblige nations to unite to combat “terrorist activities.”
On Feb. 28, Polish Prime Minister Donald Tusk, in a scarcely
veiled attempt to corrupt the Irish population into accepting
the treaty, proposed that Irish Prime Minister Bertie Ahern
would be an ideal candidate for the new post of EU president.
But there’s a sleight-of-hand here; similar offers have been
made to several other nations, implying that if they voted
“yes” to the treaty, the first EU Presidency would go to one of
their politicians.
Ahern went so far as to argue that the only way to cope
with “global warming” would be for Europe to be strengthened as a world player—and for that, the Irish would have to
vote “yes” to the treaty.
The pro-treaty camp in the European Parliament also organized a vote of 499 against 129, to defeat an Irish motion for
an amendment that would have obliged the Parliament to respect the outcome of the Irish referendum. The message here
was that no matter how the Irish voted, the European Parliament would stick to its own majority vote of Feb. 20, in favor
of the treaty.

press conferences and lobbying of Members of Parliament.
Those referenda, some of which were held in election districts
of three British government members, yielded a majority of up
to 90% in favor of a referendum. Therefore, the fact that on
March 5, the British Parliament voted against two amendments that called for a referendum, one with 311 to 248, with
14 abstentions, and the other with 311 against 247, and 15 abstentions, is only a Pyrrhic victory for pro-treaty Prime Minister Gordon Brown and his Labour Party, as the defection of 29
Labourites to the pro-referendum side shows. It is interesting
to note that hints are being made about “deratification” being
on the agenda, should the opposition Tories come to power in
the next election, which is still a year away. That does not stop
the treaty in Britain now, but there are probably legal ways left
to block the enactment of it, even after ratification.
This is also under discussion in other European countries,
for example in France, where 1,000 lawyers have filed suit
against the treaty with the European Court of Justice in Strasbourg, and in Germany and Austria, where legal experts are
thinking about lawsuits in their own constitutional courts.
Two such suits are expected to be filed in Germany by the
Linkspartei (Left Party), and by Peter Gauweiler, a conservative Christian Social Union (CSU) party Member of Parlia-

Opposition Takes to the Streets
On the anti-treaty side, in Britain, the “I Want a Referendum” cross-party alliance rallied more than 2,000 protesters
for a day of action on Feb. 27, with picketing in front of the
British Parliament, “test” referenda in ten regions, as well as
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Ireland’s Sinn Fein party is circulating this poster in opposition to
the European Union’s anti-national treaty.
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ment. The moment their suits were admitted by the Constitutional Court, German President Horst Köhler would not be
legally allowed to sign the Lisbon Treaty, even if it were ratified by mid-May, as planned by the government, because the
entire case would be pending before the court.
The treaty ratification has run into other difficulties in
Germany, because the Federal government faces resistance
among the state governments, relating to the “accompanying
law” which the Merkel Cabinet wants to have passed by the
Parliament, in order to have a smooth ratification of the treaty
there. But this new law involves questions of Article 23 of the
Basic Law (Germany’s constitution), concerning the delicate
balance of powers between the Federal and state governments. Therefore, all 16 state governments have declared that
they will not ratify the treaty for the time being.
Austrian labor unionists issued an appeal on Feb. 26, to all
politicians who are also members of a labor union, to recall
that in 2004, labor throughout Europe opposed the original
EU Constitution draft, on the grounds that it was anti-labor
and would lower wages, and to recall that this “no” laid the
groundwork for the defeat of the Constitution in referenda in
France and the Netherlands in the Spring of 2005. The EU
Constitution therefore never went into effect (and was, in fact,
resubmitted, as the current EU Treaty). Labor leaders spoke
up at a hearing of the Labor and Social Affairs Committee of
the European Parliament on Feb. 26-27. The Austrian initiative also exposes the threat which the Lisbon Treaty poses to
the nation’s neutrality status.
In the Netherlands, the opposition Socialists, who hold almost 25% of the seats in the Parliament, are at the core of a
cross-party initiative to pass legislation making a referendum
mandatory.

The Higher Stakes
This resistance to the Treaty is intersected by the interventions of the LaRouche movement, which is the only institution
making the crucial point that the struggle against the treaty,
and against the Bloomberg-Rohatyn Presidential conspiracy in
the United States, are one and the same fight. That point is beginning to attract more and more interest among anti-treaty
activists, as demonstrated at two events at the end of February:
The LaRouche BüSo party held a joint German-Austrian event
against the Lisbon Treaty, on Feb. 29, together with representatives of the pro-referendum movement of Austria (see accompanying article). The day before, Helga Zepp-LaRouche
gave a presentation on the treaty at an event in Rome (see EIR,
March 7). There she exposed the “intertwining of NATO and
the European Union” under the solidarity clause of the treaty,
placing this in the context of the pro-fascist conspiracies in
both the United States and Europe: “If you have a Bloomberg
fascist government in the United States and a Lisbon [Treaty]
dictatorship in Europe, I have fear that we are on a road to
World War III,” she said. Furthermore, her Feb. 14 statement
calling for Europeanwide resistance to the treaty, was pub38 Strategy

Conference Report

Austrians Push for
Referendum on Treaty
by Alexander Pusch
The independent citizens’ initiative Save Austria convened
a first-rate symposium of experts in Vienna on Feb. 27, on
whether the European Union Reform Treaty—which Helga
Zepp-LaRouche has called the “Monster of Lisbon”—
should be submitted to a national referendum in Austria,
from a constitutional point of view. The ballroom at the Justice Palace was bursting at the seams: The question of the
far-reaching changes in the legal system, which the EU
Treaty would signify for all of Europe, is a burning issue for
Austrians.
The invited experts were former Austrian justice minister Prof. Hans R. Klecatsky, one of the authors of the Austrian Constitution; university instructor Dr. Adrian Hollaender; former Austrian foreign minister Dr. Willibald
Pahr; and Dr. Theo Öhlinger, former university professor
and author of an expert opinion for the government concerning the EU Treaty. Two representatives of the Schiller
Institute attended, to help coordinate Europeanwide resistance to the further empowerment of the EU bureaucracy,
and to promote a strategic understanding of where the danger to our free constitutional order comes from, during this
economic crisis.
The first theme discussed from the podium, was the elimination of Austria’s perpetual neutrality, through its incorporation into the EU. The EU’s Solidarity Clause, which obliges
member-states to support one another in “the common battle
against terrorism,” de facto means that soldiers of the member-states could be deployed into battle without their own
governments having veto power over it. For Austria, this contradicts, without doubt, one of the fundamental principles of
the Constitution.
This point was argued by Dr. Hollaender, a brilliant
young expert in constitutional law, who is vigorously engaged in resisting the European Treaty’s obliteration of the
national sovereignty of the European member-states. He
made eloquent reference to the history of the Austrian Constitution. If anyone still doubts the necessity for a referendum, he urged them to apply the well-known principle of
criminal law, to constitutional law: In Dubio pro Reo (when
in doubt, favor the accused), by invoking the principle, In
Dubio pro Democracia (when in doubt, favor democracy).
Professor Klecatsky made an impassioned plea for the
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