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ment. The moment their suits were admitted by the Constitu-
tional Court, German President Horst Köhler would not be 
legally allowed to sign the Lisbon Treaty, even if it were rati-
fied 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  govern-
ments. 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 initia-
tive also exposes the threat which the Lisbon Treaty poses to 
the nation’s neutrality status.

In the Netherlands, the opposition Socialists, who hold al-
most 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 interven-

tions 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 be-
ginning  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 represen-
tatives of  the pro-referendum movement of Austria (see ac-
companying 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  pub-
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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 Jus-
tice 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 minis-
ter Prof. Hans R. Klecatsky, one of the authors of the Aus-
trian  Constitution;  university  instructor  Dr.  Adrian  Hol-
laender;  former  Austrian  foreign  minister  Dr.  Willibald 
Pahr; and Dr. Theo Öhlinger,  former university professor 
and author of  an expert opinion  for  the government con-
cerning the EU Treaty. Two representatives of the Schiller 
Institute attended, to help coordinate Europeanwide resis-
tance to the further empowerment of the EU bureaucracy, 
and to promote a strategic understanding of where the dan-
ger to our free constitutional order comes from, during this 
economic crisis.

The first theme discussed from the podium, was the elim-
ination of Austria’s perpetual neutrality, through its incorpo-
ration 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 mem-
ber-states  could  be  deployed  into  battle  without  their  own 
governments having veto power over it. For Austria, this con-
tradicts, 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 en-
gaged 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 Con-
stitution. If anyone still doubts the necessity for a referen-
dum, 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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fundamental character of the principle of neutrality in the 
Austrian constitutional system. In the discussion with the 
audience that followed, the esteem in which he is held, and 
his moral authority, were abundantly clear. He received re-
peated standing ovations and thunderous applause, particu-
larly for his impassioned refutation of the sophistical argu-
ment of Professor Ölinger, that by entering the EU, which 
was done by Austria through a referendum, the country al-
ready gave up its neutrality to a large degree, and that there-
fore the Reform Treaty is no big change.

The discussion then turned to the character of the Reform 
Treaty as an enabling act or a “blank check.” In this connec-
tion, the lawyers also raised the question of the lack of veto 
power for  the  individual member-states. Dr. Pahr seconded 
Dr. Öhlinger sophistry that Austria had already given up its 
sovereignty, by joining the European Community. They could 
not understand why the EU Treaty and the opposition’s de-
mand for referenda should be creating such an uproar today. 
Öhlinger  further  attempted  to  argue  that  the  four pillars of 
Austrian constitutional  law—namely,  the republican princi-
ple, the democratic principle, the legal principle, and the fed-
eral principle—would not be affected by  ratification of  the 
Treaty.

Building a Europeanwide Resistance
Hollaender and Klecatsky replied, that the danger is that 

the nations of Europe no longer have any power over how 
far the changes in the legal system will go. Klecatsky, who 
lived through and actively shaped the founding of the Aus-
trian  Republic  at  the  end  of  the  post-war  occupation,  in 
1955, made the point that it is precisely democracy and all 
democratic legitimacy that would be destroyed by the trea-
ty. Hollaender then went into the question of who decides, 
how far the changes in the legal system would be allowed to 
go. In a heated discussion, the audience expressed its dis-
pleasure at the attempt by the media and the politicians to 
head off debate, as for example, in the Federal Republic of 
Germany, where no public debate is being allowed.

We of the Schiller Institute intervened at this point, to in-
dicate some of  the strategic background  to  this Monster of 
Lisbon. Many people are particularly perplexed by the haste 
and furtiveness with which this Treaty is supposed to be rati-
fied, behind the backs of the population.

As Lyndon LaRouche and Helga Zepp-LaRouche have 
frequently pointed out, it is vital to understand that the Lis-
bon Treaty is a project of the London financial oligarchy, to 
consolidate dictatorial structures  in parallel  in  the U.S.A. 
and Europe, because of the breakdown of the financial sys-
tem.  In  the  U.S.A.,  this  is  expressed  in  the  candidacy  of 
New York Mayor Michael Bloomberg; in Europe, it is the 
EU Reform Treaty. Thus it is important to coordinate Eu-
ropewide resistance to it. It was pointed out that, in Ireland, 
the only country so far, where a referendum on the Lisbon 
Treaty  has  been  announced,  only  26%  of  the  population 

supports the Treaty. In Denmark, there is an intense discus-
sion of the need for a referendum; in Slovakia and the Czech 
Republic, there is resistance in parliament, and in England 
itself, Parliament will vote on whether  to have a  referen-
dum.

The movement in Austria is an important component of 
such Europewide resistance, to overturn the consolidation of 
power by the financial oligarchy in the EU bureaucracy. Dem-
onstrations will be organized, educational efforts will be car-
ried out, and legal documents will be introduced, to at least 
slow down ratification by the National Assembly.

Individuals  and organizations  in  the various member-
states, which are organizing resistance, can draw strength 
and inspiration from the fact that they are not alone in their 
struggle with the EU in their own country, but that together, 
we  are  striving  for  a  Europe  of  the  Fatherlands,1  for  the 
common good, and for freedom. Those who are committed 
to these ideals, can build upon the resistance that exists in 
Austria.

1.  This phrase of Gen. Charles de Gaulle served to emphasize the alliance of 
sovereign nation-states, as opposed to the concept of the supranationalists, 
who wanted to eliminate national sovereignty in a united Europe.

This English 
translation of 
the work of 
Russia’s 
authoritative 
economist, 
presents a 
critical analysis 
of the complex 
economic 
processes in 
Russia during 
the last 15 
years.

Available through EIR

Order by calling 1-800-278-3135, or at the 
EIR online store, at www.larouchepub.com.

$30 plus $2.50 for shipping and handling


