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LISBON TREATY RATIFICATION

A Day of Shame for  
The German Parliament!
by Helga Zepp-LaRouche

Mrs. Zepp-LaRouche is the chairman of the Civil Rights Solidar-
ity Movement (BüSo) in Germany, which has been organizing 
throughout Germany against the Lisbon Treaty. Her statement is 
translated from German, and subheads have been added.

April 24, 2008 will be noted in the annals as the day in which 
517 German Members of Parliament, for a variety of reasons, 
agreed to ratify a major treaty in total disregard for the Consti-
tution, an action which, in practical terms, means annihilating 
the Constitution, and which is supposed to realize an oligar-
chical dictatorship in Europe. 

The biggest scandal in all of this is that with very few ex-
ceptions, the majority of the MPs have not even troubled to 
read the Lisbon Treaty, or, as one stated flatly, “A non-issue, in 
our Parliamentary group.” 

It seems at least for now that the calculation that the Euro-
pean governments’ leaders worked out last Dec. 13, was not 
merely to approve the Lisbon Treaty, but to wave it through 
their domestic parliaments, without any public debate in the 
media or in the parliaments—at least not in a way noticeable 
by the population. 

All this boils down to is a cold coup from above, where-
by the pitiful remains of any legislative competences that the 
domestic parliaments still enjoy, are to be handed over, lock, 
stock,  and  barrel,  to  the  European  Union  dictatorship  in 
Brussels. 

But there will be an aftermath, and not in Germany alone. 
The  matter  will  go  up  to  the  German  Constitutional  Court 
(Bundesverfassungsgericht),  to  the  European  Court  of  Hu-
man Rights in Strasbourg, and to other courts, where the mat-
ter  of  breach  of  the  various  domestic  constitutions  will  be 
raised,  and also  the  fact  that  the Lisbon Treaty purports  to 

make all the constitutions functionless. 
One  of  the  most  severe  violations  is  that,  according  to 

Section 20, Article 2 of the German Constitution,1 all author-
ity emanates from the people,  and if the people elect MPs, it 
is precisely to represent that right of the sovereign, the people. 
In earlier decisions, the German Constitutional Court has held 
that the representatives may indeed delegate some part of that 
right—for example, to the European Union; but 100%? 

Through the Lisbon Treaty, all power has in effect been 
taken from the citizens, parliamentary democracy has been 
suspended, and any policy formulation delegated to the newly 
created office of the European President (who will be elected 
for two and a half years), to the Council of Ministers, and to 
the EU Commission. 

This amounts to a thoroughgoing change to the Constitu-
tion,  that  comes within  the purview of Section 146, which 
reads: “This Basic Law, which is valid for the entire German 
people following the achievement of the unity and freedom of 
Germany, shall cease to be in force on the day on which a con-
stitution  adopted  by  a  free  decision  of  the  German  people 

1.  Article 20 (Basic principles of state order, right to resist). 
(1)  The Federal Republic of Germany is a democratic and social Federal 

state. 
(2)  All state authority emanates from the people. It is exercised by the 

people by means of elections and voting and by separate legislative, 
executive, and judicial organs. 

(3)  Legislation is subject to the constitutional order; the executive and 
the judiciary are bound by the law. 

(4)  All Germans shall have the right to resist any person seeking to abol-
ish this constitutional order, should no other remedy be possible. (in-
serted 24 June 1968) 

http://www.constitution.org/cons/germany.txt 
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comes into force.”2 
The EU Treaty, which is seen by reputed legal scholars, 

according to their legal conception, as degrading the domestic 
parliament to the rank of a mere “regional administrative en-
tity,” amounts in reality to a change of the Constitution, even 
if the heads of state used the transparent trick to change the 
name to “Treaty,” rather than “Constitution,” after the people 
of France and Holland rejected the European Constitution by 
referenda in 2005. 

Apart  from  a  tiny  handful  of  German  MPs,  most  have 
simply  waved  the  Treaty  through  this  week,  without  even 
troubling  to  read  it. The document—which  intentionally  is 
completely unreadably save by a legal scholar—was first pub-
lished in consolidated  form on April 15 (“consolidated” re-
fers  to  the original European Constitution, which  is hence-
forth  consolidated  in  the  new  Treaty  with  all  subsequent 
addenda, changes, explanations, and so forth). Consequently, 
every single one of those MPs, who, from the depth of his ig-
norance and indifference, has thus baldly disregarded his re-
sponsibilities as a representative of the people and approved 
the Treaty, should only receive one answer: to be voted out of 
office as quickly as possible.

Media Are Shamelessly Complicit 
If another proof were been necessary, here you have it, 

that the mass media in Europe (and, of course, especially in 
Germany), are controlled top-down: Between Dec. 13, 2007, 
when the heads of state signed the Lisbon Treaty, and April 
24, when the Parliament ratified it, there has been not one ar-
ticle or report in any major German news outlet, purporting to 
analyze, report on, or discuss the pros and cons of a piece of 
law that strikes at the core of our social order. 

To add insult to injury, the day after Parliament voted, i.e., 
April 25, Bild Zeitung published a page-two article under the 
headline: “EU Treaty—Bild reveals the small print.” The pa-
per points to some of the disastrous and undemocratic chang-
es, as if saying, “Too bad, Europe just turned into a dictator-
ship now! So folks, you’d better get used to it.” 

The shameless and complete complicity of the mass me-
dia begs once again the question of who exactly runs them. 

Another example of the media’s character: Although via 
the  Internet  the  entire  world  can  see  the  images  for  them-
selves, where the soldiers who are seen to attack Tibetan dem-
onstrators are actually wearing Indian and Nepalese unforms, 
the print and electronic media have nonetheless carried on re-
ferring to those soldiers as “Chinese.” Nor has a single news-
paper or television program cared to put the matter to rights. 
The examples of such manipulation by the mass media are too 
numerous to mention.

2.  Duration of validity of the Basic Law (amended by Unification Treaty of 
Aug. 31, 1990 and Federal statute Sept. 23, 1990). 
http://www.constitution.org/cons/germany.txt 

Sophistical Arguments
As for those who deliberately support the EU Treaty, their 

arguments boil down to sophistry, and they cautiously skirt 
round all discussion of the brass-tacks of the changes. One of 
the sophists’ main arguments is that anyone who dares to crit-
icize the EU Treaty, is actually an enemy of Europe. Or that 
“peace” in Europe shall now be “secured” through this Treaty, 
and that the 20th Century’s world wars would never have oc-
curred, had all these nations been thus joined into a central-
ized Europe.

As it happens, those world wars were not the work of a 
single nation, but of empire.

It  was  the  British,  the  Austro-Hungarian,  the  Tsarist 

Europeans Rally Against 
Lisbon Treaty Fascism

Opposition to the Lisbon Treaty is on the rise, as citi-
zens in 23 European cities—in Italy, France, Germany, 
and Denmark—came out April 23 to protest against the 
Treaty and its threat of a new form of fascism. Activists 
came from different movements and associations with 
the aim of triggering a mass European-wide movement, 
similar to the 1989 Monday demonstrations in Leipzig 
that succeeded in bringing down the Comecon system.

The number of rallies or demonstrations in Germa-
ny as well as in France, doubled within a week at the 
initiative of private citizens  responding  to  the call of 
Etienne  Chouard—the  well-known  activist  in  2005, 
who was  instrumental  in  the mobilization against  the 
European Union Constitution.

Citizens around Europe realize that this is the end-
game: If the Lisbon Treaty is implemented in January 
2009, national sovereignty would be a thing of the past. 
This is why, regardless of political affiliations or differ-
ing views on smaller issues, a movement is coalescing 
with the mission of defeating the Treaty by demanding 
a popular referendum in each country.

 The rally banners sharply reflect the  fight: “No to 
an EU Dictatorship!” In Nantes, France, a banner read: 
“No to the Lisbon Treaty. Our Countries Are Not Colo-
nies.” But the most important message came from a cit-
izen in Essen, Germany, who grabbed the loudspeaker 
and addressed  the passers-by,  telling  them: “Fighting 
against the Lisbon Treaty is the same as what Sophie 
Scholl and the White Rose [anti-Nazi resistance move-
ment] fought against.”
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Carter Peace Effort  
Breaks Mideast Taboos
by Dean Andromidas

Former President Jimmy Carter’s nine-day tour of the Middle 
East  is one of  the most  important peace missions since  the 
catastrophic Bush Administration took office. Beginning on 
April 13, Carter held meetings with leaders of all the relevant 
players in a much needed effort to shift the region from its cur-
rent vector of war to that of peace and cooperation. Most no-
tably, Carter met with representatives of both Hamas and Syr-
ia, whose involvement is essential for peace between Israel 
and  its  neighbors,  and  with  the  broader  region. These  two 
meetings alone have broken the Bush Administration’s taboo 
against recognizing Hamas, and could lead to new initiatives 
from other major powers.

Carter’s trip followed a “war tour” of the region by Vice 
President Dick Cheney, who reportedly did his “war dance” in 
every capital he visited, demanding cooperation in an attack 
against Iran, and against Syria, which he hopes to accomplish 
before his Administration leaves office.

According  to  Middle  East  sources,  President  Hosni 
Mubarak of Egypt, King Abdullah of Saudi Arabia, and King 
Abdullah  II  of  Jordan  gave  Carter  a  very  warm  welcome, 
sending a message to Washington and to the Arab world, that 
an American policy—contrary to that of the Bush Administra-
tion—is desired and will be supported. In addition, the Carter 
trip  had  the  support  of  the  group  known  as  “The  Elders,” 
which includes former South African President Nelson Man-
dela and former United Nations Secretary General Kofi An-
nan, among others. One source commented that the trip was 
an  important  step  in  repairing  the damage  from “the worst 
Arab-U.S. relations in history,” as a result of seven years of 
the Bush Administration.

 Although President Carter has dedicated his  life,  since 
leaving the White House, to serve the cause of peace and hu-
man rights, make no mistake: He is not a peace activist. He is 
a peace maker, who rolls up his sleeves, puts himself forward 
as a mediator, and brings warring sides together in an effort to 
resolve the causes of conflict to the mutual benefit of the par-
ties concerned.

A man of patience, and a good listener with a thick skin, 
Carter comes well qualified for the task. But the secret to his 
success  is  that  he  represents  what  Lyndon  LaRouche  has 
called the “institution of the Presidency of the United States,” 
which is not to be confused with the current occupant of the 
White House. This has enabled Carter to bring together, as no 
other mediator could, two warring parties, as he did in 1979, 

Empire, as well as the German Reich, that provoked World 
War I.

Another  sophistical  argument  is  that  Europe  must  be 
pumped up to confront U.S. unilateralism, that what we now 
need is a “multipolar” world.

Multipolar  indeed—if  that means a United States  in an 
imperial mode, alongside an imperial Europe, and a British 
Empire  retooled as an expanded Commonwealth;  the  three 
being used as a battering ram against the aspirations of Rus-
sia, China, and India to become world powers. This then is the 
very stuff of which the first world war of the 21st Century will 
be made.

If Europe is to be strong, then let her be so as de Gaulle 
understood it: Europe of the Fatherlands, of sovereign repub-
lics, that work together on a bilateral and multilateral basis 
and engage positively with the rest of the world. Whereas the 
EU dictatorship, now moving to do away with democracy by 
pulling the wool over our citizens’ eyes, will no longer have 
to waste  time playing hypocritical  little  games of  “human 
rights” and democracy” to the world, that are a mere pretext 
to  launch preventive wars  in  the guise of  “conflict  resolu-
tion.”

Still Time To Debate!
But the die is not yet cast.
There are organizations on the move in 30 European cities, 

demonstrating against the EU Treaty in response to an appeal 
launched by Etienne Chouard, who led the fight against the 
Treaty during the French referendum in 2005. Every Wednes-
day, these demonstrations take place, drawing passers-by into 
precisely the debate that Parliament and the mass media have 
attempted to choke off.

On  the  legal  front,  initiatives are now afoot  to stop  the 
Treaty in its tracks. In the Czech Republic, a majority in the 
Senate  has  postponed  all  decision  until  the  Constitutional 
Court has examined the legitimacy of the procedure and the 
Treaty’s contents.

Similar efforts are under way in Austria, France, Germany, 
Italy, Denmark, and Great Britain. A referendum is to be held 
on  June 12  in  Ireland, preceded by a huge mobilization of 
Irish farmers, whose interests have been sold down the river 
by the EU bureaucracy during the World Trade Organization 
negotiations, despite looming famine worldwide.

There is still time in Germany to force a debate onto the 
table, as the Senate will vote only in late May. The opportu-
nity will arise throughout the year to decide on a structure for 
Europe that actually corresponds to the citizenry’s aspiration 
to democracy and freedom. One should never forget that this 
very year will see an incredible intensification of the world-
wide financial crisis, that will make the best-laid plans of our 
“think inside the box” politicians into a stack of crumbling 
paper.

The time to debate the upholding of our freedom and our 
republican principles in Europe, is now!


