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intention in the debate in the House of Lords is to tell them 
that they’ve got to vote with the government. And it’s really 
very hard to explain all these contradictions.

And  if  they  do  maintain  that  position  of  instructing  or 
asking the members of the House of Lords to vote with the 
government and those members abide by it, it’s going to be 
hard, though not absolutely impossible, for the skeptics to win 
a vote in the House of Lords demanding an amendment.

Murphy: Yes, some of the groups that are tracking the 
referendum, and demanding a referendum, and are currently 
projecting based on party instructions, and right now it’s like 
three  votes  for  the  referendum;  and  if  you  look  at  another 
group, it’s three against—I mean, it’s very, very tight. I know 
Lord  Lawson  and  Lord  Lamont  have  been  going  around 
speaking in Ireland and other places, trying to organize votes 
to  get  the  referendum  amendment  added. You  know  that’s 
been reported in the press a few times. I think Lord Lawson is 
actually using it as a way to show that there’s broader action 
and broader geometry on it, to try to get people who are on the 
fence, to come on and say, “Yes, we need to pass the referen-
dum amendment in the House of Lords.”

Wheeler:  It’s getting closer  than  it was. And  for  some 
reason, which I really can’t remember what the reason is sup-
posed to be, somebody was anxious to tell me that in a refer-
endum of this type, the “no” vote always gains a bit in the last 
week. I don’t know why that should be so, really, but if it is so, 
it could be very tight indeed, in Ireland.

Murphy: I know a lot of the unions have come out, fish-
ing unions, and  farmers unions, have come out against  the 
Lisbon Treaty.

Wheeler: Our unions over here, some of them are very 
much against ratification of the Treaty. . . .

You asked what the effect of my case would be on the de-
bates in the House of Lords.

I mean, if the court gives judgment straightaway, and it 
might, and the judgment’s in my favor, I really don’t know 
what would happen. I think the government would try to post-
pone debate, and want it appealed, or something of that kind. 
But I really can’t say; it would be a dramatic situation.

Murphy: That’s definitely the case. What if the review 
came in your favor; would this change the vote in the House 
of Lords, or the possibility of a referendum?

Wheeler: Yes. I think, if it came in my favor on [June 10], 
and the debate was the next day in the House of Lords, my 
guess is they might try to postpone it. But if it came the next 
day, after the court had declared the refusal of a referendum to 
be unlawful, I would have thought that might well affect the 
vote in the House of Lords. Yes.

—Mr. Wheeler can be reached at his website, www.stuart 
wheeler.co.uk.
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What is going on in Europe?
More specifically, what is about to happen in my country, 

the Netherlands, in June 2008? There is a strong push to reform 
the close cooperation between the nation-states of Europe into 
a centrally governed United Europe. In this scheme, the Neth-
erlands, as all other nations in the European Union, will lose all 
remnants of sovereignty. As a citizen of the Netherlands, I can 
say my country has a long tradition of holding dear its ancient 
rights, and when the proper leadership was on hand, fighting 
for those rights, during the long course of our history.

The  Romans  failed  to  fully  conquer  us  when  we  were 
known as the Batavians. The great poet and historian Fried-
rich Schiller  documented his  famous Revolt of the Nether-
lands—the attempt by the Habsburgs to take away our ancient 
rights. Under  the able  leadership of William the Silent,  the 
Dutch people defeated the Habsburgs and founded the Repub-
lic of  the Seven Provinces of  the Netherlands, while at  the 
same  time,  we  enjoyed  a  great  Golden  Renaissance.  Our 
revolt against Spanish  rule demonstrated  that  there  is hope 
when people unite for a just cause.

As a result of Napoleon’s failed adventure of building a 
European empire, the Netherlands lost its republican form of 
government at  the Congress of Vienna  (1815), becoming a 
monarchy; nonetheless, it preserved its sovereignty. In the last 
century, the Nazis defeated the Netherlands in their quest of 
empire, but under the leadership of the United States, this at-
tempt was defeated once more, by a coalition of sovereign na-
tions of the world. After the war, the Netherlands, with other 
sovereign  nation-states,  promoted  European  cooperation  to 
avoid any recurrence of the horrible wars of the past.

In 2005, the Netherlands, along with every other nation in 
the EU, once again was threatened with the loss of its sover-
eignty by the launching of a scheme to transform the EU into 
a super-state, an ultramontane empire of the 21st Century. A 
European constitution was drafted, and countries were invited 
to join in the process, which would change the character from 
close cooperation into centralized government. All the major 
political parties in the Netherlands Parliament, including the 
ruling  Christian  Democratic  Appeal  and  the  Labor  Party, 
voted for the Constitution. Only the small Socialist Party and 
several small Christian parties voted against. In their own ex-
uberance, the ruling parties, supporting the constitution, de-
cided to hold a referendum, confident that the majority would 
vote in favor of European unification.
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The  same  occurred  in  France,  where  then-President 
Jacques Chirac, in the tradition of Charles de Gaulle, also de-
cided to hold a referendum. In the Netherlands,  the institu-
tions of the state and the media, were all marshalled into orga-
nizing, what  in  fact became a great national debate,  in  the 
run-up to the referendum. Live debates, led by party leaders 
who supported and opposed the constitution were organized 
throughout  the  country. But  to  their  surprise, which would 
later turn to horror, the people fully engaged themselves in the 
debate. Lecture halls which seated 500 people found as many 
as 2,500 citizens at the doors demanding to participate.

 The people heard both sides of the debate and exercised 
their  sovereign  right  and  voted.  Over  60%  voted  “no.”  In 
some  districts  over  90%  voted  “no,”  as  did  the  people  of 
France. Thereby, the unification process was aborted.

So the designers of this European constitution went back 
to the drawing board, and decided to repackage their next at-
tempt to create an European ultramontane empire. Thus on 
Dec. 13, 2007, the Lisbon Treaty was signed by the heads of 
state of 27 European nations. This  time there was  to be no 
popular referendum, because the Treaty was no longer a con-
stitution, according to this well-organized piece of sophistry 
by the Pan Europeans, who therefore decreed that no refer-
enda would be necessary. Nonetheless, Ireland was mandated 
by  law  to  hold  a  referendum  because  of  the  constitutional 
nature of the changes in the Treaty.

So, the argument was put forward in 26 countries, that  the 
Lisbon Treaty was no longer a constitutional treaty, while Ire-
land,  apparently  seeing  through  the  sophistry,  stated  that  it 
was  in  fact  constitutional,  and a  referendum  is mandatory! 
Elected officials and scholars, those who have read it, have 
admitted that 95% of the Treaty is the same as the rejected Eu-
ropean constitution. How do they get away with this?

The  founder  of  the  Schiller  Institute,  Helga  Zepp-
LaRouche said: “The Lisbon Treaty is to be implemented by 
stealth, with a minimum of fuss.” This time, the institutions of 
government  and  the  media  are  used  to  “avoid”  an  honest 
debate in the public domain.

Citizens’ Initiative
In the Netherlands, as in all states other then Ireland, the 

powers of the state, as well as the media, were employed not 
only to suppress a call for a referendum, but to suppress all 
open debate. This time, no lecture halls were hired, the gov-
ernment parties are committed to suppressing legislation by 
the Socialist Party of the Netherlands, the nation’s third-larg-
est party, calling for a referendum. Citizens that voted for the 
Labor Party (PvdA) in 2006 were promised that there would 
be a referendum. There was outrage when Labor joined the 
new cabinet on the promise not  to sue for a referendum. A 
similar stunt was pulled by the British Labour Party. The news 
media is all but mute on the question. All has been done to 
keep the population in ignorance.

And since none of the great polling agencies have been 

commissioned by the government or anyone else who could 
afford to hire them, this author, with the help of two other cit-
izens, his parents,  one of whom has worked  in  the polling 
business, decided to take up the challenge. We improvised on 
this subject. The poll was held in the central part of the Neth-
erlands  during  the  first  part  of  April.  We  interviewed  89 
people. The pollster stated that the poll did not meet standards 
of representation and quality. At the same time, she said that 
the results might not have been much different if we would 
have polled a 1,000 or 10,000 people.

The first question we asked: “Are you familiar with the 
Lisbon Treaty?” Sixty-four percent answered “No!”

The  strategy  of  stealth,  media  blackout,  and  lack  of  a 
public debate thus bore its bitter fruit.

 The second question: “Would you like to have a referen-
dum on this Lisbon Treaty?” A demoralized 49% answered 
“No.” Of the remainder, 40% said “Yes,” being unsure and 
undecided. But even with this figure, it is not hard to believe 
that, if people would have had the opportunity to know more 
about the Treaty, the results to this question, would have been 
similar to that of 2005.

The third question informed people that: “Under certain 
conditions capital punishment will be reinstated in Europe,” 
and asked, “Can you live with that?” 67% disagreed with this 
idea, while 24% supported it; 9% were undecided. Tradition-
ally, the idea of the penalty of death is universally abhorrent to 
most Europeans.

In May 1940, The Dutch people resisted Nazi conquest. 
The country capitulated after five days and was subjected to 
rule of tyranny for five years. Next question: “Can you live 
with  the  fact  that  important  decisions  on  the  future  of  the 
Dutch people will be made in Brussels?” Forty-four percent 
had capitulated already to this centralized European govern-
ment, while 44% would rather keep sovereignty of their own 
nation; 12% were undecided at the time of the poll.

Our  poll  demonstrated  that  an  absolute  majority  of  the 
population does not support this treaty. Given the fact that an 
absolute majority of 60% of the population voted against the 
Constitution in 2005, it is not unreasonable to assume that, if 
a high-profile  campaign were begun  today,  as  in 2005,  the 
numbers in any subsequent poll would change in the direction 
of opposition to the Treaty. That is why the supporters of the 
EU  are  now  using  the  powers  of  the  state  and  the  “fourth 
estate” to suppress the will of the people.

The Dutch Parliament will vote on the ratification of the 
Lisbon Treaty on June 5. Up until now, no public announce-
ment has been made about the specific date in public!

It is expected that the Netherlands will fall in line with the 
other nations who have capitulated to the unification scheme. 
The last line of defense is the Irish referendum to be held on 
June 12.

Pockets of resistance in the form of legal battles will con-
tinue, outside the view of the public. Count on us to keep you 
informed.


