Behind the talk, what do
they really want?
The fundamental aim of the Lisbon
Treaty is to provide the legal basis for
expanding the remit of the EU from
being purely an economic block into
a political one as well ... with it's own
military base to back it up.

This means that the EU itself can enact new laws on our
behalf, and with Qualified Majority Voting even if our
government is against them they can be imposed
anyway.
If passed, the EU may later amend the Lisbon Treaty
(Article 48) - again, without us having any say - in effect,
we will have put Bunreacht na hÉireann in 2nd place to
European law.
In addition to specific laws enacted by the EU there is
also the question of the European Court of Justice.

There’s no use being a big dog if you have no teeth! No
The ‘Declaration concerning primacy’ states that:
use barking on the world stage if you can't bite!
“in accordance with well settled case law of the Court of
That is why we must vote again … to "get it right". That Justice of the European Union, the Treaties and the law
is why they are going to such lengths to push it through, adopted by the Union on the basis of the Treaties have
to intimidate us with threats of a two-tier Europe, ecoprimacy over the law of Member States”
nomic isolation etc. However, as equal members of the
EU we can’t be pushed aside or treated unequally, we
The forthcoming referendum is a question
have the power to insist on a democratic Europe!
So, while Europe has no ‘teeth’, the US and Russia
continues to carve out their 'spheres of influence', and
drain the life blood from 'their' subject nations. They
impose their own political system, the 'market
economy'; they install their finance capitalists and their
corporations and extract raw materials, minerals and
wealth for a fraction of it’s value. The big powers boost
their domestic economies on the backs of the poorer
and dependant countries - the rich get richer and the
poor get poorer. This is the current system of world
economy and it is now in such a fragile state that it is
dangerously unstable - we are paying for this and are
set to pay even more with NAMA. Few countries in the
world have independent plans for economic development (including Ireland), everything is done in the
service of one power block or another - a system to
impoverish the majority - we are locked into this.
In this division of world markets the French and Germans have been somewhat left out, the old imperial
powers of Europe want to take back their dominating
position. The competing forces are in delicate balance,
it is a very dangerous game that is being played out.
We in Ireland have a crucial part to play in this process,
our constitution, Bunreacht na hÉireann, gives us a vote
on the matter - for once what we have to say counts.
The Referendum on October 2nd includes the following
text that we are being asked to approve:
"No provision of this Constitution invalidates laws
enacted ... by the State that are necessitated by the
obligations of membership of the European Union ... or
prevents laws enacted, acts done, or measures adopted
by the said European Union ... from having the force of
law in the State." [i.e. having force in Ireland]

of deciding who creates our most important
laws, and whether we want to keep our
right to vote on vital questions in the future.
With qualified majority voting, the European Commission will appoint a President to act as head of state in
the European Union, they will also appoint a High
Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and
Security Policy - the weighted voting system means
that it is the big powers of Europe who will appoint
them, the rotating presidency existing up to now will be
gone. This “High Representative” shows the importance
they are attaching to foreign affairs and security/defence. Why is there no “High Representative” for health
services, or sustainable economic development, or for
persecution of corrupt financiers or politicians, or for
citizens rights? Well, maybe these things don’t feature
as important?
The political and economic problems we face are
considerable, they require serious examination. We
owe it to ourselves; we owe it to the peoples of Europe
to call a halt to this adventure - planned years before
the current economic crash.
The last time we voted against the Lisbon Treaty it
emerged that the Government had no ‘Plan B’, they
expected a Yes vote ... Now, they still have no ‘Plan B’,
what kind of government/managers are they? What will
they say if we vote NO again? Don’t be bullied into
what is an important decision for our future and for the
future of Europe - lets demand that our views respected!
Europe wants to be a world superpower, we think this
doesn’t server our interests, VOTE NO, again ...
Further information outlining the case for a NO vote
can be found at the following web sites:
www.thefuture.ie [that’s us]
www.sayno.ie [Campaign Against the EU Constitution]
www.coircampaign.org [voluntary organisation]
This leaflet is published by ‘thefuture’, an initiative for a
better future for Ireland and for all humanity. Your
feedback and comments on our presentation are
welcome, please email us at info@thefuture.ie

Lisbon Treaty is a
plan to deceive
people and deny
democracy
The following comments show
the thinking behind the original EU Constitution and it’s re-drafting as the Lisbon
Treaty - after it became clear that it
wouldn’t be supported by the peoples of
Europe ...
"Are we all clear that we want to build something that
can aspire to be a world power? In other words, not just
a trading bloc but a political entity"
Commission President Romano Prodi, February 2001
"The Constitution lays the legal basis for a future European Army. It fixes a 'common defence' as an objective." former French Finance Minister Dominique
Strauss-Kahn, Oct. 2004

question of saying there are certain things that the union
can't touch. Actually the union can touch everything."
Gisela Stuart, UK Labour MP, January 2008.
June 2008 - Irish people reject Lisbon Treaty
“if a similar question had been put to their electorate in a
referendum the answer in 95% of countries would have
been 'No' as well," admits Commissioner Charlie
McCreevy, June 2009

We are already involved with
military actions that are not
led by the United Nations ...
Using the now common “UN approval” endorsement,
rather than direct UN leadership, our government has
committed large resources and personnel to EU and
NATO led military missions. As at July 2008 these
included over 780 Irish Army personnel:

EU led missions:
EUFOR (Operation in Bosnia and Herzegovina),
EUFOR TCHAD/RCA Operation in CHAD and the
Central African Republic)

2005 - French & Dutch voters reject Constitution.

NATO led missions:

Planning for the new Treaty: "The good thing about not
calling it a Constitution is that no one can ask for a
referendum on it." Giuliano Amato, Italian PM, Feb. ‘07

KFOR - International Security Presence in Kosovo
ISAF - the International Security Assistance Force in
Afghanistan - a naked war of aggression.
Organisation for Security & Co-operation in Europe
(OSCE - missions to Bosnia & Herzegovina, Serbia,
Macedonia and Vienna

"I am sure that in medium-term we will have a European
army financed by the EU budget." German ambassador
to the EU Wilhelm Schönfelder, April 2007
In planning for the Lisbon Treaty: "Public opinion will be
led to adopt, without knowing it, the proposals that we
dare not present to them directly ... All the earlier proposals will be in the new text, but will be hidden and
disguised in some way." Giscard d'Estaing June 2007
"The substance of what was agreed in 2004 has been
retained. What is gone is the term 'constitution' ".
Dermot Ahern, our own Foreign Minister, June 2007
Said following the writing of the Lisbon Treaty: "The
substance of the constitution is preserved. That is a
fact." German Chancellor Angela Merkel June 2007
"Sometimes I like to compare the EU as a creation to
the organisation of empire" European Commission
President José Manuel Barroso June 2007
"The aim of the Constitutional Treaty was to be more
readable; the aim of this treaty is to be unreadable …
The Constitution aimed to be clear, whereas this treaty
had to be unclear. It is a success." Karel de Gucht,
Belgian Foreign Minister, June 2007
In regards to Iran's nuclear programme: "We have to
prepare for the worst, and the worst is war," French
Foreign Minister Bernard Kouchner, September 2007
"There is a cleavage between people and governments.
A referendum now would bring Europe into danger.
There will be no treaty if we have a referendum in
France." admints Nicolas Sarkozy, Nov. 2007
Commenting on the Lisbon Treaty: "There is no longer a

Direct EU Military Involvement:
EU Military Staff in Brussels and New York
EU Nordic Battlegroup (now completed); we have been
committed to creation of future BATTLEGROUPS.

SHANNON AIRPORT ABUSED:
In contradiction to our policy of Neutrality we are assisting US aggression against the peoples of Iraq and
Afganistan - providing them with a base. We are even
complicite in allowing unchecked movement of
prisioners to US centres for torture.

The government has already streched the limits on
our ‘Neutrality’ and have committed us to military
expenditure and policy far beyond our needs. Do
we really need another superpower competing for
world markets? Big power politics and “defending
economic interests” have been the cause of wars
and the denial of democratic rights all over the
world. The assurances given following our rejection of the treaty last year are not binding in EU
Law; all of the 27 member states would have to reratify if they were. The use of complex language
and multi-layered legal documents is aimed at
deceiving us ... on issues of democracy, defence,
workers rights and tax policy. In fact, we are being
asked to vote on the very SAME treaty, Vote NO,
again ... for a better Europe, a Europe of equals.
(c) thefuture, September 2009 http://www.thefuture.ie

