The Euro Politburo?
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The general impression of the language used in the Treaty is to say the least highly confusing, convoluted, and quite frankly almost meaningless to ordinary individuals, unfamiliar with what I shall refer to as ‘Euroburo’ speak. In other words the only people meant to understand it, are the architects of this monster and as various leaders and Europhiles have stated, such as the Italian, Spanish and French leaders like Valery D’Estaing, it is meant to be unreadable to the vast majority of the voting population who will ‘therefore be told which way to vote’ in any new referenda.

One thing I also notice, is the poor use of English grammar, slang and neologisms with such jargon as ‘driven’, ‘Sustainable’, ‘Social cohesion’ and all the usual little mantras we on the Right have come to associate with the Far Left Marxists that now dominate our countries and national and local levels. It is clear to me at least that as I originally suspected, the entire framework and executive actions of our daily lives have been driven for sometime by the EU and its bureaucracy, probably for the last 10 to 15 years, despite claims to the contrary by our ‘leaders’ supposedly elected to serve our national interests. 

However what really took my attention was the organisation of the oligarchic machine of State that the EU has established in order to rule over us:

The European Parliament

The European Council

The Council
The European Commission (Simply referred to as the ‘Commission’)

The Court of Justice of the European Union

The European Central Bank

The Court of Auditors

Notice that I have outlined The Council in red. This is to be the legislating body for the Union. This is given these powers under article 9a. ‘The European Parliament, shall jointly with the Council exercise legislative and budgetary functions. It shall exercise the function of political control and consultation as laid down in treaties. It shall elect the President of the Commission.’

However, according to 9b, the ‘European Commission’ shall have no legislative function, while most importantly 9c, stipulates that the Council. ‘shall jointly with the European Parliament exercise legislative, budgetary functions…It shall carry out policy making and co-ordinating functions as laid down in the ‘treaties’.

The Council’s voting consensus is most interesting too. It will only need 55% of the members of ‘ministerial level’ and countries representing 65% of the population of Europe. Notice that it refers to ‘population’ not citizens. I would humbly suggest, this would include asylum seekers, illegal and otherwise and why we are being forced to accept such a rapid historical change in our demographics. As for the Council, it is pretty clear to me, that this is to be the European version of the old Russian Politburo and the real power in the EU. As for the term ‘ministerial level’ this is a loose enough term to mean anyone acting on behalf of the European Union appointed to do so within and for the Council.

Keep your eyes upon this little Kremlin style proto-EU Politburo.

I would also draw the reader’s attention to the words ‘Subsidiarity’ and ‘Proportionality’ scattered loosely about the Constitution /Treaty. Much of the drafting is of extremely poor quality and there is a lot of very loose use of language that any Eurocrat can make to mean, whatever they want it to mean. In my opinion a dreadful document altogether.

Considering we ran an empire with two political houses, one Upper House of Lords and one lower Commons, a Privy Council (abolished by Blair and now we know why) and a Monarch, this EU megalith is quite something and so typical of Leftwing ideology and bureaucracy to ensure compliance with Party and State at all levels, with checks upon the checked and more checks upon the checkers. 

Soviet systems always ran like this. There is no such thing as trust in such Soviet/EU organisations. It relies upon group ‘Cohesion’ and enforcement, hence terms like ‘Social Cohesion’ supported by public censure and ‘Hate Laws’ to ensure conformity at every level of operation, from the local man in the street through to the Party middle-management to the Party Oligarchy at the top. Please read Orwell’s 1984 for a complete understanding of how this whole show will work after November 2014. His description is almost a complete inside guide to the EU and other Communist state organisations: heavy handed centralisation, huge bureaucracies, checking other bureaucracies, individuals checking and reporting on other individuals all the way up to the Inner Party or Politbureau or the Council.

When I was in the British Army, our area of operations in Northern Germany faced the 10th Russian Shock Army, poised to ‘blitzkrieg’ its way across the central North European plain. It numbered in the hundreds of thousands. We also understood, that there was an almost equal number of Russian troops loyal to the Inland Security Agency of the USSR, behind the frontline 10th Shock Army to ensure it did ‘blitzkrieg’ its way across Europe to Belgium and not defect at the first opportunity. And there were more GRU behind the second wave, meant to prevent the first from defection to ensure the second did not either.

In my war studies I read up heavily on the American Mutual Assured Destruction philosophy or ‘MAD’ that dominated the Cold War. It would have taken the Soviets two weeks and more to launch a surprise attack. The warheads were in one place, the launch vehicles in another, while the rockets were elsewhere too. The central Politbureau was so unsure of its ability to ‘sustain’ its legitimacy in the event of war through fear of commanders, who might take the opportunity to make a grab for power and freedom, that it organised its nuclear ‘surprise attack’ like the above. The Americans and British could launch on 15 minutes notice, on orders from the President of the USA as Commander-in-Chief. 

It just shows how much loved and democratic the Soviet system was and how much loved and loyal the people of the forthcoming EU superstate will be to its new masters, if this political bastard of a Constitution goes through without our consent.

I would also be most interested in how they intend to make such a state a military power, that is also mentioned within it, is to be reckoned with. That is another article though I think don’t you?

