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No. 2 Select annotated bibliography on TPP – 17 February, 2014 
 
(SEE ALSO No 1: http://www.cla.asn.au/News/the-tpp-what-it-means-for-you/ 
 
Abbugao, Martin 
Access by poor to key drugs at stake in TPP talks, 9 Dec. 2013 
http://www.interaksyon.com/business/76487/access-by-poor-to-key-drugs-at-stake-in-tpp-talks 
MSF said the data protection period will prevent drug regulatory agencies in TPP signatory 
countries from referencing data needed to approve lower-cost generic versions of a protected 
drug, delaying competition that would lead to cheaper prices.  The World Health Organization 
says about one-third of the developing world's people do not have access to essential medicines 
on a regular basis.  Generic drugs manufactured by local firms in developing countries have 
become popular alternatives to branded pharmaceuticals from the West.  International charity 
Oxfam said developing countries negotiating the TPP, or joining it in the future, will be the most 
affected.  "The US is putting the interests of the drug industry above those of public health," said 
Rohit Malpani, Oxfam policy advisor on access to medicines in a statement this year.  He urged 
the US to "reconsider this approach because it undermines the sustainability of public health-care 
programmes and discredits trade itself as a tool for poverty reduction."  Global advocacy group 
Avaaz said a poll it commissioned showed 62 percent of Americans, 63 percent of Australians, 70 
percent of New Zealanders, and of 75 percent Chileans opposed limiting access to generic 
medicines through the patent proposal.  But the lobby group Pharmaceutical Research and 
Manufacturers of America (PhRMA) said it was necessary for companies to recover investments 
and conduct further research into new cures.  It also said data protection should start from the 
time the new medicine is approved by regulators for release into the market.  Jay Taylor, PhRMA 
vice president of international affairs, told AFP it takes an average of 10-13 years and more than 
$1.0 billion in investments to develop a new cure, but not all research projects are successful and 
some could lead to financial losses.  "We do not view intellectual property (IP) as a barrier to 
access," Taylor said. "IP is a necessary catalyst for the development of new medicines."  The 
office of the US Trade Representative, which is leading the TPP talks, said this month it has 
offered a "differential approach" that will allow developing countries to defer full implementation 
of certain provisions of the pact. "We believe the best approach to pharmaceutical (intellectual 
property rights) issues in the TPP would be one that offers countries flexibility based on their 
individual circumstances," it said on its website. 
 
ACCI welcomes TPP negotiations / Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry 
http://www.acci.asn.au/Research-and-Publications/Media-Centre/Media-Releases-and-
Transcripts/Global-Engagement/ACCI-Welcomes-TPP-Negotiations 
 
Australia Institute 
Aussies in the dark about risky TPP trade deal  
http://www.tai.org.au/content/mr-aussies-dark-about-risky-tpp-trade-deal 
Most Australians aren’t aware of a trade deal which could risk environmental laws, increase the 
cost of medicines and enable corporations to sue Australian governments, according to a new 
survey by The Australia Institute … “For example, some state governments have conducted 
environmental reviews of coal seam gas mining and introduced regulations. But will state or 
federal governments be able to further regulate CSG or protect our environment from other 
damaging activities if they are likely to end up in a long and costly case in an international 
investment tribunal?” Executive Director of The Australia Institute Dr Richard Denniss said.  The 
survey found that only 11 per cent of respondents said they ‘definitely know’ about 
the TPP. …  “The TPP also presents a threat to Australia’s Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme 
(PBS) with America’s pharmaceutical industry association flagging modifying programs for 
subsidising medicines as one of its key objectives.  “The fact that nearly 70 per cent of 
Australians don’t trust the government’s promise not to let free trade agreements impact on 
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pharmaceutical prices shows just how worried people would be if they were given full access to 
proposals and draft texts and understood the potential ramifications of this agreement,” said Dr 
Denniss. 
 
Australian Council of Trade Unions 
ACTU Submission to the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade on the proposed 
Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement, 21 June 2010 
http://www.actu.org.au/Images/Dynamic/attachments/7018/ACTU%20Submission_Trans%20Pac
ific%20Partnership%20Agreement_DFAT_21%20June%202010.pdf 
 
Australian Fair Trade Investment Network 
The Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement (TPP) Corporate power versus peoples’ 
rights (AFTINET: Australian Fair Trade Investment Network) 
http://aftinet.org.au/cms/trans-pacific-partnership-agreement 
 
Australian Government position 
https://www.dfat.gov.au/fta/tpp/faq.html 
 
Baker, Dean 
Obama Teams Up with Big Business to Push Through Horrible Secret Trade Deal, 21 
Jan. 2014 / Dean Baker 
http://www.alternet.org/economy/tpp-and-obama 
Obama administration and corporate lobbyists pressuring Congress to allow fast-tracking of the 
TPP. However, tariff barriers with these countries are already low.  The TPP is really about 
putting corporation-friendly structures in place. The agreement will overrule federal, state and 
local authorities, stripping democratically elected representatives of their powers.  The final 
agreement may limit the regulation of fracking. US law already prohibits governments from 
inquiring into the chemicals being used to frack, making it difficult to check groundwater pollution 
levels.  This law is likely to be forced on all signatories.  Despite the lessons which should have 
been learned from the global financial crisis, banking and financial regulation will be restricted, 
putting savings at risk. 
Key point: May reduce capacity to monitor and regulate fracking in all signatory countries, with 
possibly disastrous results to water supplies. 
 
Baker, Dean 
The Trans Pacific Partnership: warnings from NAFTA 20 Jan. 2014 
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/dean-baker/the-trans-pacific-partner_b_4633675.html 
The provisions in the agreement will overrule measures passed by national, state, and local 
legislative bodies, in effect stripping democratically elected officials of much of their authority. 
Since most of the text is still secret we can only speculate on what the final agreement will 
include.   The leaked chapter on intellectual property indicated that it would likely mean sharply 
higher drug prices in many countries since the TPP would strengthen patents and related 
restrictions on selling drugs. The final agreement may limit the ability of governments to regulate 
fracking. In the United States, federal law prohibits state and local governments from requiring 
disclosure of the chemicals used in the fracking process. This makes it far more difficult to detect 
pollution of ground water and drinking water. The TPP may include a similar provision.  It may 
also include restrictions on the ability of governments to regulate the financial sector. This could 
allow banks to skirt rules in Dodd-Frank or comparable financial reform bills approved by other 
countries.  It is likely that many of the provisions in the final agreement would be highly 
unpopular if they were put up for a vote, but the whole point of getting the deal as a fast-tracked 
take it or leave it deal is to prevent individual provisions from ever being considered. And there 
will be enormous pressure to take it. 
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Bill Moyers on the TPP free trade agreement is death for democracy, 5 Nov. 2013 
(Interview) 
http://americablog.com/2013/11/bill-moyers-trans-pacific-partnership-free-trade-agreement-
death-democracy.html 
 
Brandom, Russell 
US patent moves are 'profoundly bad' in leaked TPP treaty: in new agreement, 
Obama sides with locked phones and Big Pharma. 13 Nov. 2013 
http://www.theverge.com/2013/11/13/5099774/the-good-the-bad-and-the-ugly-in-the-leaked-
tpp-treaty 
Critics have wasted no time in attacking the treaty, with IP reform group Knowledge Ecology 
International calling it "bad for access to knowledge, bad for access to medicine, and profoundly 
bad for innovation." Many of the criticisms focus on the treaty's "enforcement" section, which 
includes language that critics say mirrors similar provisions from America's controversial SOPA 
and ACTA bills. That includes provisions that would extend copyright to temporary copies of 
media, and others that place the burden of enforcement specifically on local ISPs, which critics 
say would further establish ISPs as a de facto copyright police. Other provisions would increase 
the software controls on consumer hardware. "The anti-circumvention provisions seem to cement 
the worst parts of the anti-phone-unlocking law that we saw this summer," says Matt Wood, policy 
director at Free Press. "We can't change the US law if we're locked into these international 
agreements."   Beyond the IP provisions, many of the battles see the US alone fighting for 
stronger patent measures on pharmaceuticals, while other countries work for less restrictive 
terms and policies. One US proposal would delay the market entry of generic drugs if the patent 
or marketing campaign had met with "an unreasonable delay" from the approval process. 
Canada, New Zealand, and Japan are opposing the provision, seeing it as a simple ploy by 
pharmaceutical companies to extend their patents. Another US proposal would offer the 
companies "data exclusivity," preventing regulators from using established data to register 
generic medicines, further delaying the entry of generic alternatives to patented drugs. Patents 
will be available on plants and animals. 
 
Chicherio, Barbara 
How new 'free' trade deal aids Monsanto, 28 Sept. 2013 (Green Left Weekly) 
https://www.greenleft.org.au/node/55054 
Procurement rules specifically forbid discrimination based on the quality of production. This 
means that public programs that favour the use of sustainably produced local foods in school 
lunch programs could be prohibited. 
• The labelling of foods containing GMOs (Genetically Modified Organisms) will not be allowed. 
Japan now has labelling laws for GMOs in food. Under the TPP Japan would no longer be able to 
label GMOs. This situation is the same for New Zealand and Australia. The US is just beginning to 
see some progress towards labeling GMOs. Under the TPP GMO labels for US food would not be 
allowed. 
• In April, Peru placed a 10-year moratorium on GMO foods and plants. This prohibits the import, 
production and use of GMOs in foods and GMO plants and is aimed at safeguarding Peru’s 
agricultural diversity. The hope is to prevent cross-pollination with non-GMO crops and to ban 
GMO crops like “Bt corn”. What will become of Peru’s moratorium if the TPP is passed? 
• There is a growing resistance to Monsanto’s agricultural plans in Vietnam. Monsanto (the US 
corporation controlling an estimated 90% of the world seed genetics) has a dark history with 
Vietnam.  
 
Chirgwin, Richard 
'Toothless' environment protections in secretive global trade pact TPP leaked all over 
the web: 'No required penalties and no proposed criminal sanctions', 15 Jan. 2014 
http://www.theregister.co.uk/2014/01/15/tpp_environment_chapter_leaked/ 
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As Wikileaks notes in its press release, “the Environment Chapter is noteworthy for its 
absence of mandated clauses or meaningful enforcement measures. The dispute settlement 
mechanisms it creates are cooperative instead of binding; there are no required penalties 
and no proposed criminal sanctions.”  That contrasts, for example, with the treaty's proposed 
criminal sanctions on copyright infringement.  In the same leak, the "Report from the Chairs" 
outlines the differences between the negotiating countries – and, as was apparent in the Salt 
Lake City round of negotiations, the US appears to be isolated on many of the outstanding 
issues. 
 
Chomsky, Noam 
Obama Trade Deal a 'Neoliberal Assault' to Further Corporate 'Domination'  (Video 
interview) Posted: 13 Jan. 2014  
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2014/01/13/noam-chomsky-obama-trans-pacific-
partnership_n_4577495.html  
Maintains that this is not a free trade agreement, but rather a highly protectionist measure to 
increase corporate profits and lower wages, by setting working people in competition with each 
other.  The copyright chapters are mainly to benefit communications conglomerates and “big 
pharma”.  Benefits will be shared amongst the 1%, mainly in the US, but also in Russia and 
China.  The rest of the world will be relegated to the condition of the “precariat”, because we will 
struggle to find secure employment and enough income to survive.  Currently in the US, about 
40% of the population is living below the poverty line.  This increases every time a new “free 
trade” agreement is signed. Poverty levels will increase in signatory countries along with 
increases in income inequality.  
 
Colebatch, Tim 
Cost of free trade yet to be settled, 2 Aug. 2003 
http://www.theage.com.au/articles/2003/08/01/1059480552790.html 
Similar concerns were being expressed back in 2003, but at least there was public discussion and 
Australia took a strong stance in defence of the national interest.  
 
Congressional Research Service (United States) 
The Trans-Pacific Partnership Negotiations and Issues for Congress, 21 Aug. 2013 
https://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/R42694.pdf 
Extract pp. 4-5 
Practically speaking, the TPP approach could eclipse the alternative model of narrower goods 
based FTAs that are offered by China or somewhat more comprehensive agreements used by the 
European Union and Japan that, nonetheless, exclude sensitive agriculture products. Adoption of 
these other models, even if open to U.S. participation, could be seen as disadvantageous to U.S. 
businesses and workers because they exclude provisions important to U.S. commercial trade— 
disciplines on services, investment, and intellectual property rights, as well as enforceable 
Provisions on labor and environment. In addition, the TPP aims to establish disciplines on new 
trade issues, such as state-owned enterprises or supply chain facilitation that could serve as a 
model for future negotiations bilaterally, regionally, or in the WTO. !!! 
 
Copyright reform / Australian Library and Information Association 
http://www.alia.org.au/advocacy-and-campaigns/copyright-reform#TPP 
Australia is about to see major changes happen to copyright and intellectual property law. As the 
Creationistas video illustrates, there are extensive problems with the way copyright law is written 
in Australia that don’t make sense.  There are three projects in the works in Australia and 
internationally that will have a major impact on the future of copyright and intellectual property 
in Australia.  The Australian Law Reform Commission has completed the final report in the 
Copyright Inquiry about Copyright and the Digital Economy in Australia and it has been presented 
to the Attorney-General. We are now waiting for a response from the government. 
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The Marrakesh Treaty to Facilitate Access to Published Works for Persons who are Blind, Visually 
Impaired, or otherwise print Disabled.  Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement 
It is unclear at this point how these three projects will work together to shape the future of 
copyright and intellectual property in Australia.  
 
Corporate State-by-State Trans-Pacific Partnership Factsheet Flurry:  
Many Sheets, Few Facts and the Same Old Promises that Have Proven False 
http://www.citizen.org/documents/TPP-corporate-factsheets.pdf 
The largest U.S. corporate coalitions have published a 306-page ream of “factsheets” on the 
supposed state-by-state benefits of the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP).1 The TPP is a sweeping 
“free trade” agreement (FTA), currently mired in deadline-missing negotiations with 11 Pacific 
Rim countries, which is becoming increasingly controversial in Congress.2 This latest attempt to 
sell the TPP involves 51 glossy factsheets that are heavy on pleasant-sounding platitudes, but 
light on actual facts. Instead, the documents – published in October 2013 by the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce, Business Roundtable, Coalition of Services Industries, National Association of 
Manufacturers and other industry groups – repeat one set of counterfactual claims, tweaked 50 
times for state-specific variations. 
 
Daly, Angela 
What will the Trans Pacific Partnership mean for copyright? 18 Nov. 2013 / Angela Daly 
(Inside Story) 
http://inside.org.au/what-will-the-trans-pacific-treaty-agreement-mean-for-copyright/ 
When WikiLeaks published the August 2013 draft of the Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement’s 
chapter on intellectual property earlier this month, it was the first time anyone outside an inner 
sanctum of negotiators had seen any of the text since a previous leak in early 2011 (except, it 
seems, for corporate lobbyists). The TPP negotiations continued over the intervening two-and-a-
half years, but so too did legislative action in the countries involved. The latest leak reveals 
inconsistencies between the draft text and trends in national law-making, and highlights a mixed 
performance by Australia’s negotiating team.  
 
Dorling, Philip 
Australians may pay the price in Trans-Pacific Partnership free trade agreement: a 
leaked draft of the Trans-Pacific Partnership deal looks to have worrying intentions, 
14 Nov. 2013 (SMH) 
http://www.smh.com.au/federal-politics/political-news/australians-may-pay-the-price-in-
transpacific-partnership-free-trade-agreement-20131113-2xh0m.html 
Extract: Australians could pay more for drugs and medicines, movies, computer games and 
software, and be placed under surveillance as part of a US-led crackdown on internet piracy, 
according to details of secret trade negotiations exposed by WikiLeaks. A leaked draft of a 
controversial chapter of the Trans-Pacific Partnership free trade agreement reveals the 
negotiating positions of 12 countries including Australia on copyright, patents and other 
intellectual property issues, with a heavy focus on enforcement measures against internet piracy.  
Intellectual property experts are critical of the draft treaty, which they say would help the 
multinational movie and music industries, software companies and pharmaceutical manufacturers 
to maintain and increase prices by reinforcing the rights of copyright and patent owners, 
clamping down on online piracy, and raising obstacles to the introduction of generic drugs and 
medicines.  

Edward Miller on the campaign against the Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement #TPP 
(Audio of interview with New Zealand anti-TPP campaigner) 
http://perthindymedia.org/2013/09/09/edward-miller-on-the-campaign-against-the-trans-
pacific-partnership-agreement-tpp/ 
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EFA calls for the prompt introduction of fair use into Australian copyright law, 13 Feb. 
2014 
https://www.efa.org.au/2014/02/13/efa-calls-for-fair-use/ 
Media Release: Canberra, 13th February 2014 
Electronic Frontiers Australia (EFA) todays calls on the federal government and opposition to 
support the prompt introduction of fair use into Australian copyright law. 
Australia’s current Copyright Act is no longer fit for purpose in an environment of increasingly 
rapid innovations in technology and service delivery. The current law is out-dated and its inherent 
inflexibility casts uncertainty on the legitimacy of basic internet functions like caching and 
searching, cloud computing, mash-ups and remixes, data mining and the personal use of 
content, particularly within the social media context . … EFA further repeats previous calls it has 
made that the government must ensure that there are no provisions agreed to as part of the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership negotiations that would constrain the ability of the Australian Parliament 
to reform copyright law in the interests of all Australians. 
 
Faunce, Thomas A 
Trans Pacific Partnership agreement favours foreign investors over citizens’ rights / 
Thomas A. Faunce (Canberra Times 4 Jan. 2014) 
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/comment/trans-pacific-partnership-agreement-favours-
foreign-investors-over-citizens-rights-20140103-309nb.html 
Extract: “The Australian government has no mandate to introduce such a significant change in 
our sovereignty and governance. Though the present author and others raised the issue of such 
greater rights of foreign investors over local businesses during the preceding electoral campaign, 
it was never the subject of major policy debate or positioning.  The insertion of such foreign 
investor rights into our governance system is a momentous event in the history of our 
democracy. According to the central document in our social contract, fundamental alterations in 
Australia's governance arrangements require not just legislation but a referendum. Thus, a 
majority of Australian citizens in a majority of states were needed to support the creation of the 
Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme or the citizenship of Aboriginal Australians.  Yet, as a result of 
the TPPA, this country risks displacing the authority of citizens who live and support families, 
friends, local communities and ecosystems in this land, in favour of a system privileging artificial 
people called corporations.” 
 
Five ways the Trans Pacific Partnership threatens local food 
http://www.alternet.org/food/5-ways-trans-pacific-partnership-threatens-local-food 
Because these trade deals, like NAFTA and CAFTA, have been so blatantly negotiated on behalf 
of multinational corporations and have contributed to growing  income inequality, they’ve been  
extremely unpopular. This is why the Obama Administration has decided to negotiate these two 
new trade agreements in secret. That’s right, the Trans-Pacific Partnership (including more than 
a dozen countries) and the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (with our biggest 
trading partner, the EU) is being negotiated entirely behind closed doors. The negotiating text 
has not been made public, and, amazingly, even many members of Congress are in the dark 
about what’s happening. 
 
Flowers, Margaret 
Trans-Pacific Partnership undermines health system, 17 June 2013 
http://m.aljazeera.com/story/201361711230432720 
From the information available, one thing is clear about the impacts of the TPP on health care: 
the intention of the TPP is to enhance and protect the profits of medical and pharmaceutical 
corporations without considering the harmful effects their policies will have on human health. 
 
Flush the TPP 



7 
 

Inter-Continental Day of Action Report-
Backshttp://www.flushthetpp.org/jan31continentalactionphotos/  
Photos from the January 31st North American Day of Action against the TPP and corporate 
globalization, held in solidarity with a conference and rally in Mexico City on the devastating 
consequences of NAFTA. 
 
Full show: the top-secret trade deal you need to know about 1 Nov. 2013 
http://billmoyers.com/episode/full-show-the-top-secret-trade-deal-you-need-to-know-about/ 
A cornerstone of President Obama’s plan to create more American jobs is a new agreement 
called the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), referred to by some as “NAFTA on steroids.” While 
negotiations are being carried out in secret and very little about the terms has been leaked, 
enough is known to worry about its possible effect on trade unions and our copyright and patent 
laws, not to mention environmental, health and safety regulations.This week on Moyers & 
Company, Bill discusses the TPP with two perceptive observers of the global economy. Yves 
Smith is an expert on investment banking who runs the Naked Capitalism blog, a go-to site for 
information and insight on the business and ethics of finance. Dean Baker is co-director of the 
progressive Center for Economic and Policy Research in Washington, DC. 

Gerard, Leo 
Trans-Pacific Partnership: the Fast Track to Poverty 
American workers need a new trade philosophy, one that protects them and puts people first, not 
corporations. Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) will be a disaster. 
http://www.alternet.org/economy/trans-pacific-partnership-fast-track-poverty 
 
Gleeson, Deborah 
Negotiating our health at TPP talks, 20 Nov. 2013 
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2013-11-20/gleeson-negotiating-our-health-in-tpp-talks/5105300 
Australia's decision on two proposals on the table at Trans Pacific Partnership negotiations will be 
critical in determining health outcomes for low-income Australians and those in developing 
countries in our region, writes Deborah Gleeson.  The draft intellectual property text from the 
Trans Pacific Partnership Agreement negotiations, released by Wikileaks last week, confirms 
many of the fears of Australian public health advocates.  The leaked text, dated August 30, 2013, 
shows that the United States is continuing to push for extreme intellectual property privileges 
that would expand and prolong patent monopolies at the expense of affordable access to 
medicines.  

Gleeson, Deborah 
Trade talks set to undermine access to medicines for the world’s poor, 16 Sept. 2011 / 
Deborah Gleeson 
http://theconversation.com/trade-talks-set-to-undermine-access-to-medicines-for-the-worlds-
poor-3392 
The US trade representative released a white paper Trans Pacific Partnership Goals to 
Enhance Access to Medicines (copy hot-linked to full text) claiming the agreement would 
increase access to medicines.  On the same day, US tabled the restrictive intellectual property 
provisions that will raise the cost of medicines considerably and delay the time when cheaper 
generic versions can be made available.  Claims that White Paper is just spin.  Extending patent 
period will make new drugs inaccessible to poor in developing countries. The cost of new 
medicines is many times higher than generics.  Example from Medecins sans Frontieres – 
HIV/AIDS drug for one person for one year would go from $295 (generic) to $10,000 (new drug). 
Pharmaceutical companies will be able to make minor changes and label the product a new drug 
with consequent new patents (known as “evergreening”). Signatory countries will have to amend 
their laws to remove public right to object to new patents being granted.  However, these facts 
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not revealed in the White Paper mentioned above. Key points: Impact on drug prices for all; 
particularly disastrous effect on the poor.  Dangers of the practice of “Evergreening” 
  
Gleeson, Deborah 
Trans Pacific Partnership puts member countries health at risk, 9 May 2013 / Deborah 
Gleeson (The Conversation) 
http://theconversation.com/trans-pacific-partnership-puts-member-countries-health-at-risk-13711 
Opening up domestic markets to food imports affects national diets, by altering availability and 
quality of foods. Often local produce is overwhelmed by imports.  Can lead to poor nutrition, 
obesity and chronic diseases.  FTAs have usually led to more imported food, and often to food 
high in saturated fats and calories and poor in nutrients.  In some Pacific countries, trade 
agreements undermined local agricultural production causing strong reliance on imports. 
According to research, foreign direct investment leads to increases in soft drink consumption 
increasing incidence of chronic diseases.  This agreement will allow greater industry involvement 
in food policy and lessen ability of countries to protect the health of their citizens. During the 
Auckland round Malaysia suggested restricting information companies need to supply about 
ingredients.  This was supported by the US. 
 
Gleeson, Deborah 
Trans-Pacific Partnership rules could block alcohol warnings, 24 July 2013 / Deborah 
Gleeson (The Conversation) 
http://theconversation.com/trans-pacific-partnership-rules-could-block-alcohol-warnings-16279 
New rules for alcohol labelling discussed at Malaysia meeting. Public health groups in Australia 
concerned that the agreement might block public health warning on containers.  The cost of 
alcohol related harm in 2010 was $36 billion. Warning labels are believed to reduce alcohol-
related harm.  Voluntary labelling such as the system introduced by DrinkWise have not worked – 
only 16% of samples contained any labels at all, and the labels generally were not given much 
prominence.  The chapter entitled Technical Barriers to Trade imposes two problems.  First, 
countries may not be able to implement new policies that have not yet been tested.  The second 
is that the text in the TPP about alcohol products seems likely to be modelled on the World 
Wine Trade Group agreement (full text has hot link). This agreement limits the right of a 
country to specify where labels should be located.  
 
Gleeson, Deborah 
Update from the latest Trans Pacific Partnership Meeting, 12 Dec. 2013 / Deborah 
Gleeson (The Conversation) 
http://theconverseration.com/update-from-the-latest-trans-pacific-partnership-meeting-21416 
Update on TTP negotiations during 4 days’ ministerial meetings in Singapore. Against 
expectations, the three year negotiations weren’t concluded. Singapore sessions unusually secret 
– no academics, NGOs allowed in.  Meeting broke into small groups to negotiate problem areas.  
Leaked draft IP chapter showed US still held firm about expanded and extended copyright and 
patent protection and exclusive rights to clinical trials.  Australia had earlier insisted on retaining 
integrity of the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme, but leaked news now suggested support for the 
PBS and other previously held positions had weakened. Then Minister Andrew Robb announced 
he might accept ISDS in return for access to markets.  Key point: Apparent weakening of 
Australian position during Singapore round, Dec. 2013. 
 
Gleeson, Deborah 
What you need to know about the Trans Pacific Partnership, 6 Dec. 2013 / Deborah 
Gleeson (The Conversation) 
http://theconversation.com/what-you-need-to-know-about-the-trans-pacific-partnership-21168 
Written as ministers about to meet in Singapore, 12 Dec. 2013. Intended to finally iron out 
remaining areas of dispute.  Pressure for compromise. Concerns about lack of transparency and 
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of political sensitivity of some sections. Australian Senate issued order for release of draft pre-
signature, consumer magazine Choice raised petition, and the Australian Free Trade and 
Investment Network raised concerns.  Background.  TPP began with free trade agreement in 
discussion among Brunei, New Zealand, Chile and Singapore. (Pacific 4 of just P4). In 2008 the 
US joined along with others. In 2010 TPP negotiations began. Level of secrecy unprecedented. In 
addition to a few chapters on trade, there are many relating to domestic policy. Major changes to 
drug and other patents, copyright and internet access. 13 Nov. Wikileaks released draft 
Intellectual Property chapter. Obviously favours US interests to detriment of other countries. All 
parties signed confidentiality agreement. Very limited opportunity for stakeholder input, without 
benefit of seeing the text. Main concerns: Health and environment. Cost of medicines expected 
to rise. Medecins sans Frontieres called this the most harmful trade pact ever for access to 
medicines in developing countries.” Of great concern is the Investor-State Dispute Resolution 
clause.  Enables foreign corporations to sue governments if their profits are or may be affected 
by government laws, policies or regulations. Key point: Concerns expressed by Australian 
Senate and civil society. 
 
Gribbin, Kaitlin 
Free trade agreements no farm saviour, analysts warn, 23 April 2013 by Kaitlin Gribbin 
and Flint Duxfield 
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2013-04-16/trade-special/4632870 
The track record of signing FTAs with other countries in the past has been to except agriculture 
either entirely or at least some of the particularly sensitive sectors." 
Japan recently announced that this is the approach it intends to take in negotiating its agreement 
with Australia. According to Dr Wilson this makes it all the more likely that the FTAs will result in 
political agreements which won't bring substantial tariff reductions on agricultural goods.  "While 
these countries are saying they're unwilling to liberalise agriculture in a meaningful way the 
benefits for the Australian government are significantly lower," he said.   Associate Professor 
John Lee points to major obstacles on the road to these free trade agreements, particularly when 
it comes to investment.   "The Chinese potentially want there to be provisions that will bypass 
the foreign investment review board procedures and the national interest test that could block 
foreign investment," he said.  "What the Chinese really want is a situation where if there are 
changes made to investment rules, then there will be consultation with the Chinese ministries 
before those changes take place."  "I don't think that's acceptable to either side of politics in 
Australia, so that's why I think that's one major obstacle to an FTA." 
 
Hakim, Danny 
European officials consulted business leaders on trade pact, 8 Oct. 2013 
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/10/09/business/international/european-officials-consulted-
business-leaders-on-trade-pact-with-us.html?partner=rss&emc=rss&smid=tw-
nytimesworld%20&_r=1& 
Extract: Long before trade negotiations began with the United States this summer, European 
officials were consulting with business leaders from both sides of the Atlantic on how to structure 
a free-trade pact. Internal documents obtained by The New York Times offer a window into the 
extent that European trade negotiators allow big business lobby groups to set the agenda. 
Among other things, the business community was seeking an active role in writing new 
regulations — the trans-Atlantic rules that might one day cover things like how poultry is cleaned 
and how trade secrets are protected. 
 
Haraldsson, Hrafnkell 
Secret negotiations TR[a]P our rights, 28 June 2012 
http://www.politicususa.com/2012/06/28/secret-negotiations-trap-rights.html 
Note: Full copy hot-linked. 
From stopthetrapnet. 
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“Why the secrecy? We know from leaked documents [3] that the TPP includes what amounts to 
an Internet trap that would: 
1. Criminalize [4] some of your everyday use of the Internet, 
2. Force service providers to collect and hand over your private data without privacy safeguards 
[5], and 
3. Give media conglomerates more power to fine you for Internet use, [6] remove online 
content—including entire websites—and even terminate [7] your access to the Internet. 
4. The TPP would create a parallel legal system of international tribunals that will undermine 
national sovereignty and allow conglomerates to sue countries for laws that infringe on their 
profits. 
The TPP’s Internet trap is secretive, extreme, and it could criminalize your daily use of the 
Internet. You could be fined for simply clicking on the wrong link. We deserve to know what will 
be blocked, what we and our families will be fined for.” 
And from Electronic Frontier Foundation: “In short, countries would have to abandon any efforts 
to learn from the mistakes of the U.S. experience over the last 12 years, and adopt many of the 
most controversial aspects of U.S. copyright law in their entirety. At the same time, the U.S. IP 
chapter does not export the limitations and exceptions in the U.S. copyright regime like fair use, 
which have enabled freedom of expression and technological innovation to flourish in the U.S. It 
includes only a placeholder for exceptions and limitations. This raises serious concerns about 
other countries’ sovereignty and the ability of national governments to set laws and policies to 
meet their domestic priorities.” 
 
Henning, Peter 
Tell me a story … about free trade Jan. 13 2014 / Peter Henning (Tasmanian Times) 
http://tasmaniantimes.com/index.php?/weblog/article/tell-me-a-story-about-free-trade/ 
Extract: Australia has entered into free trade agreements with a number of countries, but before 
the Abbott administration came to power previous governments refused to include ISDS 
mechanisms in those agreements, for obvious reasons.  The history of these agreements 
between multinational companies operating in South America is indicative of the risks. Some 
estimates are that as many as 500 lawsuits have been brought against Latin American 
governments by US corporations. A typical recent example is US mining company Renco suing 
the Peruvian government for $800 million after the government withdrew a license for a smelter 
operating in a notoriously polluted area.  Examples are reminiscent of the exploitation of poor 
countries by the agents of the powerful and wealthy through time immemorial.  The basic 
principles enshrined in ISDS mechanisms are to override national regulations on environmental 
protections and human health safeguards. 

Holend, Ivand 
Trans-Pacific Partnership Trade Treaty Threat to Public Health 
http://www.worldviewopinion.net/tpp/ 
All that is known about the draft provisions of the TPP is from documents that have been leaked, 
along with reports from NGOs and discussions at industry meetings. Unlike all other trade deals, 
the White House refuses to make the text available to the public. In fact, the negotiators refuse 
to publish the text until four years after it is signed into law. Why are they being so secretive? In 
a recent discussion with a Reuters reporter, former US Trade Representative Ron Kirk said he 
opposed making the text public because doing so would raise such opposition that it “could make 
the deal impossible to sign. 
 
Holland, Joshua 
Trade Expert: Why TPP — “NAFTA on Steroids” — Must Be Stopped, 9 Jan. 2014 
http://billmoyers.com/2014/01/09/fool-me-once-20-years-of-nafta-show-why-the-trans-pacific-
partnership-must-be-stopped/ 
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The post-NAFTA era has been marked by growing inequality, declining job security and new 
leverage for corporations to attack government regulations enacted in the public interest.  But it 
wasn’t supposed to be that way. Back in 1986, when the leaders of the US, Canada and Mexico 
began talks on a regional trade deal that eight years later would culminate in the signing of the 
North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), they sold the pact to the public as an economic 
win-win for all parties involved.  On signing the treaty in 1994, then-President Bill Clinton said, 
“NAFTA means jobs. American jobs, and good-paying American jobs. If I didn’t believe that, I 
wouldn’t support this agreement.” He promised that NAFTA would result in “an export boom to 
Mexico,” and claimed that such trade deals “transcend ideology” because support for them “is so 
uniform that it unites people in both parties.”  Twenty years later, we can test how those claims 
panned out in the real world. And Public Citizen’s Global Trade Watch did just that, releasing a 
comprehensive study of NAFTA’s impacts. 

How the Trans Pacific Partnership impacts public services 
http://www.exposethetpp.org/TPPImpacts_Public-Services.html 
The Trans-Pacific Partnership Would Undermine Public Services - Affecting Utilities, 
Transportation, Education and More. The TPP would include rules limiting how governments 
may regulate the service sector - utilities, transportation, education and more. These rules would 
cover all services, except those exclusively offered by the government without a fee for use, 
unless a government negotiates an exception. That means public utilities would be covered, 
because fees are charged, and services provided both by governments and private firms would 
be covered by TPP rules. Among the rules are a requirement that private firms be allowed to 
enter a country and compete under rules limiting governments' ability to apply needs tests and 
other common policies aimed at ensuring broad access for consumers.  In addition, the extreme 
"investor-state" provisions of the TPP would allow foreign corporations to drag a government to 
an extrajudicial tribunal to demand taxpayer compensation for policies relating to essential 
services such as water, electricity and gas. A review of some investor-state cases brought under 
related agreements highlights the threat that the TPP, by expanding these radical investor 
privileges, would pose 
 
How the Trans Pacific Partnership impacts workers’ rights 
http://www.exposethetpp.org/TPPImpacts_WorkersRights.html 
From a US perspective.  
By making it easier for U.S. corporations to offshore decent jobs to low-wage countries, the TPP 
would accelerate the "race to the bottom" spurred by other free trade agreements, such as the 
North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), putting downward wage pressure on U.S. 
workers while facilitating corporate exploitation of foreign workers. TPP includes the same 
incentives and protections for off-shoring as NAFTA, such as special investor rights that eliminate 
many of the risks and costs associated with relocating jobs to low-wage countries.  After NAFTA, 
thousands of U.S. manufacturing firms closed their doors, fired hundreds of thousands of U.S. 
workers, and relocated just across the Mexican border so as to take advantage of the low wages 
in Mexico's maquiladora zone.  While this shift initially created hundreds of thousands of jobs in 
Mexico, many of those jobs soon evaporated when China joined the World Trade Organization 
(WTO), inviting the corporations that had off-shored to Mexico to shutter their factories and 
relocate again to China, where wages and labor protections were even lower. 
 
How the Trans Pacific Partnership would impact buy American/ buy local 
procurement preferences 
http://www.exposethetpp.org/TPPImpacts_BuyLocal.html 
US perspective. The TPP's procurement chapter would require that all firms operating in any 
signatory country be provided equal access as domestic firms to U.S. government procurement 
contracts over a certain dollar threshold. The United States would agree to waive "Buy American" 
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and "Buy Local" procurement policies for all such foreign firms, eliminating an important policy 
tool to use U.S. tax dollars for U.S. job creation. 
 
How the Trans Pacific Partnership would impact democracy 
http://www.exposethetpp.org/TPPimpacts_Democracy.html 
From a US perspective.  
The TPP is not just one of the biggest “trade” deals in U.S. history, but also one of the most 
secretive. After more than five years of negotiations under the Obama administration and despite 
a plan for the deal to be signed by early 2014, the press and public are still being denied access 
to the draft TPP text that, if enacted, would impact our daily lives. The TPP’s secrecy threatens 
basic democratic principles. Even our representatives in Congress – elected as caretakers of the 
domestic policies that the TPP would rewrite – have been denied access to the TPP text for years. 
Only recently have they been allowed to see select chapters, unaccompanied by staff, and under 
the condition that they not share what they read with the rest of us.  Meanwhile, a small group 
of unelected negotiators directly advised by hundreds of corporations are finalizing TPP rules that 
would bind democratically-enacted, non-trade policies affecting air quality, access to medicines, 
our jobs, food safety, financial stability and more. Failure to conform domestic policies to TPP 
rules could result in trade sanctions. Changing TPP rules if a deal is signed would require the 
untenable task of getting all signatory countries to agree to the change. 
 
How the Trans Pacific Partnership would impact financial regulation 
http://www.exposethetpp.org/TPPImpacts_FinRegulation.html 
A US perspective. The TPP would provide big banks with a backdoor means of rolling back 
efforts to re-regulate Wall Street in the wake of the global economic crisis.  The deal would 
require domestic law to conform to the now-rejected model of extreme deregulation that caused 
the crisis. The TPP would forbid countries from banning particularly risky financial products, such 
as the toxic derivatives that led to the $183 billion government bailout of AIG.  The TPP would 
threaten the use of "firewalls" - policies that are employed to stop the spread of risk between 
different types of financial institutions and products. While many in the United States have called 
for a reinstatement of the Glass-Steagall Act, that helped eliminate banking crises for four 
decades by prohibiting deposit-holding commercial banks from dealing in risky investments, the 
TPP would bar such reform. The TPP would ban capital controls, an essential policy tool to 
counter destabilizing flows of speculative money. Even the International Monetary Fund has 
recently endorsed capital controls as legitimate for mitigating or preventing financial crises.  
 
How the Trans Pacific Partnership would impact internet freedom 
http://www.exposethetpp.org/TPPImpacts_InternetFreedom.html 
From a US perspective.  
Remember SOPA - the "copyright" legislation before Congress last year that public outcry 
stopped cold? Well, the same corporations behind SOPA have pushed to insert its most pernicious 
provisions into TPP. Says who? The organizations that stopped SOPA like the Electronic Freedom 
Foundation and the ACLU.  Under this TPP proposal, Internet Service Providers could be required 
to "police" user activity (i.e. police YOU), take down internet content, and cut people off from 
internet access for common user-generated content.  Violations could be as simple as the 
creation of a YouTube video with clips from other videos, even if for personal or educational 
purposes.  Mandatory fines would be imposed for individuals' non-commercial copies of 
copyrighted material. So, downloading some music could be treated the same as large-scale, for-
profit copyright violations.  Innovation would be stifled as the creation and sharing of user-
generated content would face new barriers, and as monopoly copyrights would be extended. The 
TPP proposes to impose copyright protections for a minimum of 120 years for corporate-created 
content. 
 
How the Trans Pacific Partnership would impact the environment 
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http://www.exposethetpp.org/TPPImpacts_TheEnvironment.html 
From a US perspective.  
The TPP could sharply increase U.S. exports of natural gas - creating incentives for more 
fracking. The Department of Energy could lose its authority to regulate exports of natural gas to 
countries that have signed a "free trade" agreement with the U.S. that includes "national 
treatment for trade in gas." The TPP could eliminate the government's prerogative to determine 
whether the mass export of natural gas to TPP countries - including Japan, the world's largest 
natural gas importer - is in the public interest. The resulting surge in natural gas exports would 
not only raise gas and electricity prices for consumers, but would ramp up the dangerous, 
chemical-laden practice of fracking.  Through the "investor-state" system, the TPP would allow 
corporations operating in TPP countries to launch a case against domestic environmental laws 
that they see as inhibiting "expected future profits." 
 
How the Trans Pacific Partnership would impact public health 
http://www.exposethetpp.org/TPPImpacts_Public-Health.html 
A US perspective. The TPP would provide large pharmaceutical firms with new rights and 
powers to increase medicine prices and limit consumers' access to cheaper generic drugs. This 
would include extensions of monopoly drug patents that would allow drug companies to raise 
prices for more medicines and even allow monopoly rights over surgical procedures. For people 
in the developing countries involved in TPP, these rules could be deadly - denying consumers 
access to HIV-AIDS, tuberculosis and cancer drugs.  The TPP would establish new rules that 
could undermine government programs in developed countries. The TPP would control the cost 
of medicines by employing drug formularies. These are lists of proven medicines that the 
government selects for use by government health care systems. Lower prices are negotiated for 
bulk purchase of such drugs and new medicines that are under monopoly patents are not 
approved if less expensive generic drugs are equally effective. Drug firms would be empowered 
to challenge these decisions and pricing standards. In the United States, these rules threaten 
provisions included in Medicare, Medicaid and veterans' health programs to make medicines more 
affordable for seniors, military families and the poor. 
 
How the Trans Pacific Partnership would impact the offshoring of US jobs 
http://www.exposethetpp.org/TPPImpacts_OffshoringUSJobs.html 
A us perspective. Nearly five million American manufacturing jobs – one out of every four – 
have been lost since implementation of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and 
the World Trade Organization (WTO). Since NAFTA, over 60,000 American manufacturing 
facilities have closed. The TPP would replicate and expand on the NAFTA model.  A leaked text 
revealed that TPP is slated to include the extreme foreign investor privileges that help 
corporations offshore more U.S. jobs to low-wage countries. These NAFTA-style terms provide 
special benefits to firms that relocate abroad and eliminate many of the usual risks that make 
firms think twice about moving to low-wage countries.  Under the NAFTA model, U.S. 
manufacturing imports have soared while growth of U.S. manufacturing exports has slowed.  TPP 
includes Vietnam, a new favorite for corporations’ job offshoring, because wages there are even 
lower than China. 
 

 
How the Trans Pacific Partnership would impact the safety of our food 
http://www.exposethetpp.org/TPPImpacts_FoodSafety.html 
A US perspective on impacts.  The TPP would require us to import meat and poultry that do 
not meet U.S. food safety standards. The TPP would require us to allow food imports if the 
exporting country claims that their safety regime is "equivalent" to our own, even if it violates the 
key principles of our food safety laws. These rules would effectively outsource domestic food 
inspection to other countries 
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Incorrect claims about investor-state dispute settlement, 3 Oct. 2013 / European 
Commission 
http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2013/october/tradoc_151790.pdf 
Claim: Investor-state dispute settlement undermines public choices (e.g. Vattenfall challenging 
the German moratorium on nuclear power, Philip Morris challenging Australia’s plain packaging 
regime for cigarettes.  Response: It is important to note that only well-founded cases have a 
chance of being successful. The fact that a policy has been challenged does not mean that the 
challenge will be successful. The EU will negotiate in such a way so as to ensure that legislation 
reflecting legitimate public choices e.g. on the environment, cannot be undermined through 
investor-state dispute settlement. Experience with investor-state dispute settlement up until now 
confirms that tribunals do not consider it appropriate to undermine public choices. 
Note: A glance at the list of cases currently being undertaken contradicts these claims by the EC. 
 
Johnson, Dave 
No Fast Track to TPP: Fix NAFTA First, 14 Feb. 2014 
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/dave-johnson/no-fast-track-to-tpp-fix_b_4789755.html 
The big corporations and the Obama administration are trying to push through a giant new trade 
treaty that gives corporations even more power, and which will send even more jobs, factories, 
industries and money out of the country. This is the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and they are 
pushing something called "fast track" in Congress to help push it through. We have to stop this, 
and we should take the momentum we have generated in our push-back on this to demand 
Congress and President Obama instead fix NAFTA first. Then fix all of our trade relationships to 
help working people on all sides of our borders. 

Khatter, Kapi 
How the transpacific partnership will literally kill us 24 January 2014 (Huffington Post) 
http://www.huffingtonpost.ca/kapil-khatter/trans-pacific-partnership-_b_4639749.html 
It is hard to trust anything created with such locked-box secrecy, such sneering disregard for the 
views and interests of the hundreds of millions people it will impact. Only the faithful and the 
foolish blindly trust that the powerful, when secreted in rooms together, will prioritize the needs 
of the powerless.  As a physician, it is the threat to our right to protect ourselves, the increasing 
limits on what governments are allowed to do to defend our health that agitate me the most. It is 
the large sums of lawyer money that will be needed to defend every public health measure that 
impacts someone's bottom line. According to leaked drafts, the TPPA expands the use of the 
Investor State Dispute Mechanism, already a growing favourite of corporations under other 
agreements, which allows commercial interests to directly challenge the democratic decisions that 
governments make. Disputes are decided by tribunals of international investment lawyers who 
innocently rotate between representing companies and being the judges themselves. Few if any 
have public health training. And the parties can ask for tribunals to deliberate in secret, like the 
TPPA negotiations themselves.  Tobacco experts have led the way in flashlighting the potential 
negative health impacts of the TPPA. They have pushed for specific exemptions for tobacco laws, 
shelter from the hard rain that tobacco companies and their law firms can bring. Tobacco is 
special the experts say, an especially bad product, and because of the particular evil that tobacco 
companies practice, these experts believe the companies shouldn't have the privilege of 
challenging our public health laws for their own interests 
 
Investor-State Dispute Settlement / TPP Australia 
http://tppaustralia.org/th_gallery/investor-state-dispute-settlement-isds/ 
A leaked negotiating text from June 2012 shows that if the TPP negotiations are successful an 
investor from any of the TPP countries (Australia, Brunei, Canada, Chile, Malaysia, Mexico, Peru, 
Singapore, the United States, Japan and Vietnam) will be able to sue the Australian government 
for millions in damages in secretive offshore tribunals. Under ISDS foreign investors could claim 
that new laws and regulations introduced by the Australian government have breached their 
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special rights under the TPP and seriously undermined the value of their investments. Under the 
leaked text, “investment” is defined extremely widely, to include almost anything a foreign 
company has spent money on in Australia — including shares, businesses, contracts, land, 
intellectual property rights, and even government bonds. There is also a risk of what is known as 
‘regulatory chill’ which is when a government decides not to change its laws because of the 
threat of legal action, even if those laws would benefit the people of their country.  The prospect 
of ‘regulatory chill’  as a risk brought about by ISDS, not just for developing countries seeking to 
improve their standards of regulation, but also developed countries. For example, Professor 
Van Harten noted the documented withdrawal by Canada of a proposal to impose 
cigarette plain-packaging regulations following the threat of ISDS arbitration. 
AFTINET highlighted the arbitration case against Uruguay over the same proposal.  If 
the TPP is signed with its current ISDS provisions it would seriously affect Australia’s sovereignty, 
and the ability of our government to look out for our interests. We elect our governments, and 
should be able to rely on them to pass laws and implement policies to protect and grow Australia. 
If the TPP is signed, our government will be looking over its shoulder to make sure it’s not risking 
a law suit from companies with more money to spend on lawsuits than we do. Government 
decisions should be made with the people in mind, not the balance sheets of overseas 
companies.  Worse, if Australia did get sued, then millions of taxpayer dollars would be 
spent defending the case with the average cost of defending an ISDS case being 
US$8 million, (but can easily exceed US$30 million) as well as many millions more if we lost the 
case. In the last 13 years the number of ISDS cases brought at the International Centre for the 
Settlement of Investment Disputes — the main ISDS forum — has increased by 460%, and over 
$719 million has been paid out under ISDS agreements with the United States alone. Just the 
threat of a long, expensive dispute is designed to get governments to back off. If Australia signs 
the TPP we’ll face the prospect of a government scared of making a stand, massive unnecessary 
spending of tax payer money on law suits, or both.  The Australian government refused to 
include ISDS in its free trade deal with the US in 2005 and maintained a ban in the further 
inclusion of ISDS in treaties. However after the recent election in September 2013 the new 
Australian government under the leadership of Tony Abbott has now changed our governments 
position on ISDS to be decided on a case by case basis. 
Includes Take Action form: http://tppaustralia.org/take-action/ 
 
Investment Protection and Investor-to-State Dispute Settlement in EU agreements, 
Fact sheet Nov. 2013 / European Commission 
http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2013/november/tradoc_151916.pdf 
There seem to be disparities between what actually happens and what governments tell 
corporations on the one hand, and what the European Commission tells the public. 
 
It’s our future – it’s our food (New Zealand Facebook site) 
https://www.facebook.com/pages/Its-Our-Future-Its-Our-Food/378489598929200 
 
Kelsey, Jane 
Trans-Pacific Partnership’s toothless environment chapter gets the 
Wikileaks treatment, 24 Jan. 2014  (The Conversation) 
http://theconversation.com/trans-pacific-partnerships-toothless-environment-chapter-gets-the-
wikileaks-treatment-22135 
Extract: Environment chapters are often mere fig leaves, used to deflect criticisms. So it’s no 
surprise that the TPP’s environment chapter is weak, lacking measures for enforcement or 
dispute. They are not meant to act as an antidote. So the leaked chapter confirms our 
expectations that the “gold standard” rules are only for the corporations, not to protect people 
and the planet. But if the agreement does happen, a strong chapter could be important.  That 
leads to the third and most significant point from the leaks. The chair’s commentary shows the 
US is the outlier on most of the disputed provisions. That includes articles that refer explicitly or 
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by implication to international agreements it has not signed, such as the Kyoto Protocol, the 
Convention on Biological Diversity and the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous 
Peoples.But the most important outlier is the refusal of all the other governments to agree that 
even these weak obligations should be enforceable by trade sanctions under the dispute 
mechanisms that apply to the agreement as a whole. Instead, they have proposed a mixture of 
consultations, political discussions, and arbitration that leads to a conclusion about a breach and 
an action plan – but nothing to enforce it. 

Khor, Martin 
The Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement (TPPA): When Foreign Investors Sue the 
State, Nov. 10 2013 / Martin Khor (Third World Economics) 
http://www.twnside.org.sg/title2/twe/2013/552/1.htm  
In most US free trade agreements ISDS provisions, the tribunal most mentioned is the 
International Centre for Settlement of Investment Disputes (ICSID), an arbitration court under 
the World Bank in Washington Any foreign investor from TPP countries can make a claim that a 
government has not met its TPP obligations.  If it succeeds, the tribunal could award the investor 
financial compensation. If payment is not made, the award can be enforced through the seizure 
of assets of the government that has been sued, or through tariffs raised on the country’s 
exports.  “Investment” includes credit, contracts, intellectual property rights (IPRs), and 
expectations of future gains and profits. Investors can make claims on losses to these assets. 
Under the “national treatment” provision, a foreign investor can claim to be discriminated against 
if a local investor is given preference or other advantage. Conflict of interest.  Australia has also 
been sued for billions of dollars by the tobacco company Philip Morris because of its regulation 
that cigarette boxes cannot promote the logo and brand names. An American company Renco 
sued Peru for $800 million because its contract was not extended, even after the company’s 
operations caused massive environmental and health damage. 
 
Karanikolas, Eugenia 
Current negotiations on free trade agreements (Parliamentary Library Briefing Book) 
http://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Parliamentary_Departments/Parliamentary_Library/pu
bs/BriefingBook44p/FreeTradeAgreements 
Key issue: Australia is currently negotiating nine Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) including 
bilateral agreements with three of its largest trading partners, China, Japan and South Korea. 
Australia is also part of the negotiations for two mega-regional agreements, including the Trans-
Pacific Partnership Agreement (TPP), which focuses on facilitating trade by tackling issues like 
intellectual property, environment and labour. Contentious negotiation issues include the 
lowering of hurdles for investment in sensitive areas, reducing protection in agriculture and 
dealing with investment disputes. More generally, there is a concern that the proliferation of FTAs 
may result in overlapping trade rules, which may raise transaction costs for business and result in 
the fragmentation of trade.  In negotiating the current FTAs, some common issues are present, 
albeit to different degrees. Specifically, Australia is resisting pressure by its partners to include 
investor-state dispute settlement (ISDSs) provisions, which, in essence, grant foreign investors 
rights above those afforded to domestic investors. This issue is a significant hurdle in negotiating 
the TPP because countries like the United States, with its large number of multinational 
companies, is pushing for such inclusions. In Australia, a number of political and economic 
institutions, including the PC, have highlighted international evidence showing that ISDSs are 
risky for sovereign countries. They may be used by foreign companies to restrict the 
Government’s future ability to introduce welfare-enhancing reforms. 
 
King, Justin 
New leaks show Trans-Pacific Partnership a failure for citizens, 15 Jan., 2014 
http://digitaljournal.com/news/world/op-ed-new-leaks-show-trans-pacific-partnership-a-failure-
for-citizens/article/366055 
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Today, Wikileaks released another batch of leaked documents about the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
(TPP). This chapter was related directly to member nations’ treatment of the environment.  
The stark contrast between this and the leaked section on intellectual property rights is leaving 
many citizens angered.  While the leaked chapter on intellectual property rights has been 
criticized for going too far in mandating enforcement and criminal prosecution of those that even 
unknowingly violate intellectual property rights, the chapter, available here, on protection of the 
environment is noteworthy for language such as  
The Parties recognize that each Party retains the right to exercise discretion and to 
make decisions regarding: (a) investigatory, prosecutorial, regulatory, and 
compliance matters; 
Language such as this makes the entire chapter on the environment worthless and 
unenforceable. That soft language starts in the general commitments section of the document 
and continues throughout it. So while the rest of the chapter goes on to haphazardly address 
issues such as poaching, invasive alien species, and ethical fishing, the pledges are worthless 
because each member nation retains the right to simply ignore the promises it will make by 
signing the TPP. 
 
Lang, Chris 
Stop the Trans-Pacific Partnership 23 Jan, 2014 
http://www.theecologist.org/blogs_and_comments/commentators/2249519/stop_the_transpacific
_partnership.html 
The TPP - Trans-Pacific Partnership - is far more than just a trade agreement. It is a global-scale 
corporate power grab - anti-people, anti-environment and anti-democratic. And it must be 
stopped.  In November 2013 the US Trade Representative, Michael Froman, said that President 
Obama, "will not support a TPP agreement that does not have strong environmental provisions."  
He made his promise at a lunch hosted by World Wildlife Fund - shortly after a group of US NGOs 
wrote to Froman urging him "to ensure that a strong and enforceable environment chapter is 
included in the Trans-Pacific Partnership trade agreement."  Last week, Wikileaks released a 
draft environment chapter of the TPP. Surprise: it is neither strong nor enforceable. Michael 
Brune, executive director of the Sierra Club, slammed the leaked draft in a statement: "If the 
environment chapter is finalized as written in this leaked document, President Obama's 
environmental trade record would be worse than George W. Bush's." This draft chapter falls flat 
on every single one of our issues - oceans, fish, wildlife, and forest protections - and in fact, rolls 
back on the progress made in past free trade pacts." 

Leaked European Commission PR strategy: "Communicating on TTIP" Nov. 25 2013 
http://corporateeurope.org/trade/2013/11/leaked-european-commission-pr-strategy-
communicating-ttip 
“CEO has today published a leaked version of the European Commission's communication 
strategy for overcoming public skepticism about the controversial EU-US trade negotiations, the 
so-called Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP). The document was discussed at 
a meeting with EU member states on Friday 22 November. In order to "reduce fears and avoid a 
mushrooming of doubts", the Commission proposes to "further localise our communication effort 
at Member State level in a radically different way to what has been done for past trade 
initiatives". 
 
Library statement on Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement (TPPA) negotiations 
(2012) – IFFLA 
http://www.ifla.org/publications/library-statement-on-trans-pacific-partnership-agreement-tppa-
negotiations-2012 
IFLA and other library organizations express concern at TPPA IP chapter. Libraries play an 
essential role in fostering equitable access to information and cultural expression, while ensuring 
that the interests of creators are respected and protected. This role is recognized in copyright law 
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which grants creators and content providers certain rights to the commercial exploitation of 
information and cultural expression, but reserves important rights of access to and use of 
copyright material for the benefit of society at large. The balance between appropriate economic 
protections for creators and content providers and fair limitations and exceptions fosters a vibrant 
and participatory civil society.  IFLA and the international library community are committed to 
upholding this balance and are therefore troubled by the emergence of non-transparent 
intellectual property (IP) negotiations taking place outside of the World Intellectual Property 
Organisation (WIPO) and World Trade Organisation (WTO). These negotiations focus solely on 
copyright protection and enforcement, neglecting essential limitations and exceptions to 
copyright. Libraries are deeply concerned that these negotiations pose a threat to the 
fundamental balance in copyright. 
 
Lendman, Stephen 
TPP: a free trade deal from hell / Stephen Lendman, 5 July 2012 
http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article31773.htm 
A US view of the dangers of TPP. 
“US negotiators want extrajudicial enforcement rights. They want corporate investors freed to do 
what they please without regulatory oversight. On June 14, Public Citizen said TPP "could 
undermine Medicare, Medicaid," and veterans' health benefits. Seniors, military families, and 
America's least advantaged will be harmed most.  That’s the whole idea. TPP prioritizes corporate 
interests at the expense of public ones. For example, affordable medicines will be lost. Price 
containment will be subverted. Leaked texts reveal it. … 'Buy American' procurements, limited 
Internet freedom a la SOPA (the controversial Stop Online Piracy Act) or created a two-track 
judicial system privileging corporations with a new ticket to raid our tax dollars." 
 
McDonagh, Thomas 
Unfair, unsustainable and under the radar: how corporations use global investment 
rules to undermine a sustainable future / Thomas McDonagh, 2013 
http://democracyctr.org/wp/wp-content/uploads/2013/05/Under_The_Radar_English_Final.pdf 
24 page monograph. Detailed account of the implications of global investment rules for the global 
environment.  Proposes alternative investment models.   
 
Marshall, Andrew 
Doubts over US FTA value, 16 Jan. 2014 
http://www.theland.com.au/news/agriculture/agribusiness/general-news/doubts-over-us-fta-
value/2684396.aspx 
THE real trade issue which Australia should have been dealing with when it signed the US free 
trade deal 10 years ago was the impact of the US Farm Bill.   Critics of the trade deal, including 
Queensland cattleman Liam O'Dea (pictured), of "Baranula", south of Warwick, said the $US300 
million a year Farm Bill continued to bless US farmers and agribusinesses with the benefits of 
complex subsidies which invariably resulted in their products being dumped on global markets.  
"The US Farm Bill is far more detrimental to our cattle industry than tariffs - it subsidises much of 
US agriculture and gives them a competitive edge in exports," he said. Other trade analysts and 
industry officials note that not only did the Howard Government's Free Trade Agreement (FTA) 
with Washington have no impact on US farm production subsidies, there was never any 
commitment by the Americans to avoid deploying subsidised products such as rice, wheat, sugar 
or pig meat in export initiatives that directly challenged Australian sales in specific markets. 
 
Martin, Peter 
Productivity Commission tells the truth about free trade agreements, 14 Dec. 2010 
http://www.petermartin.com.au/2010/12/productivity-commission-tells-truth.html 
A year-long investigation of Australia's free trade agreements has found they are 
often nothing of the kind.  The Productivity Commission has told the Gillard government there 
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is little evidence to suggest Australia's six free trade agreements have produced "substantial 
commercial benefits".  Some may have actually reduced trade by introducing complex rules that 
make it difficult for Australia to sell goods made with products imported from countries not party 
to the agreements. The extra cost imposed by these so-called "rules of origin" could amount to 8 
per cent of the value of each export shipment. 
 
Martin, Peter 
Secrecy surrounds Trans Pacific partnership talks, 9 Dec. 2013 / Peter Martin (SMH) 
http://www.smh.com.au/national/secrecy-surrounds-transpacific-partnership-talks-20131208-
2yzea.html  
The Australian government has refused the Senate access to the text of the TPP until after it is 
signed.  Nobel prize-winning economist Joseph Stiglitz was so dismayed about the leaked chapter 
from the agreement, that he wrote to representatives of all 12 participating countries to ask them 
not to sign the treaty because is posed “grave risks” (full text hot-linked to Stiglitz letter). Trade 
Minister Andrew Robb told Fairfax that he was prepared to agree to Investor State Dispute 
Settlement (ISDS) provisions in return for greater access to north American markets. ISDS was 
rejected by the previous Labor-led government.  Philip Morris is currently suing Australia over 
plain packaging under ISDS provisions of a treaty with Hong Kong.  Mr Robb said there would be 
“carve-outs” for public welfare, health and the environment.” 
 
Martin, Peter 
Trade treaty stance the same, despite promise / Peter Martin, 23 Sept. 2013 (SMH) 
http://www.smh.com.au/business/trade-treaty-stance-the-same-despite-promise-20130922-
2u7wm.html 
Trade Minister Andrew Robb has said he would consider accepting ISDS in exchange for greater 
access to markets. The stance of the previous, Labor government was that it would not accept 
ISDS under any circumstances.  Australia is the only country to have successfully concluded a 
trade deal with the US without ISDS - the US-Australia free trade agreement. It appeared that 
the US was close to agreeing to exempt Australia from the provisions.  US corporations are 
known to make frequent use of these provisions.  A US resource company is suing Quebec for 
imposing a moratorium on coal seam gas mining pending investigations of environmental 
damage. Key points: Australia is in danger of losing its unique advantage – of entering into 
treaties with the US without signing off on ISDS. 

Mitchell, Matthew 
Abbott set to sign highly secretive TPP agreement this month, 5 Oct. 2013. 
http://www.independentaustralia.net/business/business-display/abbott-set-to-sign-highly-
secretive-tpp-agreement-this-month,5787 
WHAT SORT of “Trade Agreement” manages to both criminalise internet use and force coal seam 
fracking onto communities?  The answer to this is the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), a pact that 
has the ominous potential to achieve both these corporate objectives — and many more.   
Of course, we cannot know the exact effects of the TPP, as the negotiations over the past few 
years have been held in secret.  However, two leaked chapters – out of the 26 or more under 
negotiation – have caused more than their fair share of concern. One of these chapters threatens 
to undermine both our existing domestic and international legal systems, throwing away the 
protections and rights achieved over hundreds of years. 
 
Mitchell, Matthew 
Free trade agreements and their questionable benefits, 18 Oct. 2013.  
http://www.independentaustralia.net/politics/politics-display/free-trade-agreements-and-their-
questionable-benefits,5825 
… Lateline interviewer Tony Jones indicated that at least one of the sources politicians use is the 
Productivity Commission.  But if we look  – not even very carefully – at the Productivity 
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Commission’s 2010 report on Bilateral and Regional Trade Agreements (BRTAs), we see evidence 
of serious misgivings concerning the claimed benefits of trade agreements (p 292) [IA 
emphasis]: In brief, there are concerns that pre-agreement modelling is used to overstate the 
benefits likely to be reaped from BRTAs, and that the assumptions and other qualifications 
surrounding the modelling tend to be downplayed in public statements by those promoting 
BRTAs (box 15.1). In the Commission’s assessment, this leads to unrealistic expectations about 
what will be obtained, and skews consideration of the merits of proceeding with negotiations. In 
short, there are serious questions about many aspects of these models and their reliability. 
 
Mitchell, Matthew 
The TPP, treaties and the constitution, Feb. 8, 2014 
http://theaimn.com/2014/02/08/the-tpp-treaties-and-the-constitution/ 
Will our sovereign rights be signed away with the Trans-Pacific Partnership (the TPP) Agreement? 
Matthew Mitchell examines the likelihood in this guest article. Currently our government is 
negotiating the TPP with America (and other nations) in a secret process. This process and many 
proposed elements of the agreement have been universally condemned by civil society. In 
particular the Investor-State Dispute Settlement (ISDS) system, which the Abbott government 
has indicated it may accept. The ISDS has been protested against by over 30 civil society 
organisations in Australia (in a letter published by AFTINET) and also by judges, lawyers and 
academics globally (in an open letter) arguing that it: 
 “threatens to undermine the justice systems in our various countries” 
And that: 
“the increasing use of this mechanism to skirt domestic court systems and the structural 
problems inherent in the arbitral regime are corrosive of the rule of law and fairness.” 
 
Mizohata, Sachie 
The Trans-Pacific partnership and it critics / by Sachie Mizohata and the association of 
university faculties of Japan (Asia Pacific Journal, vol. 11, no. 36, no. 3, October 2013) 
http://www.globalresearch.ca/the-trans-pacific-partnership-and-its-critics/5355052 
A Japanese viewpoint on the treaty and its potential threats. 
 
Monbiot, George 
A Global Ban on left-wing politics: that’s what the new rules being smuggled into 
trade agreements are delivering / by George Monbiot, published in the Guardian 5 Nov. 2013 
http://www.monbiot.com/2013/11/04/a-global-ban-on-left-wing-politics/ 
Extract: These companies (and hundreds of others) are using the investor-state dispute rules 
embedded in trade treaties signed by the countries they are suing. The rules are enforced by 
panels which have none of the safeguards we expect in our own courts (7,8). The hearings are 
held in secret. The judges are corporate lawyers, many of whom work for corporations of the 
kind whose cases they hear. Citizens and communities affected by their decisions have no legal 
standing. There is no right of appeal on the merits of the case. Yet they can overthrow the 
sovereignty of parliaments and the rulings of supreme courts.  You don’t believe it? Here’s what 
one of the judges on these tribunals says about his work. “When I wake up at night and think 
about arbitration, it never ceases to amaze me that sovereign states have agreed to investment 
arbitration at all … Three private individuals are entrusted with the power to review, without any 
restriction or appeal procedure, all actions of the government, all decisions of the courts, and all 
laws and regulations emanating from parliament.”(9).  
 
Monbiot, George 
“Managing Transparency”: politicians and officials are desperately seeking to justify 
their transatlantic assault on democracy / George Monbiot, 2 Dec. 2013 (The Guardian) 
http://www.monbiot.com/2013/12/02/managing-transparency/ 
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Edited extracts: The European Commission is negotiating with the US for a “Trans Atlantic Trade 
and Investment Partnership (simultaneously with the Pacific TPP).  European Commission is 
insisting on including ISDS. This could threaten almost any means by which governments might 
seek to defend citizens or protect the natural world. It is being used by mining companies to sue 
governments trying to keep them out of protected areas (2, 3); by banks fighting financial 
regulation (4); by a nuclear company contesting Germany’s decision to switch off atomic power 
(5). After a big political fight we’ve now been promised plain packaging for cigarettes. But it 
could be nixed by an offshore arbitration panel. The tobacco company Philip Morris is currently 
suing Australia through the same mechanism in another treaty (6). The European Commission 
developed a strategy for “managing transparency” to try to allay public fears. From the outset, 
the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership has been driven by corporations and their 
lobby groups, who boast of being able to “co-write” it (8, 9). Persistent digging by the 
Corporate Europe Observatory reveals that the commission has held eight meetings on the 
issue with civil society groups, and 119 with corporations and their lobby groups (10). Unlike the 
civil society meetings, these have taken place behind closed doors and have not been disclosed 
online.  Though the Commission now tells the public that it will protect “the state’s right to 
regulate”(11), this isn’t the message the corporations have been hearing. In an interview last 
week, Stuart Eizenstat, co-chair of the Transatlantic Business Council, instrumental in driving 
the process, was asked whether companies whose products had been banned by regulators 
would be able to sue (12). Yes. “If a suit like that was brought and was successful, it would 
mean that the country banning the product would have to pay compensation to the industry 
involved or let the product in.” Would that apply to the European ban on chicken carcasses 
washed with chlorine, a controversial practice permitted in the US? “That’s one example where it 
might.” 

More power to corporations to attack citizens (Public Citizen Global Trade Watch) 
http://www.citizen.org/Page.aspx?pid=5411&frcrld=1 

 Rights to acquire land, natural resources, factories without government review 
 Risks and costs to businesses of offshoring to low wage countries eliminated 
 Special guaranteed “minimum standard of treatment” for relocating firms 
 Compensation for loss of “expected future profits” from health, labor environmental, laws 

(indirect or “regulatory” takings compensation) 
 Right to move capital without limits 
 New rights cover vast definition of investment: intellectual property, permits, derivatives 
 Ban performance requirements, domestic content rules. Absolute ban, not only when 

applied to investors from signatory countries 
A major goal of U.S. multinational corporations for the TPP is to impose on more countries a set 
of extreme foreign investor privileges and rights and their private enforcement through the 
notorious “investor-state” system. This system elevates individual corporations and investors to 
equal standing with each TPP signatory country's government- and above all of us citizens. 
 
NAFTA’s 20-Year Legacy and the Fate of the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
Feb. 2014 / Public Citizen’s Global Trade Watch 
http://www.citizen.org/documents/NAFTA-at-20.pdf 
Recent public opinion polls show broad opposition to the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) among 
Republicans, Democrats and independents of diverse geographic and socio-economic groups. 
What possibly could unite such a diversity of Americans otherwise deeply divided along partisan 
lines?   The data compiled in this report on the outcomes of the North American Free Trade 
Agreement (NAFTA) provide an answer: 20 years of living with NAFTA has created deep default 
scepticism among Americans about trade agreements. Even before many Americans hear details 
of how the TPP would expand on the NAFTA model, NAFTA’s two-decade legacy has primed 
them to oppose the deal.   This is not a story about protectionism, but about lived experience. 
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The data show that NAFTA proponents’ projections of broad economic benefits from the deal 
have failed to materialize. Instead, millions have suffered job loss, wage stagnation, and 
economic instability from NAFTA. Scores of environmental, health and other public interest 
policies have been challenged. Consumer safeguards, including key food safety protections, have 
been rolled back. And NAFTA supporters’ warnings about the chaos that would engulf Mexico, 
and a new wave of migration from Mexico, if NAFTA was not implemented have indeed come to 
pass, but ironically because of the devastation of many Mexicans’ livelihoods occurring, in part, 
because NAFTA was implemented 
 
New coalition to TPP negotiators: This is what a Fair Deal looks like, 27 May 2013 
https://www.efa.org.au/2013/05/27/our-fair-deal-launch/ 
A coalition of organisations representing a diversity of interests have come together from around 
the world to ask for A Fair Deal on intellectual property (IP) in the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
Agreement (TPP).  The Trans-Pacific Partnership is a trade agreement being negotiated by 
Australia, Brunei, Canada, Chile, Japan, Peru, Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Singapore, 
Vietnam, and the United States. The changes to copyright required by the TPP would reduce 
access to information and restrict the ability to innovate, both on and offline.  The coalition is 
launching a website at www.OurFairDeal.org calling for TPP negotiators to “reject copyright 
proposals that restrict the open Internet, access to knowledge, economic opportunity and our 
fundamental rights.” 
 
New Leaked TPP Documents Reveal Daunting Obstacles for Obama's 2013 Deadline 
to Complete the Deal at Ministerial Meeting’s Midpoint 
press-release-december-tpp-leak.pdf 
The Obama administration’s do-or-die 2013 deadline for the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) came 
into question at the midpoint of closed-door negotiations underway in Singapore, as newly-leaked 
documents show deep disagreement between Washington and its prospective TPP partners on 
key aspects of the pact – as well as concerns by a government involved that missing yet another 
deadline could undermine the process.  
With TPP talks shrouded in intense secrecy, the leaks provide the clearest view into the range of 
sensitive “behind the borders” issues that have spurred growing public opposition to the 
sweeping agreement in some participating countries. The documents also reveal U.S. negotiators 
pushing an agenda in line with American corporate interests on a range of issues, including 
expansive intellectual property rights, limits on financial regulation and expansive new investor 
rights to demand compensation from government over policies they claim undermine expected 
profits. 
 
Nielson, Genevieve 
Power relations in the Trans Pacific Partnership Agreement / Genevieve Nielson – 1 
August 2013 
http://pacificusforum.com/ 
Very interesting and slightly chilling analysis.  It does not take a stand on either side of the 
debate, but simply explains the driving forces behind the agreement using “world systems 
analysis.” This involves on the one hand the search for ever cheaper labour, and on the other, 
maintenance of high prices for products produced by the “core” countries such as US and Japan. 
Australia is ranked in the middle as a “semi-periphery” country, as against the low wage raw 
materials countries which are the “periphery.”  
 
Oslington, Paul 
Regional agreements don’t always promote free trade 18 Dec. 2013 
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/business/opinion/regional-agreements-dont-always-promote-
free-trade/story-e6frg9if-1226785340157#mm-premium 
Questions the benefits of “free trade agreements” especially in the absence of one with China.   
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Office of the United States Trade Representative 
Trans Pacific Partnership 
http://www.ustr.gov/tpp 
Official information, news, announcements of the US Government on TPP issues.  
 
Panichi, James 
Philip Morris, Australia and the fate of Europe’s trade talks, 8 Jan. 2014 / James Panichi 
(Inside Story) 
http://inside.org.au/philip-morris-australia-and-the-fate-of-europes-trade-talks/ 
It isn’t often that Australia rates a mention in the European Union’s corridors of power. And that’s 
no bad thing: the long-running diplomatic stoushes with Canberra over agriculture and market 
access are seen here as water under the bridge. No news is definitely good news. Yet for the 
past few months Australia has been the talk of the town. A little-known investment treaty 
between Hong Kong and Australia, signed in 1993, is being used as a cautionary tale of what lies 
in store for Europe as it negotiates its way towards what will be the biggest free trade and 
investment agreement ever. And Europe’s executive is responding by saying it has learnt from 
Australia’s mistakes. 
 
Pesek, William 
US's secrecy means Asia must oppose trade deal, 30 Dec. 2013 (Canberra Times) 
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/comment/uss-secrecy-means-asia-must-oppose-trade-deal-
20131229-301lf.html 
You know you have a transparency problem when citizens of a democracy need to rely on 
WikiLeaks for details of changes to laws on internet use, labour, environmental and food safety 
standards and the cost and availability of drugs. It is worth considering something Eric Schmidt, 
then chief executive of Google, told CNBC in December 2009: ''If you have something that you 
don't want anyone to know, maybe you shouldn't be doing it in the first place.''  So why is the 
Obama administration behaving as if it runs a closed communist party state? The answer can 
only be to circumvent the legislative process.  ''If you read, write, publish, think, listen, dance, 
sing or invent; if you farm or consume food; if you're ill now or might one day be ill, TPP has you 
in its cross-hairs,'' Assange said last month.  If instituted, the TPP ''would trample over individual 
rights and free expression as well as ride roughshod over the intellectual and creative commons''. 
Asian governments should reject the TPP unless they can tell their people exactly what is in it 
and why and how it will affect their lives. Thanks to Assange, we now know that the US wants 
signatories to allow patent changes that could raise the cost of food and healthcare in developing 
nations, including increasing the price of treating HIV/AIDS, malaria and other diseases. Is that 
progress?  Last month, 151 House Democrats, members of Obama's own party, sent a letter to 
the White House stating their opposition to granting him fast-track authority to negotiate trade 
agreements, citing a lack of congressional consultation. Why have officials from Johnson & 
Johnson, Cisco Systems and General Electric seen details that sceptical legislators such as 
Elizabeth Warren and Alan Grayson cannot? What would the US's founders make of this?  Asian 
governments should hold public hearings, encourage a public debate and let parliaments see and 
vote on the TPP based on the treaty's fully disclosed terms. If that is not something they can do, 
Asians should say no to a trade deal that is as democratic and transparent as a one-party state. 

Pilling, David 
Trans-Pacific Partnership: Far-reaching agreement could form powerful new trade 
bloc 8 Nov. 8, 2011 
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/47dd4d14-06cc-11e1-90de-00144feabdc0.html#axzz2rgolIob8 
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Although this article is in support of TPP, it is all the more chilling in its analysis of what TPP is 
really all about.  For example: http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/47dd4d14-06cc-11e1-90de-
00144feabdc0.html#ixzz2rgqNVIZI 
So what is so special about the TPP? Iwan Azis, head of the Asian Development Bank’s regional 
integration office, says the agreement is intended to deal with what he calls “behind the 
border” issues. These include areas of what could be deemed domestic policy, such as 
government procurement, which go beyond the normal scope of trade agreements. Other areas 
likely to be covered include rules governing the conduct of state-owned enterprises, which 
sometimes benefit from cheap financing or government protection. China, in particular, is often 
criticised for seeking to ensure the success of national champions. The TPP would also include 
labour, environmental and intellectual property standards. Finally, it is supposed to help 
bring benefits to small and medium-sized companies from trade integration.’ ..’ The controversy 
that the TPP has caused in Japan is also a harbinger of difficulties ahead. Opponents have 
threatened to leave the ruling Democratic Party of Japan over fears that signing up would 
threaten the country’s farming industry. Japan produces just 40 per cent of its calorific intake 
and many officials are opposed to becoming even more dependent on foreign food 
Compiler’s aside: Here’s our chance to gain parity with US minimum wage rates and 
lose our farming sector!!!! 
 
Productivity Commission 
Bilateral and regional trade agreements – research report, Nov. 2010 
http://www.pc.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0010/104203/trade-agreements-report.pdf 
Extract: The Commission has received little evidence from business to indicate that 
bilateral agreements to date have provided substantial commercial benefits. 
– This may be because the main factors that influence decisions to do business in 
other countries lie outside the scope of BRTAs. Note: The conclusions are far more 
nuanced than the quotation above. The report, or at least the overview, need to be 
read in full.  
 
Productivity Commission 
Bilateral and regional trade agreements – Submissions 
http://www.pc.gov.au/projects/study/trade-agreements/submissions 
 
Productivity Commission 
Bilateral and regional trade agreements – Supplements 
http://www.pc.gov.au/projects/study/trade-agreements/report/supplements 
 
 
Public Citizen’s analysis of the TPP 
http://www.citizen.org/documents/Leaked-TPP-Investment-Analysis.pdf 
A meticulous examination of the leaked chapter on Copyright.  
 
Queally, John 
As TPP Opposition Soars, Corporate Media Blackout Deafening 
http://www.commondreams.org/headline/2014/02/06 
Opposition to the Trans-Pacific Partnership—dubbed 'NAFTA on steroids'—is receiving 
unprecedented popular opposition and nearly no news coverage by major outlets. 
Last week, more than 550 groups, representing tens of millions of individual members, signed a 
letter to members of Congress urging them to vote against a push by President Obama for 'fast 
track' authority for the Trans-Pacific Partnership, a so-called "free trade" now under negotation 
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between the U.S. and eleven other Pacific rim nations.  The week before that, another 50 groups 
launched an energized online campaign called StopFastTrack.com in order to kill the TPP 
agreement—dubbed "NAFTA on steroids"—that they say "threatens everything you care about: 
democracy, jobs, the environment, and the Internet."  But if you watch the evening cable or 
broadcast news shows, you might not know anything about the TPP—not what it is, not why 
Obama says it would be good for the country, and certainly not why these hundreds of public 
interest groups, environmentalists, economists, and labor organizations say trade agreements like 
this are the source of economic and labor woes, not the solution to them.  According to a new 
study by Media Matters, over the last sixth months the network evening news shows—including 
ABC, NBC, CBS, and PBS—have ignored the TPP. 
 
Regulatory Cooperation in the EU US economic agreement, October 2012 / US Chamber 
of Commerce and Business Europe 
http://corporateeurope.org/sites/default/files/businesseurope-uschamber-paper.pdf 
This document demonstrates that the Trans-Atlantic Trade and Investment Treaty was planned 
by European Union and US peak business lobbies, rather than being a government initiative. 
 
Rimmer, Matthew 
Our Future Is At Risk - Disclose the TPP Now, 15 Nov. 2013 (New Matilda) 
The Trans-Pacific Partnership will stifle innovation and put real limitations on our ability to govern 
ourselves. This is too important a deal to be done in secretChristmas has come early this year for 
big corporations. Wikileaks has revealed that the Trans-Pacific Partnership contains a swag of 
corporate gifts and baubles. The leaked intellectual property chapter of the TPP looks like it has 
been dictated by the United States Chamber of Commerce. Among other things, the agreement 
seeks to provide for longer and stronger copyright protection for transnational corporations. 
In the light of day, the TPP appears to be a monster. The Intellectual Property chapter is long, 
complex, prescriptive, bellicose and diabolical. What's missing, as the Electronic Frontier 
Foundation observed, is any recognition of the public interests to be served by copyright law. 
 
Rimmer, Matthew 
The TPP Greenwashes Dirty Politics, 17 Jan. 2014 / Matthew Rimmer and Charlotte 
Wood 
https://www.newmatilda.com/print/24821 
Extract: The Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), a highly secretive and expansive free trade 
agreement being negotiated between the US and eleven Pacific Rim countries, including 
Australia and New Zealand, has been promoted as a boon to the environment. But the text of the 
Environment Chapter of the agreement, which has been negotiated in secret until it was was 
released this week by WikiLeaks [8], appears to be little more than an exercise in greenwashing.  
The US trade representative maintains that the US has pushed for "a robust, fully enforceable 
environment chapter in the TPP", and Andrew Robb, the Australian Trade and Investment 
Minister, has vowed that the TPP will contain safeguards for the protection of the environment.  
But on 15 January 2014, WikiLeaks released the draft Environment Chapter of the TPP — along 
with a report by the Chairs of the Environmental Working Group. Julian Assange, WikiLeaks' 
publisher, said the leak showed "The fabled TPP environmental chapter turns out to be a 
toothless public relations exercise with no enforcement mechanism."   "The Environment Chapter 
does not include enforcement mechanisms serving the defence of the environment; it is vague 
and weak, and adheres to the lowest common denominator of environmental interests", observed 
WikiLeaks in its analysis.” 

Roberts, Paul Craig 
Towards Global Government? Trans Pacific Partnership (TPP): Corporate Escape from 
Accountability / Paul Craig Roberts, July 2012 (Global Research) 
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http://www.globalresearch.ca/towards-global-government-trans-pacific-partnership-tpp-
corporate-escape-from-accountability/31709 
Extracts: “The TPP has been called a “one-percenter” power tool. The agreement essentially 
abolishes the accountability of foreign corporations to governments of countries with which they 
trade. Indeed, the agreement makes governments accountable to corporations for costs imposed 
by regulations, including health, safety and environmental regulations. The agreement gives 
corporations the right to make governments pay them for the cost of complying with the 
regulations of government. One wonders how long environmental, labor, and financial regulation 
can survive when the costs of compliance are imposed on the taxpayers of countries and not on 
the economic activity that results in spillover effects such as pollution. …the agreement requires 
all governments that are parties to the TPP to harmonize their laws so that the new corporate 
privileges are equally reflected in every country. To avoid discriminatory law against a country’s 
own corporations that do not engage in foreign trade, harmonization could mean that domestic 
corporations would be granted the same privileges as foreign investors. If not, domestic firms 
might acquire the privileges by setting up a foreign subsidiary consisting of an office.” 
 
Secrecy of TPP 
[Text of letter purported to be from Mark Sinclair, TPP Lead Negotiator, New Zealand to 
participants regarding obligations of secrecy about the TPP.  According to this letter, “Anyone 
given access to the documents will be alerted that they cannot share the documents with people 
not authorized to see them. All participants plan to hold these documents in confidence 
for four years after entry into force of the Trans Pacific Partnership Agreement, or if 
no agreement enters into force, for four years after the last round of negotiations.” ] 
 
Secret Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement (TPP) - Environment Consolidated Text 
https://wikileaks.org/tpp-enviro/ 
This is the recently released leaked version of the chapter on the environment.  (See under 
Kelsey, Jane above for commentary). Scroll down page to open the full document.  
 
Secret Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement (TPP) - Environment Chairs Report / TPP 
ENVIRONMENT WORKING GROUP 
http://wikileaks.org/tpp-enviro-chairsreport/#report 
 
Sievers, Ken 
Why Australians should be worried about the TPP / Ken Sievers, 2 Aug. 2013 
http://www.wikileaksparty.org.au/why-australians-should-be-worried-about-the-tpp/ 
Extract: Some examples [of ISDS actions] from Latin America: “In 2009, the government of 
Uruguay, following recommendations from the World Health Organization, increased the size of 
health warnings on cigarettes packages. A year later, it was sued for US$2 billion by tobacco 
giant Philip Morris which claimed Uruguay had expropriated its trademark. Back in 2000, when 
Argentina was in a deep economic crisis, the government eased people’s hardship by freezing 
electricity and water tariffs. It has since been battling over 40 lawsuits demanding multi-million 
dollar compensations. After an Ecuadorian court ordered Chevron to pay US$18 billion in 
damages and clean-up for oil-drilling-related contamination in the Amazonian rainforest, Chevron 
counter-sued Ecuador arguing that the government breached its investment treaty with the US 
by allowing the legal case to continue.” 
 
Smellie, Pattrick 
Calls for TPP transparency are code for destroying it, says Groser, 12 Feb. 2014 
http://www.nbr.co.nz/article/calls-tpp-transparency-are-code-destroying-it-says-groser-bd-
151763 
Campaigners against the Trans-Pacific Partnership trade negotiations want the negotiating texts 
made public to help ensure the process fails, says Trade Minister Tim Groser. 
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"Those people who are opposed to the agreement want access to the texts so they can blow it 
apart," he said in an interview with BusinessDesk ahead of a speech today to the ABAC Business 
Leaders meeting in Auckland where he rejected analysis challenging the claimed benefits of a 
TPP trade deal.  His comments come after Labour leader David Cunliffe was blocked in 
Parliament yesterday from debating release of the negotiating texts for the 13-nation TPP 
negotiations, which could create a new Pacific Rim free trade agreement that extends more 
deeply than past FTA's into investment, regulatory, and other areas requiring a balance between 
national sovereignty and expected economic gains. 
 
Stuart E. Eizenstat TV interview (English) 
http://www.br.de/fernsehen/das-erste/sendungen/report-muenchen/interview-stuart-eizenstat-
100.html 
He says among other things that the rest of the world should be satisfied to follow the same laws 
and regulations as the American public does.  It is a matter of trusting corporations and the US 
government to do the right thing. His statements are at variance with what appears in the 
European Commission’s communications strategy paper. (See under Leaked European PR 
strategy, above) 
 
TABLE OF FOREIGN INVESTOR-STATE CASES AND CLAIMS UNDER NAFTA AND OTHER 
U.S. “TRADE” DEALS, Feb. 2014  
http://www.citizen.org/documents/investor-state-chart.pdf 
The North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) included an array of new corporate 
investment rights and protections that were unprecedented in scope and power. NAFTA’s 
extreme rules have been replicated in various U.S. “free trade” agreements (FTAs), including 
CAFTA and bilateral FTAs with Peru, Oman, Korea, Panama and Colombia.   
 These special privileges provide foreign investors new rights to own and control other countries’ 
natural resources and land, establish or acquire local firms, and to operate them under privileged 
terms relative to domestic enterprises. The scope of the “investments” covered by these rules is 
vast, including derivatives and other financial instruments, intellectual property rights, 
government licenses and permits, as well as more traditional forms of investment. The pacts 
provide foreign firms with a way to attack domestic public interest, land use, regulatory and 
other laws if they feel that a domestic policy or government decision has undermined the firms’ 
new “trade” pact privileges by contravening their “expectations” or threatening their “expected 
future profits.” 
 
Taiwan and the Trans-Pacific partnership: issues and opportunities 
http://article.wn.com/view/2013/11/20/Taiwan_and_the_TransPacific_Partnership_Issues_and_O
pportuni/#/video 

This EU-US trade deal is no 'assault on democracy' 12 Nov. 2013 
Ignore George Monbiot's polemic – the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership is an 
astonishingly good deal for the UK economy – Ken Clarke (the Guardian)  
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2013/nov/11/eu-us-trade-deal-transatlantic-trade-
and-investment-partnership-democracy 
This talk of shadowy corporations is all the more misleading given that, in my view, the deal's 
advantages will prove to be far more noticeable for smaller enterprises than for larger 
corporations. This is because the most important task for the regulators will be to establish that 
where a car part or a cake or a beauty product has been tested as safe in the EU, the US will 
allow its import without requiring a whole new series of similar-but-slightly different tests – and 
vice versa. This is not about reducing safety levels. It is simply common sense. Would any of us 
on holiday in the US decline to hire that all-American SUV, or say no to that unfeasibly enormous 
vat of fizzy pop on the grounds that the regulations "are not the same as the EU's"? 
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Tienhaara, Kyla 
Investor-state dispute settlement in the Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement, 19 May 
2010 (Regulatory Institutions Network, Australian National University) 
https://www.dfat.gov.au/fta/tpp/subs/tpp_sub_tienhaara_100519.pdf 
Summary of recommendations 
“This submission outlines serious problems with both the process of investor-state dispute 
settlement and the handling of important issues of public policy by investment arbitration 
tribunals. The key recommendations are that the government should: 

 strongly oppose the inclusion of investor-state dispute settlement in the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership Agreement 

 not sign any agreements that contain an investor-state dispute settlement 
clause 

This public submission looks at some of the serious failings of the current system of 
international investment arbitration. It also draws on the experience of Canada, which has been 
exposed to claims by American investors under the investment chapter of the North American 
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) for the last fifteen years, to illustrate how an investor-state 
dispute settlement mechanism in the TPP could negatively affect public policy in Australia. A 
particular focus is given to NAFTA investor-state disputes concerning regulation aimed at the 
protection of the environment.” 
 
Townshend, Ruth 
When trade agreements threaten sovereignty: Australia beware / Ruth Townshend 15 
Nov. 2013 (The Conversation) 
https://theconversation.com/when-trade-agreements-threaten-sovereignty-australia-beware-
18419 
Leaking of key TPP documents by Wikileaks indicates Australia may now be supporting the 
inclusion of Investor State Dispute Settlement (ISDS), which allow corporations to challenge laws 
made by democratically elected governments. ISDS provisions were originally introduced decades 
ago to protect investors against arbitrary actions of states without rule of law.  Investors could 
then take their case to an external court for resolution, according to the terms of the operating 
free trade agreement.  However it appears that more recently ISDS provisions have been 
misused against states where the rule of law prevails.  Philip Morris challenged Australian plain 
packaging laws in the Australian High Court, and when they lost their case, took the matter to 
the international court under ISDS provisions in a free trade agreement with Hong Kong.  The 
number of ISDS cases increased dramatically during 2013. Metgasco is challenging the NSW 
government over laws to protect the environment and public health from possible risks of coal  
The existence of the provisions will place a constraint on governments acting for the public good 
in future. Governments should be free to make laws in the interests of their people, not just for 
the financial benefit of corporations.  Key points: ISDS provisions are being used more often 
and increasingly being misused. 
 
Top Ten Threats of the Trans-Atlantic ‘Trade’ Deal to Americans’ Daily Lives, Nov. 2013 
/ Public Citizen 
http://sensiblesafeguards.org/assets/documents/tafta_top_10_threats.pdf 
Editor’s note”: TAFTA is the trans-Atlantic equivalent of TPP.  They are being 
negotiated simultaneously with the US. 
A “trade” deal only in name, the Trans-Atlantic Free Trade Agreement (TAFTA), which corporate 
proponents have tried to rebrand as the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP), 
would require the United States and European Union (EU) to conform domestic food and product 
safety standards, financial regulations, climate policies, data privacy protections and other non-
trade policies to TAFTA rules – rules being negotiated in secret.  These backdoor negotiations 
could also force state and local governments to weaken health and safety standards and give up 
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long-standing tools for local job creation. With national politics gridlocked, this is not the time to 
tie the hands of state and local governments searching for ways to spur economic growth. 
Equally troubling, corporate trade advisors are working to empower foreign corporations to skirt 
domestic courts and directly challenge national, state and local policies before extrajudicial 
tribunals that can force taxpayers to pay tens of millions of dollars if they decide the policies 
violate the prospective agreement’s sweeping corporate protections.  TAFTA negotiations focus 
on demands by large corporations on both sides of the Atlantic to remove consumer and 
environmental safeguards that they dub as “trade irritants.” TAFTA rules are being negotiated 
behind closed doors. About 600 official U.S. corporate trade advisors are being provided access 
to documents and decision-makers, while the public and press are locked out. 
1 Attacks by foreign corporations on our local, state, and federal policies 
2 Roll-back of financial reforms 
3 Tainted milk 
4 Dirty fuel 
5. Unsafe medicines 
6. Invasion of data privacy 
7 Loss of local job creation through “buy local” rules 
8 Unlabelled genetically modified food 
9 Expensive medicines 
10 Dangerous toys 
 
TPP Australia 
http://tppaustralia.org/ 
Activist site. Includes links to key articles, guides to letter writing, notification of events, and 
videos of public forums by world-renowned experts on trade policy and its implications for health, 
environment and welfare. 
 
TPP Leak: Daunting Obstacles for Obama's 2013 Deadline 9 Dec., 2013 (Public Citizen’s 
Global Trade Watch) 
http://www.scoop.co.nz/stories/WO1312/S00113/tpp-leak-daunting-obstacles-for-obamas-2013-
deadline.htm 
U.S. Isolated on Outrageous Demands that Nations Alter Policies on Medicine Prices, 
Internet Freedom, Financial Regulations; Congressionally-Demanded Disciplines on 
State Owned Enterprises, Enforceable Environmental Standards MIA.  – The Obama 
administration’s do-or-die 2013 deadline for the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) came into 
question at the midpoint of closed-door negotiations underway in Singapore, as newly-leaked 
documents show deep disagreement between Washington and its prospective TPP partners on 
key aspects of the pact – as well as concerns by a government involved that missing yet another 
deadline could undermine the process.  With TPP talks shrouded in intense secrecy, the leaks 
provide the clearest view into the range of sensitive “behind the borders” issues that have 
spurred growing public opposition to the sweeping agreement in some participating countries. 
The documents also reveal U.S. negotiators pushing an agenda in line with American corporate 
interests on a range of issues, including expansive intellectual property rights, limits on financial 
regulation and expansive new investor rights to demand compensation from government over 
policies they claim undermine expected profits. 
 
TPP: sacrificing the environment for corporate interests, 15 Jan. 2014 / Wikileaks 
http://wikileaks.org/tpp-sacrificing-the-environment.html 
The leaked secret draft of the TPP´s (Trans-Pacific Partnership) Environment Chapter, published 
today by WikiLeaks, underscores how multinational corporate interests rule the negotiating 
process of this important 12-nation treaty, representing more than 40 per cent of the world's 
GDP and one-third of world trade.  On 13 November last year, WikiLeaks released the secret 
draft text of the Intellectual Property Rights Chapter, which showed how nations were forced to 
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change laws and to prosecute in defence of the biggest corporate interests in the field of IP 
rights.  In sharp contrast, the Environment Chapter does not include enforcement mechanisms 
serving the defence of the environment; it is vague and weak, and adheres to the lowest 
common denominator of environmental interests. The word “appropriate” is found in various 
forms in 43 places in the draft text, in such contexts as: “Where possible and appropriate, the 
Parties shall seek to complement and utilise their existing cooperation mechanisms and take into 
account relevant work of regional and international organizations.” The word “may” is also found 
43 times in the 23-page draft. 
 
TPP would make health care even more expensive, less accountable, less accessible / 
Green Shadow Cabinet (US) 
http://greenshadowcabinet.us/statements/tpp-would-make-health-care-even-more-expensive-
less-accountable-less-accessible 
From the information available, one thing is clear about the impacts of the TPP on health care. 
The intention of the TPP is to enhance and protect the profits of medical and pharmaceutical 
corporations without regard for the harmful effects their policies will have on human health.  We 
know that the TPP will extend pharmaceutical and medical device patents and provide other tools 
to keep the prices of these necessities high. This will make medications and treatments 
unaffordable for millions of people and raise the costs of national health programs, including 
public health systems in the U.S. At its worst, the TPP will provide a pathway to infect the world’s 
health systems with the deadly parasite of for-profit health corporations that plague the United 
States. 
 
TPP’s investment rules harm public access to essential services: it’s branded as a 
trade agreement, but what’s really at stake? 
http://www.citizen.org/documents/TPP-and-services.pdf 
This regime would empower corporations to skirt national courts and directly challenge our 
governments before tribunals of private sector lawyers operating under UN and World Bank rules 
to demand taxpayer compensation for domestic regulatory policies that investors believe diminish 
their “expected future profits.” These regulatory policies can be anything from government 
procurement contracts and environmental protection to financial regulation.  If a corporation 
“wins”, the taxpayers of the “losing” country must foot the bill. Over $380 million in 
compensation has already been paid out to corporations in a series of investor-state cases under 
NAFTA-style deals alone. This includes attacks on toxics bans, natural resource policies, health 
and safety measures, and more. In fact, of the nearly $14 billion in the 18 claims now pending 
under NAFTA-style deals, all relate to public health, environmental, energy and transportation 
policy – not traditional trade issues. Even when governments win, they waste scarce budgetary 
resources defending national policies against these corporate attacks. 
Key points: Illustrates the dreadful situation of Argentina, which tried to follow WTO advice and 
was slapped with law suits by corporations over access to essential services, such as water, 
electricity and gas. Example: An Argentinian province privatised water and it was sold to a French 
company.  Water rates doubled and the Argentinian government was sued for 800 million. Thee 
wee similar situations with gas and electricity utilities. 
 
The TPP’s threats to public health 
TransPacificPublicHealth.pdf 
Leaked U.S. proposals for several chapters in the Trans-Pacific Partnership reveal that U.S. trade 
negotiators have reversed hard-won reforms designed to enhance access to affordable 
medicines that were made during the George W. Bush administration. In 
addition to pushing for increased monopoly rights for drug companies, the U.S. is also demanding 
new rights for pharmaceutical firms to challenge pricing and other drug formulary policies used by 
many countries to keep down health care costs. 
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Trans-Pacific Partnership: background and resources  
http://nyc.sierraclub.org/tpp-resources/ 
 
Trans-Pacific Partnership: Canada Caving On Controversial Issues? 16 Dec. 2013 
http://www.huffingtonpost.ca/2013/12/16/tpp-canada-copyright_n_4454199.html 
The federal government is staying quiet on reports it has caved to U.S. demands on intellectual 
property and copyright issues in a new Pacific trade deal currently under negotiation, saying only 
that talks are ongoing. 
 
Trans Pacific Partnership could damage Australia, 10 Oct. 2013 
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2013-10-10/trans-pacific-partnership-could-damage-
australia/5015534 
Prime Minister, Tony Abbott, is keen to sign up to a free trade agreement called the Trans Pacific 
Partnership, but critics warn it could open the way for the government to be sued by foreign 
corporations over Australian laws and regulations which disadvantage them. 
 
Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP): Job Loss, Lower Wages and Higher Drug 
Prices 
https://www.citizen.org/TPP 
The TPP is a massive, controversial “free trade” agreement currently being pushed by big 
corporations and negotiated behind closed doors by officials from the United States and 11 other 
countries – Australia, Brunei, Canada, Chile, Japan, Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Peru, 
Singapore, and Vietnam. In one fell swoop, this secretive deal could: 

 Offshore millions of American jobs 
 Roll back Wall Street reforms 
 Sneak in SOPA-like threats to internet freedoms 
 Ban buy American policies needed to create green jobs 
 Push up the cost of medicines 
 Expose the US to unsafe food products 
 Empower corporations to attack environment and health standards 

 
Trans-Pacific Partnership secretly trading away rights 
http://www.choice.com.au/reviews-and-tests/money/shopping-and-legal/legal/trans-
pacific-partnership-secretly-trading-away-rights.aspx 
 
Trans-Pacific Partnership – similar to, but stronger than, SOPA and ACTA 
16 November 2013 
http://www.infosecurity-magazine.com/view/35659/transpacific-partnership-similar-to-but-stronger-than-
sopa-and-acta/ 
More detailed academic analysis of the leaked intellectual property chapter of the secret Trans-
Pacific Partnership trade agreement is emerging following the leak of the 95-page document by 
WikiLeaks on Wednesday. Comparisons with both SOPA and ACTA are being made.  SOPA (Stop 
Online Piracy Act) and ACTA (Anti-Counterfeiting Trade Agreement) were halted largely by 
popular activism. The common factor in both was the potential for copyright owners to force their 
will on the internet. Two of the key issues were to make ISPs liable for infringing content, and 
the ability to suspend the internet accounts of repeat infringers. A further criticism of ACTA is 
that it was negotiated in secret, and both the public and the national parliaments expected to 
simply accept the deal.  Analysis of the TPP IP chapter provided by WikiLeaks shows that it is 
following a similar, but potentially more severe, path to that of ACTA. "Much of the TPP 
intellectual property chapter looks like a cut-and-paste from ACTA," comments Monica Horten, a 
visiting fellow at the London School of Economics & Political Science. "Certainly, it brings in 
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similar secondary liability and criminal measures that were in ACTA." Secondary liability within 
copyright is indirect infringement. It would mean that ISPs and search engines can be held liable 
simply because they provide access to copyrighted works. It is what Horten describes as 'the 
Holy Grail for Hollywood and the Motion Picture Association of America (MPAA).' "It’s what they 
tried to do with the EU Telecoms Package, as well as in ACTA and in SOPA. It is Hollywood’s Holy 
Grail for online copyright enforcement," she says. 
 
The Trans-Pacific Partnership sure sounds benign enough.  It isn’t!!!! 
http://www.politicususa.com/2013/11/28/trans-pacific-partnership-sounds-benign-enough-
isnt.html 
Edited extracts: In a recent edition of The Progressive Populist, Jim Hightower, the male Molly 
Ivins; (a huge compliment) wrote of just a few of the offending chapters that would have a 
lasting impact on pact members. Food safety and regulations could be overridden as “illegal trade 
barriers.” Fracking gases could be exported with no DOE review. US corporations would get 
sweetheart deals in moving their factories to low-wage TPP nations. Others, such as the Public 
Knowledge Website, are concerned about the embarrassing lack of transparency, the dearth 
of input from public advocacy groups, not to mention, the public, themselves and TPP’s ability to 
kick people off the Internet, oft-times for breaking rules they weren’t even aware of.   Additional 
negatives … monopoly (and significantly higher) pricing for the pharmaceutical industry would be 
sanctioned through extended patent protection and the ability to block generic designation, 
creating a deadly chapter for poorer countries. Though Hightower doesn’t reveal his sources, he 
could have only gained his information from either this draft report, released mid-summer by 
WikiLeaks or by researching four assorted previous leaks, one dating as far back as February 
2011.  Also contained within the leaks, a very real danger that U.S. banking reforms and 
regulations could be rolled back and the practice of combining banking and investment houses 
would be expanded. The dream of corporations of controlling the Internet could finally come true 
enabling the monitoring of all Internet use activity (pretty much the case now). Internet access 
could be cut off and your content taken down.  Another troubling element in Hightower’s list; 
conforming certain laws to the TPP model including the section that mandates that member 
countries open their service sectors to private competitors. The consequence being, according to 
Hightower, that the corporate providers could cherry pick profitable customers. In aping U.S. and 
Candian regs, or lack thereof, there’s also the TPP proposition that countries don’t have to have 
GMO (genetically modified or engineered foods) labels affixed to, well, containers of GMO’s. At 
least 50 countries ban or restrict such foods according to informative Website, Label GMOs.org. 
 
Trans Pacific Partnership (TPP)  
http://ncncs.wordpress.com/2013/04/11/trans-pacific-partnership-tpp/ 
A right wing view of the threats posed by the TPP.  
 
Trans Pacific Partnership – All the headlines - Alternative news and independent views (US 
site). 
http://www.altheadlines.com/tpp-trans-pacific-partnership/ 
Links to key articles on the TPP. Presumably updated regularly. 
 
TPPA – A Stealth Attempt to Undermine Democracy 
http://occupytppa.wordpress.com/ 
Extract: It takes quite a “trade” agreement to undermine financial regulation, increase drug 
prices, flood us with unsafe imported food and products, ban Buy America policies aimed at 
recovery and redevelopment, and empower corporations to attack our environmental and health 
safeguards before tribunals of corporate lawyers. Trade, in fact, is the least of the TPP.  
Backdoor deregulation and imposition of new corporate investor and patent rights via “trade” 
negotiation began in the 1990s, with the “mission creep” of the World Trade Organization and 
North American Free Trade Agreement. But the TPP now threatens a slow motion stealth attack 
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against a century of progressive domestic policy, of an unprecedented scope. At stake is nothing 
less than a democratic society’s ability to regulate a market economy in the broad public interest. 
 
Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement negotiations   
Frequently Asked Questions on Intellectual Property and Public Health Issues 
https://www.dfat.gov.au/fta/tpp/faq.html 
Text states that there will be full public discussion 
The TPP Agreement must go through the same democratic processes as other treaties that the 
Australian Government considers. Once the parties agree on the final text of the TPP Agreement, the 
Government will make the agreement available publicly and open to scrutiny before the Parliament 
considers passing it into law. After Ministers table the final TPP text in the Parliament, the Parliament’s 
Joint Standing Committee on Treaties will coordinate a public review of the agreement. The Committee 
can then invite submissions and evidence at public hearings, to help determine whether it should 
recommend to Parliament that the TPP be ratified. More information on the treaty making process can 
be found on the DFAT Treaties page.” 
Editor’s note:  This appears to be at odds with statements by Andrew Robb that the Committee 
will have only 20 days to examine the text (hardly enough time for interest groups to pursue 
this whole agreement and write submissions) and also with claims that the full text will not be 
released to the public for some years after ratification!  Could this page be out of date? 
 
Trans Pacific Partnership free trade negotiations /The Australian Greens 
http://greensmps.org.au/TPPA 
What is our government trading away in the Trans Pacific Partnership negotiations? 
 
The Trans Pacific Partnership: your guide to copyright in the TPP 
http://tppinfo.org/resources/tpp-vs-us-law/ 
This is a comparison between current US law and the leaked text of TPP changes.   
 
A transatlantic corporate bill of rights, 3 June 2013 / Corporate Europe Observatory 
http://corporateeurope.org/trade/2013/06/transatlantic-corporate-bill-rights 
Leaked draft versions of the EU negotiating mandate for a far-reaching free trade agreement 
with the US – to be approved at next week’s trade minister meeting (14 June) – reveal the 
European Commission’s plans to enshrine more powers for corporations in the deal. The 
proposal follows a persistent campaign by industry lobby groups and law firms to empower large 
companies to challenge regulations both at home and abroad if they affect their profits. As a 
result, EU member states could soon find domestic laws to protect the public interest challenged 
in secretive, offshore tribunals where national laws have no weight and politicians no powers to 
intervene. 
 
Trew, Stuart 
Legislators from seven countries call for release of Trans-Pacific Partnership text,  
13 Feb. 2014 
http://rabble.ca/blogs/bloggers/council-canadians/2014/02/legislators-seven-countries-call-
release-trans-pacific-part 
Dozens of legislators from seven of the 12 countries negotiating the U.S.-led Trans-Pacific 
Partnership trade agreement took the unprecedented step this week of calling for the full TPP 
text to be released publicly before it is signed. The open letter reads simply: 
 
We, the undersigned legislators from countries involved in the negotiation of the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement, call on the Parties to the negotiation to publish 
the draft text of the Agreement before any final agreement is signed with sufficient 
time to enable effective legislative scrutiny and public debate. 
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Jane Kelsey, a prominent New Zealand TPP critic and professor at the University of Auckland, 
said of the joint letter: "The trade ministers from the TPP parties have backed themselves into a 
corner with their extreme secrecy. That position is now untenable." 
The impressive showing of legislative opposition to TPP secrecy comes just 10 days before 
another secret round of negotiations is set to begin in Singapore (February 22-25) and days 
ahead of so-called intersessional meetings of TPP negotiators from February 17-21. One industry 
source told Inside U.S. Trade this week there are low expectations for the meetings but in 
January a Mexican trade official told the same publication the talks could wrap up by the end of 
April.  In Canada, the legislators' letter was signed by Don Davies, the NDP international trade 
critic, and Green Party Leader Elizabeth May.  
 
Turner, John 
A grab for more corporate power: the Trans Pacific Partnership Agreement, 12 Dec. 
2013 (letter to Prime Minister Abbott) 
http://www.onlineopinion.com.au/view.asp?article=15824 
I am concerned about the proposed Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement (TPPA), involving 
twelve nations across the Pacific, which is in its final stages of negotiation. 
The TPPA is not only about trade. The United States, on behalf of its major industries, wants to 
change Australian law in many areas of domestic policy. These policies should be decided 
through public and parliamentary processes, not through trade negotiations conducted behind 
closed doors. I ask that the Abbott Government reject any proposals which could:Extend patents 
on medicines leading to higher medicine prices 
 Reduce the ability to keep medicines affordable through the Pharmaceutical Benefits   

Scheme 
 Extend copyright at the expense of schools, libraries and consumers 
 Remove our protections for Australian cultural industries 
 Undermine government regulation of food labelling 
 Reduce our ability to regulate in the interests of the Australian public, their health and 

the world environment 
 
 
UNCTAD publishes its annual review of investor-state dispute settlement 
http://unctad.org/en/pages/newsdetails.aspx?OriginalVersionID=64 
 
United Nations Commission on Trade and Development (UNCTAD) 
Investor-State Disputes arising from Investment Treaties: a review  
UNCTAD Series on International Investment Policies for 
Development - 2005 
http://unctad.org/en/docs/iteiit20054_en.pdf 
Extracts p. 8. This rise in investment disputes poses a particular challenge for developing 
countries. The financial implications of the investor-State dispute-settlement process can be 
substantial, from the point of view of both the costs of the arbitration proceedings and the 
awards rendered. Information about the level of damages being sought by investors tends to be 
patchy and unreliable. Even ascertaining the amounts sought by 
foreign investors can be difficult, as most of the cases are still at a preliminary stage and, under 
the ICSID system, claimants are not obliged to quantify their claims until after the jurisdictional 
stage has been completed. Claims proceeding under other rules of arbitration are also difficult to 
quantify. It is, nonetheless, clear that some claims involve large sums (box 1). Furthermore, even 
defending against claims that may not ultimately be successful costs money. A cursory review of 
cost decisions in recent awards suggests that the average legal costs incurred by Governments 
are between $1 million and $2 million including lawyers’ fees, the costs for the tribunal of about 
$400,000 or more, and the costs for the claimants, which are about the same as those 
for the defendant. 
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US, Australia isolated in TPP negotiations, 15 Nov. 2013 
http://wikileaks.org/US-Australia-isolated-in-TPP.html 
Throughout the text it is clear that on the contentious issues, Australia’s position is closely 
aligned with the US. Australia and the US are the only two countries to object to a proposal to 
limit Internet service providers’ liability in relation to copyright infringement, a proposal 
supported by the remaining countries (minus Japan which does not express its position). 
Malaysia and New Zealand both oppose provisions that would force ISPs to filter or block access 
to ’repeat infringers’ of copyright. New Zealand’s proposals have strong support from Malaysia 
(115) and Chile (114).  Canada, which is more similar economically to Australia than to other 
’partner’ countries, is more likely to be supported by New Zealand (114), Chile (109), Malaysia 
(105), Vietnam (99), Singapore(96) and Mexico (91), before Australia (89). 
Australia also stands apart from northern neighbour Singapore. The latter placed nearly every 
other country before it, including Chile (118), Malaysia (113), Peru (105), New Zealand (102), 
Vietnam (98), Canada (96) and even Brunei (87). For six of its eleven ’partners’, Australia ranked 
second last in terms of the support drawn by its proposals.  The draft’s footnotes contains 
proposed compromise positions, pending clarifications and explanations of the intention behind 
the proposals. Japan, a latecomer to the TPP, is still considering the wording and content of the 
text of 108 separate IP Chapter provisions. 
 
Westwood, Pauline 
Secretive trade pact killing democracy, 4 Jan. 2014 
http://www.cla.asn.au/News/secretive-trade-pact-killing-democracy 
If our laws and policies are to be decided by large corporations rather than Australian voters, 
there will be no more democracy. Civil rights will be but a faint memory of a quaint, bygone age. 
Having been trained to consume additive-laced food, expensive cars, ill-fitting sweatshop clothes 
and successive releases of technological gadgets which track our communications and monitor 
our every move, we will be compelled to comply with law, policy and services dictated by foreign 
firms whose sole motivation is to plump up their profits. Our gradual transformation from active 
citizens to passive “consumers” will be complete. 
 
Weisbrot, Mark 
The Trans-Pacific Partnership treaty is the complete opposite of 'free trade' 
The TPP would strip our constitutional rights, while offering no gains for the majority of 
Americans. It's a win for corporations. 20 Nov. 2013 
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2013/nov/19/trans-pacific-partnership-corporate-
usurp-congress 
But the TPP and its promoters are full to the brim with ironies. It is quite amazing that a treaty 
like the TPP can still be promoted as a "free trade" agreement when its most economically 
important provisions are the exact opposite of "free trade" – the expansion of protectionism.   
Exhibit A was released by WikiLeaks last week: the latest draft of the "intellectual property" 
chapter of the agreement, one of 24 (out of 29) chapters that do not have to do with trade. This 
chapter has provisions that will make it easier for pharmaceutical companies to get patents, 
including in developing countries; have these patents for more years; and extend the ability of 
these companies to limit access to the scientific data that is necessary for other researchers to 
develop new medicines. And the United States is even pushing for provisions that would allow 
surgical procedures to be patented – provisions that may be currently against US law.   All of 
these measures will help raise the price of medicines and health care, which will strain public 
health systems and price some people out of the market for important medicines. It is interesting 
to see how much worse the TPP is than the WTO's Trips (Trade-Related Aspects of International 
Property Rights). This, too, was a massive rip-off of consumers and patients throughout the 
world, but after years of struggle by health advocates and public interest groups, some of its 
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worst features were attenuated, and further consolidation of pharmaceutical companies' interests 
were blocked. 

Williams, Brock R. 
Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) Countries:  Comparative Trade and Economic 
Analysis, June 10, 2013 (Congressional Record Service) 
U.S. services trade with the eight TPP countries for which data are available presents the same 
pattern of competitiveness seen in U.S. services trade with the rest of the world. In 2011, the 
United States had a collective services trade surplus of more than $78 billion with these eight 
TPP countries. As with goods trade, Canada, Japan, and Mexico are the largest U.S. services 
trade partners among TPP members (Figure 10). However, during the past decade U.S. services 
trade with other TPP countries, particularly Australia, have increased at a faster rate than those 
from Mexico, such that U.S. services trade with the other TPP countries, collectively, now 
exceeds U.S. trade with Mexico. While services exports from the United States to these eight 
TPPcountries collectively have nearly doubled over the past decade, services exports to Australia 
have more than tripled from $4.8 billion to $16 billion. In 2011, the United States had a significant 
services trade surplus with all TPP countries for which individual data are available, except for 
New Zealand, with which it had a nearly balanced services trade. 
 
While Obama criticizes job-offshoring……. 
http://www.citizen.org/documents/TPP-Leesburg-Memo.pdf 
 
Your guide to copyright in the TPP / Public Knowledge 
http://tppinfo.org/ 
The TPP suffers from a serious lack of transparency, threatens to impose more stringent 
copyright without public input, and pressures foreign governments to adopt unbalanced laws. 
Many of the same special interests that pushed for legislation like SOPA and PIPA have special 
access to this forum—including privileged access to the text as well as US negotiators. 
 
Zuhn, Donald 
Democratic House Leadership Does Not Want TPP to Undermine Public Health 
http://www.patentdocs.org/2014/02/democratic-house-leadership-does-not-want-tpp-to-
undermine-public-health.html 
Last month, in a letter sent to the U.S. Trade Representative, Ambassador Michael Froman, five 
Representatives reiterated the importance of incorporating the 2007 Bipartisan Agreement on 
Trade Policy into the Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement (TPP).  The TPP is a multilateral free 
trade agreement currently being negotiated by Australia, Brunei, Chile, Malaysia, New Zealand, 
Peru, Singapore, the United States, and Vietnam (Canada, Japan, the Philippines, South Korea, 
and Taiwan have also expressed interest in participating in the agreement). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


