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Summary 

· Free-trade leads to a reduction in diversity of global cultures and management styles.

· Such diversity offers options for adaptation to future challenges, and is a resource for national survival.

· Unfettered trade also diminishes the uniqueness of national character.  

· Australia should enter GATS only with such major social and financial costs in mind, if at all.

This submission seeks to highlight risks and penalties likely to arise from too close an integration of Australian trade operations with those of another country. These costs derive primarily from losses of cultural and financial diversity. 

The merging of trade blocs brings about essentially the same pattern of changes as seen after loss of biodiversity in eco-systems.  Key elements of this mechanism are outlined in the Australian Government’s ‘Environment’ website (www.ea.gov.au/biodiversity). It defines biodiversity as “the variety of all life forms” and emphasises that “We depend on biodiversity for our survival and quality of life”.

One major point not made on this ‘website’ is that the spectrum of biodiversity should include human beings as well as plants, micro-organisms and animals.  Humans are biological organisms. Our behaviour, activities, values and aspirations are true components of Australian biodiversity.  We depend on them ‘for our survival and quality of life’.

To illustrate, introducing a new species or behaviour into an existing social (or eco-) system leads to competition.  This results in the loss, or at least the fading from prominence, of the weaker competitor and the dominance of the stronger. Promoting competition between national systems will likewise lead to the dilution or disappearance of less forceful social systems, including the ideological values and community aspirations on which they depend.  These are the very factors that define national character and spirit.

Losses of such characters are significant for two reasons.  Firstly important traditions are lost. Australians rightly regard many non-financial aspects of our nation as valuable.   Cultural diversity, be it in football codes, visual arts, rural lifestyles, or innumerable other aspects of our national character, if lost will lessen the uniqueness of our national identity, irrespective of any financial implications.

Secondly, global conditions never remain constant.  As the world evolves, social systems develop, resources are depleted, new resources appear, and natural conditions change for example by global warming.  We will need to find alternative cultural and financial strategies to survive.  But the search is handicapped when valuable alternatives have been lost as a result of dominance or exclusion by a global competitor. Diversity provides a storehouse of options on which we can draw “for our survival and quality of life”.

As a nation we must seek to preserve as many worthwhile institutions and practices as possible. Australia should not enter arrangements that dilute our national cultural and financial diversity without acknowledging that these imperil our future and are worth paying money to circumvent.

Conclusion

Australia should not merge its trades and institutions with those of another country without realising that this will lead to reduced cultural diversity and risk our national identity and integrity. To offset these, Australia should demand at least a major financial subsidy. Alternatively, considering that it involves a gamble with our survival as a unique nation, Australia should consider foregoing such arrangements.
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