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ANALYSIS OF SUBMISSIONS TO THE COMMITTEE 
 
The Senate Select Committee on the Free Trade Agreement between Australia and the United States 
of America (the Committee) invited individuals and organisations with knowledge and information 
relevant to the inquiry's terms of reference to lodge submissions.  The closing date was 30 April 2004.  
In total, 541 submissions were received, including 2 which were confidential.  The large number of 
submissions suggests a high level of public interest in the FTA.   

The 539 submissions available on the Committee�s website1 were analysed to assess the extent of 
support for the FTA.  Each submission was ranked on a scale of 1 to 5, from strong opposition to 
strong support, with a score of 3 being neutral, usually comprising submissions which provided 
clarification rather than support or opposition.  A moderate classification was allocated to submissions 
with mild support or opposition, or with support or opposition with reservations.  Overall, 90% of 
submissions opposed the FTA, 3% were neutral and 7% were supportive, as shown in the following 
table. 

Analysis of FTA submissions by class 
 Class Number of Opposition Neutral Support Total
  submissions Strong Moderate Moderate Strong  
Political party/group 5 100%     100%
Religious groups 4 100%     100%
Individuals 353 96% 2% 2% 0.3% 0.3% 100%
Community groups 36 94% 6%    100%
Education institution/group 12 92% 8%    100%
Unions 27 93% 7%    100%
Environmental groups 8 88% 13%    100%
Industry groups - Cultural 19 63%  16% 5% 16% 100%
Industry groups - Services 14 57%  7% 7% 29% 100%
Companies 29 48% 3% 14%  34% 100%
Government/statutory bodies 11 45% 27%  27%  100%
Industry groups - IT 5 40%  20%  40% 100%
Industry groups - Agriculture 12 25% 17%  25% 33% 100%
Industry groups - Business 4     100% 100%
Total 539 87% 3% 3% 2% 5% 100%

 
Two-thirds of submissions were from individuals.  Of these 98% opposed the FTA, with 2% neutral.  
Only two submissions by individuals were received supporting the agreement.  While opposition to 
the agreement might be expected, this outcome is surprising, since a significant number of industry 
groups supported the FTA, and this support could have extended to group members.  Negative 
individual submissions appear to have been promoted by campaigns by two organizations.  While 
detailed analysis has not been undertaken of this factor, it would appear to account for around 50 out 
of the 353 individual responses.  Given the high level of individual opposition to the FTA, it is not 
surprising that the 37 community groups which responded were unanimously opposed to the 
agreement. 
 
All 27 Union submissions were opposed to the FTA. Seven of these were brief and similar 
submissions made by state branches of the Australian Services Union. 
 
Other classes of submission unanimously opposed to the agreement included environmental, political 
(local chapters of national parties), education establishments/groups and religious groups.  State 
governments and statutory authorities were generally opposed, but 3 out of 11 indicated moderate 
support. 

                                                      
1  http://www.aph.gov.au/Senate/committee/freetrade_ctte/ 



Companies were more supportive of the agreement, with 34% indicating strong support and 51% 
opposition. The car makers which made submissions were strong supporters.  Companies dealing with 
open-source software were strong opponents, as were individual programmers, particularly those 
working with open source programs such as Linux. 
 
The business group category recorded 100% support while for the agriculture industry group support 
(58%) exceeded opposition (42%).  In the services and cultural sectors, negative submissions greatly 
exceeded positive. 
 
The analysis of submissions, including rapid review of their content generates the following 
conclusions: 
 

1. Big business is largely supportive of the FTA. 
2. Most other classes are strongly opposed to the agreement. 
3. The strong opposition by individuals, consumer groups and unions would suggest that a 

significant proportion of the Australian population does not see the FTA as being in its interest 
(though it is recognised that many people are likely to be apathetic) 

4. The dominant reasons for opposition were loss of sovereignty, issues with pharmaceutical 
benefits, loss of cultural identity, lack of economic gains for Australia and the perceived far 
greater benefits to be gained by the US.  The AUSFTA (and others being negotiated by the 
US) is quite widely considered to indicate America�s increasing search for hegemony. 

5. Many submissions stated a belief that (a) not enough time had been allowed for discussion; (b) 
that insufficient information had been provided to the public; and that (c) the haste to sign up 
by the Australian government suggested that the FTA was seen as a political issue rather than 
conferring major economic gains for the Australian community or business. 

 
Only three submissions focussed on the problems relating to a conflict between bilateral agreements 
and multilateralism (one of which � No 8 � was by the author of this paper). One considered that such 
bilateral agreements would have no impact on agreements through the WTO. 

The data can be summarised by 
deducting the level of opposition within 
each class from the level of support to 
give an indication of �net support� as 
shown in the graph. Overall net 
opposition was 84% - which is 
considered to be evidence of major 
resistance to the FTA, particularly in 
the light of its strong promotion by the 
government. 

Net support for FTA by class of submission 
  Net opposition  Net support 
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Note:  Number of submissions per class in brackets 

Net support = total support minus total opposition (neutral ignored) 
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