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SURMISSION ON THE USFTA

The two greatest objections to 1he USEHTA arc, in my view, the US's blatant attiempt o infiltrate
ur luw-muking mcchanisms (see Quarantine. GM, the Annexes and wviher areas) thus depriving
‘::.a of vur demoeracy lor the sake of US business (and probably US power). The sccond is the
pross inequality of power in the relntionship.

ADemocrey” is defined by Oxford as “ a Stote having government by all the people: dircet or
representtive”™ NOT a state whose clected government is hamstrung hy laws 1o which 1t
suhseribes because it was seduced into it by Joubtful claims of fricndship by a foreign power. the
“mateship” of two leaders, and a sncuking desire of the smalier power to keep in the huge
power’s poad buoks. (15 you consider this outrageous, T refer you o the starttingly frank
adinizsion by the Foreign Minister, Alexander Downer. on 2™ narch, thut o e factor in
coninitting troops 1o the war in frig, was the fear of damaging Australia’s alliance with the 1181
submit thal the molive in entertaining this Agreanent is very similar to that, particularly as the
Cll: cconomic consultants, in their onginal study, predicted gains for the Australian cconomy of
only 0.1% after 10 years, und thal was assuming genuincly free trade in agriculture.) Merely
running clections does not constitute democracy: the government so clected must be free of such
pre-emplive constraiots as will prevent thom curtying out the will of the people.(electors). The
USETA is designed 1o preciude this in many areas, s it is robbing us of our democracy. tronic,
considering the noiscs being made by George Bush about Trag.

My turther objections are many. but fir Inrpely within these parameters.

I'he propasals on the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme contain various devices to raise the cosl
of meddicines 1o our country. The Government ASSUNes ux that this raised cost will not be feltan
an individual level which means, logically, that it must be carricd by raising the amount of
<ubsidy that the country ( the taxpaycrs) pays to get these medicines. How will this new outflow
'lfTL"(‘l our health budget”? What services will be sacrifices to meet this new cost? Why are we
entertaining this deal, as ir is so obviously W our disudvantage?

1 lowever devious and concealed the mechunism in this change in the rules may be, the ohject is
clear: higher phinmaccutical costs 10 Australia. 1 object o our acceding to any purt olit,

COPIYRIGH T

Extension of copyright from 3t to 74) years would be felt in many (iclds, but it would particularly
disadvantage our Tibravies and educational services by raising thelr cost. Australian cducation 15
already under financial stress. ‘there is no advantage for us in such a move and. 1 belicve, no
reason lor us 10 agree to ik

RESTRIC TIONS ON REGULATIONS OF INVISTMENT AND SERVICES
[ can 1ind ne justification whatever for our aceepling the regulations stipulated in thiese wres.
They all appeir (o be desipned 1o neet e nieeds o wn ideology of which the US s the chief’
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proponent, Many people believe that this idcology i Mawed. [ for one helicve it is a fashion doe
16 be discarded when we come ko tenms with the fact that the fce at the poles is meHing, and tha
we need 1o ke seriously the changes in the world climate that we are already heginning to
expuericnce, These changes, the scientists 1]l us. are largely caused by our outpouring of
greenbiouse passes. And yet (incredible as it may seem) we are husy sciting up 2 syswm of
marketing that will inevitably INCRLASE: amounts of thuse gasses being emitled as we transport
such otally UNNECTESSARY goods ug vrunges from California to Australia, and bananas from
the Philippines! Sure, markets are needed (0 access goods that cannot bu produced locally. or
only with great difficulty, but to deliberately both WAS 1L SCARCE ENLERGY and CAUSE
EMISSIONS that will ACCLELERATE CLIMATE CHANGL, Just 1o prop up i doubtlul
ideology. is, 10 say the least, stupid. We will eventually wake up! So don’t let us ric oursclves
into it

Mueawhile, 10 seeept these mites about investment and scrvices as (efTectively) pant ot our lcgal
system, is 1o pive up our democratic right to govern oursetves. | am indignant that this should
cven be contemplated!

The changes in the review powers of FIRB are unaceeptable, as we arc already losing our
country by sclling it up. These changes opoen the itood pates. While, according to the USTR, had
ese rules applicd over the Iast 3 years, Q0% s of investment in Australia would not have been

reviewed. the magority accepied entered wilh conditions attwched, while, under the pew rules it
woild have been open slather. Also it s wrong W tie the hands of future govermments with laws
they cannot alter because they origimue in forcign countries. The peoplo clect new gOVemMMenis
beenuse they want change., (this is democracy ). und Lhiy agreement will sec chunge denicd them.
Tying the conditions for invesuncit and services in this way will ithwart ¢ffective democracy.

This shows up further in the handling of Investor- State complaints, While there is as yet no
dircet mechanism for investors to challenge governmoents, as wus requested by the TS, ifan
investor expericnees @ “change of circumstitnece™. the invostor can request consullation with the
other government. The other goverament ic then ONLIGED (o PROMPILY ENTLR
CONSULTATION * with a view towards ALLL YWING SUCHT A CLATM and ESTABLISIHING
SUCH A PROCEDURE.”. (Artivle 11.16.1). S0 not much has changed, despite claims 1o the
contrary. We must be carcful not te put our necks inter this carefilly contrived noose, which wy
must rejeet firmly before we are caughl.

fqually cunning is the wording on services, including health, education. water, postal, cnorgy
and environmuental services. The USIFTA rules operate at all lovels ==-- {federad, stae and local
====e and rescrvations apply only to services “NOT SUPPLUIND ON A COMMERCIAL
BASIS. NOR IN COMPLETITION WLETH ONL OR MORE SUPM IERSY. As those who drew
up these rules know well (it is their busingss to know what gogs on with the people with whom

they are dealing) that leaves maost --- perhaps all ----- af our services exposed.
We are requested w give up all comrol ----- o treut all US companios ds we treal our owil (102

‘w. thetn full murket aecess: oo requirements w have joinl ventures with loga? tirms. Thesc jeint
ventures bring us somc input wnd control over decisions so that in making them Australin’s
wellheing may be a consideration. As well, the requast is for na limirs on the mambers ol service
providers (where scenarios could arise, such as Australian firms being swamped by US irms
hacked by so ruuch money that they ean alford to discount G1 vur Australian (inns go buankrupt.
There s also a reguest tor no requircments for stalting, aumbers for particular scivices (where
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of" our disadvantuge may be thin U1 firms, using their parent firm’s moncy.
y increasing the staffing numbers W provide wonderful service unil
Licn reduce thelir stafting numbers hack to their previous level, wilh

periuays an example
could grusp our clicatele h
wur fivins are bankrupted,
servive similar g the intGal service.)

Our yqualitications, licensing and technicat stundands are not required to be world = hest practice -

------ nu. .the request is that they be “na more burdensoms than necessary to ensure the quality of
e . (Article 10.7) je adeguate, but only just, Pity it Austeulia hecame known for high

quality wark! Our requiring world s hoest pruclice in any ficld would presumably leave us apen 1o

legal challenge!

Amdb as 1 understand it these ohligations apply to all serviees unless they hove been spocifically

ruseis el

AUSTRALIAN CONTIINT IN FILM, MUSIC . ANDY LILEVISION

Under Annes | Australia’s present locul content quotig arc chound™, and can vnty be revised
downwards, Linder Annex 2 future Australian govoernmenls are lHmited in the lws they can
ingoduce for new media. Clearly this wili canse substantind tipitation in the development in
these ficlds, in the experience that allows the duvelopment of artistic Talent. in the opportunity for
developiment in the skill ob our techmicians in the artistic arcas, in the development of audiciwe
appreciation of the Australian voice (poind ol view. and charpcteristic means of oxprossing it). in
the bottium line of jobs, und the wnount of money poing hack 1o our @x alfice o suppory
Austratinn lifc, Add o this my general comments on denmocracy.

QUARANTINEG
Once agnin the LN is trespassing on Our prescrven. with the reguest for US citizens as woell us
Austruliuns o delerming our guarantine laws with one 2ye on market convenivnee. The
quarianting linws dutermined by us atready in place huve @ very good track record of keeping
many devastating plam and animal diseases from our sheres, and we don’t rneed the US w
pressire us 1o chanpe them in 1ILR interest. We necd (e keep ther standing in QUR inferest,
which is not her concern She should have no place in the making of our laws,

In my view. there is na such thing as an accepiable risk, when it is replacing a negligible risk as
we huve now, Do you not appreciate how much more important 10 Australia it is vver the long

haol. to be free of importaed discasos, thun o 1mpon pincapples from awai ——-- or wherever?

GM OO TARBELLING LAWS AND CRODP RUGULATIONS

‘—'uh the question ol GM lbad, onue again the U is 4 respasser, It has the temerity 1o request
A US representatives should have the same rights as Austrulinns to puticipate in the
developraent of Australian standards and rechnical regulations, both in the governmental and
NGO fields(Article B.7).

We (AT Iind the strength Lo resist this, at whatever cost, for once we allow vursclves 1o be
bullicd ino situarions in which we essentially relinguish our power o detemiing our owin laws
we will [ind ourselves becoming Increusingly powcerless, until we hecome a mnrg cipher on the
duecisions of othicrs.

LENVIRONMENT

./\Ytl'muuh the governmyrnl commissioncd 3 econumnic studies, before Oct.’03 no environmental
impaer sn wdy (Ll{a) was dune on the prospective effects on Australia olfthe USE A, In Qct’ o3,

Oy Praspect published onc independently. It makes interesting reading thad may well alter one’™s

CRl. CONCESHIONY 1L vcuincs sl aa et e

While T understand the concept of g tradc agrecn
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subinit thut the concessians requested of uy Qre CUEAEEQUS - - our democracy
freedont ~—---- in retiien for whar? A few mitlion dotlars aver whatlcver vears! Had we mile such
reguists tr thoin. they™d laough!

any sor of obligation W cntertain any uf this, all of’ which is 1o our
Jisgdrantuge. can only be explained by the imbalunce of power hotween our twa counlries,

W are being bullicd by a hugely powcerlul country which (at the moment) finds our friendship
usclul, and bas suceceded in disguisiby this picce of selimintorest as a fricndly gesture. T e, the
roduests in s Aprcement are i thinly disguised ettort w controlling our pulivivs and agendas.

That we nmagine we have

‘Vu are still a free country =--—-—="= andd should reject this unegqual Agreemant O ITRIGIDY.
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