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I amcompelledto accepttheopportunityto submitbeforeyou,aseventhelittle I know regardingthis
“FreeTradeAgreement”raisesin mea numberof seriousconcernsfor Australiaandherpeople.

The Vassalisationof Australia

The Imbalanced AgreementsBetweenImbalanced Powers

TreatiesandBi-Lateral Agreementsof the modernworld do not differ distinctly in characterfrom those
of theancientworld. In particular, whena Treatyor Bi-Lateralagreementwasenteredby two nationsof
substantiallydiffering strengths,almostwithout exceptionthe “Bi-Lateral” agreementwasnot equitable
in nature. The generalresultwas the vassalisationof the lesserpower. It is appropriateto quote“The
AmericanHeritage(R)Dictionaryof theEnglishLanguage”on thedefinitionof vassal:

1. A personwhoheldlandfrom afeudallord andreceivedprotectionin returnfor homageand
allegiance.

2. A bondman;a slave.

3. A subordinateor dependent.

A vassalbecamedependenton their lord (or suzerainas they arealso referred). Whereever the vassal
andthesuzerainmight disagree,thevassalwasrequiredto deferto thesuzerain.Thevassal’s sovereignty
ceasedto be their own, becomingthe propertyof the suzerain,who grantedsuchpartsof it backto the
vassalin return for their continuedobedience. If the vassalwere to rebel, then the full weight of the
suzerain’sdispleasurewould beventeduponthem.

The proposedFreeTradeAgreementbetweenAustraliaand the United Statesof America (FTA) is
no exceptionto this modelof exercisingexisting power with the intentionof harvestingfurtherpower (a
processwhich is usuallyreferredto todayas“gettingahead”or being“assertive”). Australiamusthumour
herselfif shethinksherselfequalto theUSA on economic,military or eventechnologicalterms.It is only
naturalfor theUSA to attemptto exert their proportionatestrengthoverothernations,includingAustralia,
andthe text of the FTA reflectsthis. The USA is not guilty of any crime which we have not ourselves
committed,for exampleour recenttreatmentof Pacific nations,andthereforeI do not deridetheUSA as
beingany worsethanany othernation.However, if we,asanationcando nobetterthanto take advantage
of ourweakerneighbours,weshouldat leasthavegainedthecommonsenseto notexpectthoselargerthan
ourselvesto behavewith agreaterdegreeof nobility.

If Australiabecomesthevassalof any nation,shewill have acceptedthemagiciansbargain. In return
for apparentprivileges,shewill have soldherself,andtheprivilegesshethoughtshehadbought,will still
belongto theoneshehassoldherselfto.
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SpecificConcerns to the Commonwealthof Australia

Loss of Right to Employ Reverse Engineering and Intellectual Effort to Enable
Inter -Operability , Accessibilityand Equity

My understandingof the FTA is that it requiresAustralia to adopta numberof changesto intellectual
propertylaws. Specifically, while it is permissiblenow for Australiansto applytheircollectiveor individual
efforts,whetherthroughinnovationor reverseengineeringto ensurenaturaljusticewith regardto freedom
of inter-operability. As examplesof theimportanceof this, I cite thefollow:

1. Thedevelopmentof thefreelyavailableSSLeayInternetPublicKey Infrastructurein Australia.
This collectionof programspavedtheway for the local andglobalonlinemarketsby lowering the
barrierto entry, whilst simultaneouslyproviding thetrustrequired.Thepositiveeffectof this devel-
opmentis to bemeasuredin at leastthetensto hundredsof billions of dollarssinceits development.

2. Thereverseengineeringof variousproprietaryformatsto allow inter-operabilitywith, for example
MicroSoftOffice,electronicbookformats.
Thesedevelopmentshave enabledthoseunableto communicatewith thesetraditionalproducts,ei-
ther becausethey areemploying novel, nicheor alternative computingplatformsfor a variety of
reasonsincludinginnovation,disabledaccessandequity. Of notehereis thesignificantsocialbene-
fit grantedto thosewhoexist in nichemarketstoosmallfor theholdersof thetechnologyto consider
(or evenbeableto profitably)service.

Lossof Sovereignty with regard to Intellectual Property and Jurisdiction

I amalsoled to believe thatcertainrightswill begrantedfor USA residententitiesto take legalactionus-
ing their laws againstentitiesresidentandactingin Australia.This is of grievousconcern,partly asit is a
blatantvassalisationof Australia,but alsobecauseof theincreasedrisk andcostsit placesuponAustralian
enterpriseif it hasto simultaneouslyadhereto several(possiblycontradictory)legalcodes.TheAustralian
Parliamentis sufficiently vocal from time to time regardingtheir displeasurewith the impositionsplaced
uponAustralianenterpriseby lower levels of government.A casein point being the measuresthe fed-
eral governmenttook to allow telecommunicationsprovidersto install cableagainstthe wishesof local
council/shiregovernments.If suchadditionallayersaresucha hindrancethat they requirethe periodic
mitigation,thensurelyintroducinganadditionalpeerto thefederalgovernmentthemselveswill only cause
additionalrisk, cost,confusionandimpedimentto innovationandenterprise.

Petition

Therefore, citing thespecificeconomicdetrimentwhich would resultfrom the lossof thecurrentfree-
domsof Australianenterpriseto understandandfreely developnovel andinter-operableapplicationsand
productsbasedon existing technologies,I call for any clauses of the Free Trade Agreement between Aus-
tralia and the United States of Australia (FTA) regarding weakening the intellectual rights of academia,
enterprise and citizens of Australia be irrevocably and immediately deleted.

Therefore, citing theright of Australiato governherselfandmaintainherown sovereignty, I call for any
clauses of the FTA regarding weakening the sovereignty of the Commonwealth of Australia be irrevocably
and immediately deleted.

Therefore, citing the relative military and economicweaknessof Australia comparedto the United
Statesof America,theknowledgeof humannatureandinternationalpoliticsapparentto usall, andtheevi-
dencepresentedgenerallyin thisdocument,I call for the FTA to be discarded completely and immediately,
and not be renegotiated until such time as Australia is in a position to negotiate a equitable agreement with
the United States of Australia, or until the United States of America act against their own interests, and
offer us a similarly equitable agreement.
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