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SENATL SELE JSI'TA
Parlioment Hou,

Canborrn ACT  __

Fax: (614 2) 6227 3830

Submission on the USET A

My main objections w the USETA lic principally in the threat i poses 1o our demaocracy.
and in the great incguality of power of the two participants.

Fhis inequality is clearly demonstrated in the gorts of requests we have received from the
LS govemmiend, secking to play a legitimate part in our government: they ask that their
nationaly be on the committecs of our quarantine dealing with its policies and processces,
and also that they have a place in the developiaent of Austrulia™s stondurds and rechnical
repulations with regard 1o GM, both with an cye 1o market couvenience for the US.
Markct convenienee should play no purt in etther o these fields, They are both questions
for science. and io any case. how we deal withi them is our business, 1ot that ol any
forcign power, T might say that our guarantine laws as they stund, have served us very well
to date in kecping out noxious diseases, both plaut and animal, and to change from our
curremt neghigible risk stratepies to the “acceptable™ risks promoted by thase o whom
pleasing possible markel partners is more important than freedom (rom disease, is sheer

stupidity.

But this is oy o small part of the illustration of our ineguality: the presence of the
requests in the Anncxes tell the tale also. These seck to control our actions in very broad
areas of our nationad life, and are an unwarrunted trespass on our democracy, That we
would not seck to control the T1S™s taws, (and they would laugh ar us il we did) while they
casually request the control o onrs as if they are ent’tled o, iNustrates exactly our position
in the partaership. Compared to the TS we are small aad powerless, and their expectations
that we will mect their wwreasonable and demanding requests, make it ¢lear that we will be

treated that way.

1he whole package of the various devices by which they aim (o increase our total
plarmaceutical il is unaceeptable.

I he disputes process is thoroughly undemocratic. As well, the desirabilily of convening,
any court that mukes decisions on only one wrea of fife, ignoring the implications of jts
decistons on any other arcas, 15 highly questionable, und 1 question it

With our education system under heavy financial pressure the proposed alteration in
copyright law can only be to our disadvantagce.

That the VISE'TA §s a “negative List™ agreement puts us at a disadvantape. in that
disagreements arise about what should be on the rescrvations Hst. and we can be caught
out by omissions. vninteitional or omitted due to dispute. A * positive list” such as the old
GATS list, is much better,

T submit that the Annexes are outrapeons, Annex 1 due to its Ragrant interlerence in the
democratic provesses, and Annex2 because, while it lists the usual government services as
i it they are “Ustablished

witlioul restrichion -

un maintainced tor a public purposc™, which though apparcntly (10 mc) is selftevident, is
ot detined., und it is unclear what Australin would have to do o prove that this was 30, Axs
well, public seevives are defined as services NO'T supplied * on a conuncreial basis, nor in
coinpetition with one or more service supplivrs™. As the authors ol this knew well (it was
their job (o know what gocs on in the areas in which they were working) this Ieaves
almost ull our public services exposed.
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- St osemes mavans Auprpa gan L AS e authors ol this knew well (ot was
their job (o know what gocs on in the dreas in which they were working) this leaves
almost ull our public services exposed.

In the arcas ol investinent ulso we have been “dudded” in all areas. teaving investors with
up (o $800million 10 come in unsupervised, without conditions attached, and buy us up as
they will, without any obligation whatever to local jobs and local prosperity. lxcepting
for their taxes, all the profits they muake from this country can be sent ofl back (u their
sharecholders in the US, Asa country most of us will be left owning nothing----- -
NOTTIING.

Lven the infamous Investor-State process is back in another puise: It there is a “change of
CHCUMstances, “ an inveslor can request {demand??) consultation with the mbher
povernmoent to mahke a complaing, The other governmaend is then OB I1GTED o Ypromptly
enter consultation with a view w atlowing such a cluim and establishing such a
procedure.”™ (Article HL16. DWHLIle the ability 1o sue is dropped, the pressure is still there,
and i we are so foolish as 1o accede e this, how long will it be before we will be
pressured to allow the court procedure wo?”?

‘The power to deal with the problems ol our own water will be denicd us, it we sign ths
Aprecement. as will the right to deal as we wish with our own {ilm industry. ‘This will result
in loss ol opportunity o develop our nwn artistic talent, and that of e technical talent in
this arca, a5 well as developing our audience in Australinn cultitre, loss of jobs, and loss of
taxes from the people working in this arca to support onr much necded servives.

The effcet on the environment of this Agrecment has been totally ignored by Tloward
Government, No £IS --- or nolin the preparation stages, anyway., Doces he think, perhaps,
that in the presence of a few extra mittion doliars, lie can do without an environmeni’?

To remaove the arilfs from Government procurement and muanulaciuring jobs, will cause
high unemployimen among the people who work in these arcus.

as the government organised ils budget o cope with supporting these people untit work
is available for them. and Las it considered the disruption 1o their lives this may cause?

) deplore the lack of respect, and the degree of US greed wid power-secking revealed in
these requests. Thoere 1s virtually nothing here (o our benetit and ivom it we wonld sulfor
tremendous disadvantage.

Wea should reject it campletely.

s 5T A1) DRIKT TIA AT 71.92
RECEIVED TIME S0 APR 2120 PRINT TIME 300 APR. 2123

i3]





