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ABSTRACT

The Trans Pacific Partnership [TPP] is an ambitious "trade" agreement currently under secret negotiation. It
covers far more than trade, and much of what we know is thanks to Wikileaks. TPP is the latest in a series
of postwar agreements that set the rules for multinational corporations as they manage the global economy.
Both this and the agreement being negotiated with Europe will further inhibit regulating corporate activity,
by giving foreign corporations the power to sue governments before tribunals for loss of expected future
profits. Current pacts are more about freeing corporate investment from constraints than about free trade.
These agreements have always been justified as growth and jobs-promoting, though their results usually
don't support the predictions. Instead, they have encouraged global firms to outsource, sometimes to other
industrial economies but frequently to lowest-wage countries with few labor protections. Their ability to
relocate freely and sell that output here, and avoid taxes on their profits so long as these are kept abroad,
has undermined worker bargaining power and wages. The result is that now our economy's productivity
gains are not adequately shared with workers. How will the terms of the agreement modify current
arrangements? What is our experience with previous agreements? This paper will look at these questions as
well as arguments of critics and, to some extent, defenders of trade agreements.
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What do you think of this policy? Any foreign corporation whose future profits might be hurt by a
change in an American law or regulation may sue to overturn it, bypassing US courts, or in fact, any court.
Three arbitrators decide the case, without any recourse. If you think this is good policy, you’ll like the
Trans-Pacific Partnership, hereafter called the TPP.
Many of us consider trade to be generally useful. Who could object to buying from countries that
can produce goods most cheaply, so that consumers get the lowest prices and the greatest variety of goods
like beer, cell phones, and edible tomatoes in winter? Who could object to granting workers in poor
countries a chance to raise their standard of living by getting jobs producing for a world market?
Unfortunately, these so-called "free trade" agreements have consequences far beyond these obvious effects.
Their convoluted language conceals less popular policies. For example, Ontario's proposed no-fault autoinsurance was scrapped because of a potential challenge by insurance companies.2 Further, most trade
supporters surely don't intend that low prices result from inadequate worker safety, unchecked pollution, or
starvation wages, nor that benefits come at the expense of our own workers. However, as a study by
Princeton and Northwestern researchers reports, "the preferences of the average American appear to have
only a minuscule, near-zero, statistically non-significant impact upon public policy."3
This paper will outline the history of postwar trade policy, describe current provisions of the TPP,
and then examine job claims made for previous agreements, similar to those made for the TPP.
Our current policy began in efforts during WWII to fix problems threatening the postwar
international economy. One was protectionist trade policies. Many agree that “beggar thy neighbor”
policies, like hiking tariffs or depreciating the country’s currency, made the Depression of the 1930's
worse. They tried to cure domestic recession and unemployment by transferring them to other countries.
The new international order was signaled by the Bretton Woods Agreement of 1944, negotiated among the
major allied powers. The General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, GATT, which initiated the postwar era
of declining trade barriers, was the related trade regime. It used multilateral negotiations to reduce trade
barriers simultaneously. This replaced the prewar system of each country deciding its own trade policy,
usually granting trade concessions for diplomatic, not economic reasons. The multilateral system ensures
that as a country opens its markets to import competition, others are doing the same.4
There was an attempt to mandate fair labor standards and full employment policies, ensuring that
workers who lost jobs to imports would find new ones.5 However, conservative forces, concerned that the
treaty would infringe U.S. sovereignty, defeated it.
Even the original GATT included the intention that trade be consistent with full employment.
Nearly fifty years later, the World Trade Organization [the WTO, 1995], which replaced GATT in
governing the world trading system, has no major goals other than enlarging market access.6 Nor have the
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trade agreements negotiated since then, like NAFTA, the North American Free Trade Agreement.
Supporters merely predict that the agreements will create jobs.
After successful trade expansion in the 1960's, the Kennedy Round,7 Chase Bank CEO David
Rockefeller and former Undersecretary of State and Wall Street banker, George Ball, began a campaign to
reduce non-tariff barriers, like quotas, and health and safety standards. These were the focus because most
tariffs had been reduced. Ball's testimony before a Congressional committee in 1967 urged giving
corporations more power to manage the world economy. Matt Stoller, a blogger, researched this interesting
history. Ball described their advantage as being able to consider the whole world in making production and
marketing decisions. However, he added,
… to fulfill its full potential the multinational corporation must…operate with little regard for national boundaries—or,
in other words, with little regard for restrictions imposed by …national governments…. we must do far more than
merely reduce or eliminate tariffs. We must move in the direction of common fiscal concepts, a common monetary
policy, and common ideas of commercial responsibility.8

Because business "has outgrown the constrictive limits of the antiquated political structures ….. even
…[domestic] supervision of earth-straddling corporations - will have to be increasingly entrusted to
supranational institutions…." As Ball said, "Implied in this, of course, is a considerable erosion of the rigid
concepts of national sovereignty…"9
He conceived of trade policy as key to taming nation-states, allowing multinationals to run the
world economy.10 So the push toward eliminating national barriers "wasn’t about free trade, it was about
reorganizing the world so that corporations could manage resources for 'the benefit of mankind.'"11 In this
era, the John Birch Society believed [1959] that the goal of some US policy-makers was to create a world
government. Some of the Right Wing still does. It turns out to be true, though in a form they would
approve. Contrary to their supposition that it was a Communist plot, it is globalizers, both Liberal and
Conservative, who want to create one world: a corporate-dominated world.
The Kennedy Round, ending in 1967, was followed by a series of agreements—the Tokyo Round
[ended 1979], the Uruguay Round [1986-1994, created WTO 1995] with a broader agenda: services,
intellectual property, and investor protection.12 The US initiated a series of regional agreements like
NAFTA [1994]. The TPP is the latest, along with an agreement being negotiated with Europe.13 At least
since the Tokyo Round in the late 1970's, trade agreements have increasingly "elevated [corporations] to
the status of an independent government, …corporations can limit what a government might do, while
governments lose significant power to limit what a corporation might do." It is possible that these treaties
were a response to below-average profit rates in the 1970's, as corporations sought new ways to invest.14
TPP is a major trade pact between the U.S. and 11 other Pacific Rim nations15 that is even more
controversial than previous agreements. The Bush 2 Administration initiated negotiations in late 2008. In
the 2012 presidential campaign, Obama described it as a counter to China.16 US officials hope that this
ambitious agreement will set the agenda for future negotiations with the WTO. It aims to expand US
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influence in the Asia-Pacific region. Thirty-four percent of US trade is already with TPP members.17
Workers have limited rights in Malaysia, Brunei, Mexico, Singapore, and Vietnam, and TPP labor
provisions are too weak to improve their economic condition much.18 As a consequence, the TPP is likely
to increase our inequality by exerting further pressure on U.S. wages. As the TPP has a "docking"
provision, it may well be our last trade agreement: once it is adopted, any other country can join.
Not only are TPP negotiations secret: members are prohibited from releasing information for four
years after adoption.19 Involved in negotiations are the U.S. Trade Representative,20 Michael Froman, who
had several top jobs at Citigroup,21 chief negotiator Barbara Weisel, about 500 hundred corporate advisers
serving on private sector advisory committees, many of whom have access to confidential documents, and a
few representatives of "civil society," who don't.22
As trade is already substantially free,23 the TPP is more about establishing global corporate
governance: only 5, perhaps 6, of the 29 chapters are about trade. The copyright and patent protections
included in this agreement in fact extend trade barriers and raise prices. Supporters of contemporary trade
agreements treat them as supported by international trade theory. However, these agreements concern
issues like intellectual property rights that trade theory has not shown to provide mutual benefit. In fact,
increasing the income of our own corporations by improving their patent protection is likely to make poor
countries worse off.24 In any case, there is no theory of trade which claims that everyone benefits from a
trade agreement. The best it can promise is that the winners gain enough to pay off the losers, but of course
they never do.
Why are the negotiations secret? Simply put, because its provisions are controversial, and not easily
defended to the public.] Previous attempts to pass similar “free trade” pacts, like the expansion of the WTO
in Seattle, met with widespread opposition.25 Secrecy gives opponents less time to organize. We can thank
Wikileaks26 for chapters on the environment, intellectual property, and investment after nearly five years of
negotiations.27 Although Congress has exclusive Constitutional authority over trade, it has been excluded
from negotiations and does not yet have the text. Members may read it but only if they don't take notes.28
According to Senator Sherrod Brown (D-Ohio), “Members of Congress and their staff have an easier time
accessing national security documents than proposed trade deals, but if I were negotiating this deal I
suppose I wouldn’t want people to see it either.”29 Lori Wallach of Public Citizen describes how unusual
this secrecy is: "during NAFTA, any member of Congress could see any text. In fact, the whole agreement
between negotiating rounds was put in the Capitol…. In 2001, the Bush administration published the entire
Free Trade Area of the Americas text, when it was even in an earlier stage than TPP…, on government
websites."30 However, what is closed to Congress is available to corporations like Halliburton, Chevron,
Pharmaceutical Research and Manufacturers, Comcast, and other corporations. These are not only privy to
the agreement, but are consulted on it.31 The text is kept even from official trade advisors. One complains,
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"Our trading partners have this text, but the government’s own cleared advisors, serving on statutorilycreated advisory committees, are kept in the dark."32
Some people argue that secrecy is important to negotiating an agreement of any kind. Secrecy aids
the negotiators, who can work best when their positions are known only to them, and can be changed in
response to concessions.33 However this principle applies best when all sides trust their negotiators and
when issues reflect their priorities. With TPP negotiations, how can consumers, labor, domestic businesses
or others who don't agree that "the business of America is [big] business" assume that the corporate goals
of business lobbyists,34 who are the main trade consultants, will not be served rather than those of these
stakeholders?35 The provisions of the current agreement, discussed below, show that those concerns are
justified.36 The current rules are so stringent that secrecy has undermined TPP support. A member of
Congress who reveals information from a briefing could face criminal prosecution.37 Even Robert Zoellick,
U.S. trade representative from 2001 to 2005 and a supporter, expressed surprise: “I’m actually a big
believer in the transparency of those arrangements, so I don’t know why they’ve been more restrictive.”38
Congressional and popular opposition slowed the vote on President Obama's request39 for Fast
Track Authority, but the Senate and House have finally granted it.40 Both have also passed aid to workers
displaced by trade, earlier rejected by the House.41 Fast Track extends to trade agreements negotiated until
mid-2018, with a possible extension of another three years.42 This has been a major issue for critics, as it
would extend the same lack of scrutiny to two other noxious agreements under negotiation: the
Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TIIP) with Europe43 and the Trade in Services Agreement
(TiSA), which includes 51 countries and threatens a range of services, from finance to healthcare and
education. It aims to further deregulate global financial services, and privatize public services. These would
be prevented from ever returning to public ownership.44 Fast track limits debate and bans amendments and
filibusters, with only a yes or no once the bill comes up for a vote. It will then require only a simple
majority [51] to pass, rather than 61 votes required for most legislation, or the 67 required for a treaty.
Giving the President such authority avoids disruptive changes in the text, but at the expense of
Congressional and public oversight.
Opposition in Congress has come from both Republicans and Democrats. For example, Senator Jeff
Sessions [R-AL]45 is rightly concerned about the "Living agreement" provision, which gives power to a
new global authority to modify the agreement after its enactment.46 President Obama himself created some
effective backlash by his attack on critics like Senator Elizabeth Warren as "dishonest."47 Her response was
a report showing that "despite decades of nearly identical promises,"48 even when labor standards are
included in trade agreements, they are not enforced.
There is also the problem that some Administration comments about the bill are untrue.49 The
Administration promised that the fast-track bill "expressly forbids changing U.S. law." The promise has
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already been contradicted: the bill to aid workers who lose their jobs to imports, which accompanies fast
track, includes a change to U.S. law as it is funded by cuts to Medicare.50 Another example: a recent ruling
by the World Trade Organization rejected US use of country of origin labels for meat. Agriculture
Secretary Tom Vilsack has said that Congress must change the law to avoid retaliation, like more tariffs, by
Canada and Mexico.51 A similar ruling forced the U.S. to revoke a ban on tuna caught with nets deadly to
dolphins.52 TPP would also subject our states to Investor State Dispute Settlement, discussed later [pg. 9],
thereby undermining the 11th Amendment of the Constitution.53
There are still negotiating obstacles, like opposition in other potential signatories. The Australian
trade minister54 In Japan, there is the resistance of rice farmers.55 The US has already succeeded in
changing Japan's dietary preferences, in the interest of our companies. As a consequence, its food selfsufficiency is now one of the lowest in the OECD.

After WW II, the US applied pressure on them to

accept our surpluses of wheat, soybeans and corn to open up a market for our food products. Their
traditional diet—rice and locally produced vegetables and fish—had to be changed to include bread, meat
and dairy products. A US-funded nutrition program told people, “Eating rice makes you stupid! Eat
Bread!” School lunch menus were modified and American marketing promoted a Western diet. Success!
Japanese people now consume "9.5 percent more wheat, 152 percent more animal products and 131 percent
more fat than in the 1950s."56 TPP would further reduce food self-sufficiency, and hit rice growers
severely.57
Parliamentarians and other interested people from countries involved in the negotiations [Australia,
Canada, Japan, Malaysia, and New Zealand] have sent a protest letter concerning the power given the US
to ensure the laws of other countries conform to the trade agreement.58 Farmers' groups have organized
against the increasing corporate control of global commodities markets,59 and undoubtedly other popular
opposition will increase as TPP terms become more widely known. In Australia especially criticisms are
increasing. "There seems to be the beginnings of a rear-guard uprising against the Trans-Pacific Partnership
(TPP) trade agreement …with a number of groups rallying against the deal."60 Opposition there is perhaps
related to awareness of the Philip-Morris action against Australian tobacco rules, using an investment
tribunal. [See p. 9 of this paper, “investor-state dispute settlement," for further information.] Effective
political action in slowing down fast track, along with the failure of the most recent negotiations to
complete the agreement, have made it impossible for the Congress to vote on a completed treaty in 2015,
after which the Presidential season begins.61 So it is likely that the TPP fight awaits the next President,
should s/he care to take it up.62
What will the TPP accomplish for corporations? Foreign firms will be able to acquire resources like
land and factories without government review; move funds without limits; enjoy investor protections that
cover intellectual property; avoid performance requirements and domestic content rules, even when these
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are required of domestic companies;63 and be compensated for loss of "expected future profits" from
changes in domestic laws. We'd lose "Buy American" preferences [1933], an important tool for creating
jobs and developing new green technology. Foreign firms will get equal access to government contracts.64
This is what we know so far:
The Asian model65 is under attack. It relies on state-related firms, which are claimed to have an unfair
advantage over foreign firms.66 Japan and Korea used this development model. The text on State-Owned
Enterprises has only recently been made available.67 However, rules in other US trade agreements require
that such businesses have no advantages, and must act solely to maximize profits. The United States and
Japan oppose including other objectives, such as economic development and access to affordable drugs.
Malaysia, Vietnam and Singapore would be seriously affected. Their firms have many noncommercial functions, like providing social services to those who can't afford them. The TPP could hinder
these.68 The US subsidizes industries too, but differently, for example, farm subsidies and quota protection
for our sugar industry. Froman promises, "we’re not going to do anything …that will …undermine the
sugar program."69 Many banks and industrial firms are also subsidized, through tax benefits, like those to
the fossil fuel industry and the multi-billion dollar bailouts after the financial crisis.
TPP spurs further financial deregulation, despite our recent crisis.70 Wikileaks published only a
portion of the financial services annex, but even that is alarming. The agreement defines financial services
very broadly. These include insurance, payment systems like credit cards, asset management, and data
services. As if to exhibit the pitfalls of these agreements for financial reform, Canadian Finance Minister
Joe Oliver recently described the Volcker Rule as violating NAFTA. The rule prohibits banks from
speculating with their own money rather than that of clients.71
The text prohibits policies that would reduce financial instability, like capital controls or financial
transaction taxes. In this, it follows other U.S. trade agreements.72 Yet the International Monetary Fund
[IMF] has reversed its opposition to capital controls, and over one hundred prominent economists,
including such free traders as Jagdish Bhagwati of Columbia University and a former IMF official now
with the conservative Peterson Institute, recommended excluding the prohibition of capital controls. "The
U.S. government’s rigid opposition to capital controls does not reflect the global norm."73 The Obama
Administration refused to budge.74
The text appears to bar reregulation: it says, "a Party shall endeavor not to limit or restrict the
present degree of market opportunities… already enjoyed by financial service suppliers of another Party."75
One observer says, "… TPP ha[s] less to do with trade than with forcing all participants to abide by
individual signatories’ worst practices."76
The administration is proposing internet provisions much like the Stop Online Piracy Act,77 SOPA.
It would require websites to police user activity, and treat individual violators as though they were major
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profit-seeking users. Congress gave up voting on the bill because of opposition from companies like
Google, Reddit, Wikipedia, and Craigslist. Critics fear it would stifle creative use. The latest draft is worse:
the rules would cover anyone providing internet services, so coffee shops might be liable for copyright
infringement by their customers.78 According to the ACLU, a crackdown on copyright infringement
threatens non-infringing content, too, violating the First Amendment, and might endanger user privacy.79
The agreement expands and enforces other intellectual property rights,80 important to industries like
pharmaceuticals, Hollywood, and Silicon Valley. Expanding the rights of patent, trademark, and copyright
holders would increase prices and profits. The ACLU worries that "changes to intellectual property laws…
could …permit the patenting of plants, animals, and medical procedures…."81
A Bangkok Post op-ed reports, “…TPP… is still stalled, still contentious, still far behind every
deadline set by President Barack Obama. That's the good news……The chapter on intellectual property
confirms the real authors of this key section are US big business. ….The US drug and entertainment
industries have got 12 of the most important Pacific-area countries debating not whether to tighten patents
on medicine — but by how much. ….not discussing whether to monitor all internet users for pirated music
and movies, but how intense the surveillance and penalties should be…. debating making all piracy a
criminal offence, so that downloading one song or streaming one movie could send the user to prison…..
Because of Hollywood and the music industry …copyright may be extended to 100 years."82
Drug companies have been active participants in the negotiations.83 They have inserted clauses that
will raise drug prices for both the US and poor countries. For example, several provisions support their
practice of patenting a drug in tablet form, then patenting it as a gel capsule to delay facing the competition
of generics.84 Patents and copyright extensions are types of trade protection, inconsistent with the goal of
affordable health care. TPP would allow companies to sue governments for patent infringements and
challenge laws that permit public programs like Medicare to negotiate lower prices.85
The worst news for poor countries concerns medical patents. Drug access of people in poor
countries with AIDS or malaria would be drastically reduced.86 An international law allowing a country to
legally copy and sell any patented drug vital to national health no longer even appears. After Thailand used
the law for three anti-AIDS and heart drugs in 2006, the US listed it as one of the "world's worst pirating"
nations. It is still listed.87
WTO rules permit 20-year patents, during which generics cannot be sold. TPP permits drug
companies to extend their patents another 5 years for regulatory delays and re-patent medicines88 that are
already known. The new rules will delay importing "generic drugs, even after patents have run out,"89 by
limiting information on their composition.90,91
Our healthcare costs exceed those of other developed countries. High costs aren't reflected in higher
life expectancy: ours is below the average for developed countries. U.S. law gives drug companies
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monopoly protection for drugs derived from biotechnology for 12 years. Our negotiators are demanding
that these lengthy monopolies be locked in. "[If successful], the Obama Administration will have gone
back on its promise to make cancer drugs affordable, …by reduc[ing] the monopoly period on biotech
drugs …to 7 years."92 Generally, the new rules tip policy away from public health, toward commercial
interest.
Probably the most controversial provisions of the TPP would establish an “investor-state dispute
settlement" [ISDS] allowing tens of thousands of global corporations to challenge laws, regulations and
even Supreme Court decisions of any member nation if they threaten the corporation’s expected future
profits. This attempts to isolate profits from social change and guarantee an unchanging regulatory
system.93 It is likely that US companies will be able to challenge our country’s rules using their foreign
subsidiaries.94 These rules are only for corporations,95 not consumer groups or unions or communities. This
imbalance is described by a commentator in the Guardian: "…the most hideous aspect of the three trade
agreements currently under negotiation [TTP, TIIP and TISA] is precisely that they describe a world
devoid of any other political actors; it’s just companies out there."96 An
Panels of three corporate lawyers hear these cases with none of the safeguards of courts. The draft
TPP text adds that in deciding challenges to the corporation's right to a hearing, "the tribunal shall assume
to be true the claimant’s [corporation's] factual allegations in support of any claim….”97 Hearings are
secret, the communities affected are without legal standing, and there is no right of appeal. Panels can order
unlimited taxpayer compensation to foreign firms for loss of profits and costs of the suit.98 The language
specifies that damages be paid in "freely usable currency,"99 so that a poor country could not pay in its own
currency and would have to acquire foreign exchange to pay the charges. For many poor countries, this
would be a considerable hardship. Since NAFTA, trade agreements have subordinated courts to
international tribunals, operating with rules either of the WTO, a division of the World Bank, or by the UN
Commission on International Trade Law.100 At US insistence, TPP enlarges the definition of "investment"
to explicitly include101 intellectual property rights.
These tribunals rule on labor and environmental issues, intellectual property rights, financial
regulation, tax increases, land-use, renewable energy102 and attempts to re-nationalize public services and
natural resources–-not just trade.103 They are intended to circumvent domestic laws, and make it harder for
countries to adopt regulations such as labeling laws or ones banning genetically-modified foods. And they
disadvantage domestic firms, which must use the courts. The new rights would cover investments already
existing before TPP goes effect.104
Once a last resort, arbitration has become more a first resort,105 as companies have learned how to
use these provisions, "even …buying firms in jurisdictions …simply to gain access to them." These actions
could become a highly profitable corporate strategy: "corporations’ claims against states are now seen as
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assets that can be invested in or used as leverage to secure multimillion-dollar loans."106 With secrecy
and no need to consider precedents, panels may make dangerous judgments. "It’s a game in which the
governments only get to play defense."107 Canada has been sued by an energy company over a moratorium
on fracking.108 The Australian government, after much debate, mandated that cigarette packages should be
marked only "with shocking health warnings." The labels work. The decision, validated by their supreme
court, was challenged by Philip Morris, which is also challenging Uruguay's tobacco rules. The company
has sued for compensation for the loss of its "intellectual property." Economist Joseph Stiglitz compares
this action to the Opium War that forced China to buy British drugs. Australia now opposes this investor
right. During its financial crisis Argentina imposed a freeze on energy and water bills. For this and similar
actions, Argentina was fined over a billion dollars under investor treaties with the US and Europe.109 Such
is the concern that legal scholars, including Laurence Tribe, Obama’s mentor at Harvard Law School, sent
a letter to congressional leaders expressing concern about the threat of these tribunals to the rule of law, and
urging that ISDS be excluded from TPP and future agreements.110
According to UN data through 2013, foreign corporations won rulings or settlements in 57 percent
of cases.111 One "win" was against a Mexican town's banning the expansion of a toxic waste dump.112 So
far, the total number of decided cases through 2014 is 356. Thirty-seven per cent were decided in favor of
the government, 25 per cent favored the investor, and 28 per cent of cases were settled.113 Settlements are
considered by lawyers a win for the corporation.114 Apparently still in process is the suit by a French
multinational against Egypt's higher minimum wage.115 Governments are being sued on a variety of actions
they have taken to protect health and the environment.116
So far, there have been relatively few cases brought against the United States. Our corporations
have initiated the most suits; poorer countries are sued the most. We have escaped so far because most
countries with which we have investor pacts are not major foreign investors. Our liability will be greatly
expanded by the agreement with the European Union, which includes 11 of the world’s 20 largest foreign
investors.117
These trade agreements can also precipitate political intervention. A few days before the Peruvian
government shot indigenous people protesting our new agreement, a State Department cable to our
embassy warned, “Should Congress and President Garcia give in to the pressure, there would be
implications for the recently implemented Peru-US Free Trade Agreement.”118
One source of protest was the devastation caused by mining, which has been given new protections
by the agreement. Children living near an American mine have high lead levels and symptoms consistent
with lead poisoning, including anemia, convulsions, and mental retardation. Ira Rennert, a U.S. billionaire
whose mining group owned the mine for more than a decade, refuses responsibility for the lead
problems.119 His company operates a metal smelter responsible for much of the pollution in one of the
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world's ten most polluted towns. The company, as a condition of its purchase of the mine, signed a
contract with Peru to fix the pollution. The company missed the deadline for compliance. The Peruvian
government extended the deadline. They missed the second deadline, and the government again extended
it. The third time, the government closed down the smelter. Rennert's company used the trade agreement to
file an $800 million claim for forcing it to do what it contracted to do.120 It argues that the costly clean-up
pushed it into bankruptcy. It also wants Peru to pay for damages that may arise from a pending US lawsuit
on behalf of hundreds of children harmed by his mine.
Even threats of suits can intimidate legislators. A Canadian government official describes the effect
of NAFTA: "I've seen the letters from the New York and DC law firms coming up to the Canadian
government on virtually every new …regulation…. They involved dry-cleaning chemicals,
pharmaceuticals, pesticides, patent law. Virtually all of the new initiatives were targeted and most of them
never saw the light of day." Legislators now have even less incentive to pay attention to popular opinion.121
Many people would be surprised to find this array of issues in a trade agreement.
Who are these arbitrators? They are highly paid corporate lawyers who have a financial interest in
these corporate suits. They "go back and forth between representing corporations one day and sitting in
judgment the next….. If you’re a lawyer looking to maintain or attract high-paying corporate clients, how
likely are you to rule against those corporations when it’s your turn in the judge’s seat?"122 There is no cap
either on their fees or their awards, and they charge by the hour.123 They are a rather small, homogeneous
group—mostly pro-business men from the industrial world. Just 15 of these have decided 55% of all
investment treaty cases through 2012.124 In many cases, arbitrators may consider the public interest when
interpreting treaties but choose not to.
Do those who sell cigarettes or work for bankrupt smelter companies or shut-down nuclear plants
get compensated for their losses? Obviously not. Nor do citizens have corresponding rights to sue for
changes in corporate decisions even as governments lose power to regulate them. As grassroots

movements have forced governments to de-privatize water in Bolivia, block gold mines in El Salvador,
and oppose nuclear power in Germany, corporations have used investment treaties to enlarge the range
of public action subject to liability.125 "A country can't predict which apparently innocuous change to its
laws or regulations will trigger a multi-million -- or even multi-billion -- dollar …[investor] claim against
it."126
As suits have blossomed, investor privileges have met increasing opposition. Libertarian groups like
the Cato Institute127 and the Tea Party128 have joined labor, environmental, consumer, and health groups to
support dropping the provision.129 Senator Warren argues that ISDS "would tilt the playing field in the
United States further in favor of big multinational corporations. Worse, it would undermine U.S.
sovereignty."130 Cato analysts have joined her objections: "In substance, if not style, Senator Warren’s
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perspective on ISDS is one that libertarians and other free market advocates should share…. ISDS turns
national treatment on its head, giving privileges to foreign companies that are not available to domestic
companies."131 There is wide opposition: a recent letter132 signed by hundreds of tech companies worries
that "Companies can use this process [ISDS] to undermine U.S. rules like fair use, net neutrality, and others
designed to protect the free, open Internet and users’ rights to free expression online."
In March, the German government, formerly a supporter, announced its opposition to including
them in the treaty being negotiated between the US and Europe. A Swedish firm, which operates nuclear
plants in Germany, is suing to be compensated for the German phase-out of nuclear power.133 The Obama
Administration continues to insist on the inclusion of these investor suits.134
A judge on these tribunals says of his work: "… it never ceases to amaze me that sovereign states
have agreed to investment arbitration at all ...Three private individuals are entrusted with the power to
review, without any restriction or appeal procedure, all actions of the government, all decisions of the
courts, and all laws and regulations emanating from parliament."135
A Forbes magazine writer defends the system: "if a government violates the terms of a trade
agreement, the aggrieved foreign investor can turn to a dispute settlement body…. What’s wrong with
that?"136 A British Conservative MP likewise: "Investor protection …was designed to support businesses
investing in countries where the rule of law is unpredictable, to say the least."137 Recall that Western
companies charged into China, "… a living, breathing Communist government (you know, the sort that has
a history of nationalizing privately-owned businesses) without this sort of safeguard."138 Our negotiators
reassure us that these rules "Do not impinge on the ability of …[government] to maintain …any measure
that they deem necessary."139 Of course—so long as they are willing to risk ruinous fines or trade sanctions.
As Senator Warren explains, "[ISDS mechanisms] never had the authority to override regulations. What
they had was the authority to impose a monetary penalty directly against the government and its taxpayers.
That’s the point at which governments have backed up and said, “we can’t afford this, we’ll just change the
law.”"140
That the Administration is itself concerned about potential suits is indicated by their response to
demands for protections against currency manipulation. "The Obama administration fears that prohibitions
on currency intervention could boomerang on Washington, allowing trading partners to challenge policies
of the independent Federal Reserve Board and possibly even basic fiscal policies, like stimulus spending in
times of recession."141
Since 1959, investor-state provisions in trade agreements142 have reassured foreign investors afraid
of having their assets nationalized.143 Inasmuch as expropriations have not been an imminent threat for
many years, investors can buy insurance, and other countries participating in the agreement have property
protections as robust as our own [the European agreement includes them], the major goal of ISDS seems
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not to be protection. Rather, it is inhibit regulations meant to improve health, the environment, or even
financial stability.144 These can be challenged as "uncompensated expropriations."145
Actual trade impacts tend to differ from official predictions.146 Our Trade Representative claims that
provisions will protect the environment and labor.147 In fact, current proposals retreat from previous
demands for strong environmental protections to get other countries' assent.148 The Environment Chapter,
unlike others, lacks enforcement mechanisms. Dispute settlement is "cooperative instead of binding…..149
The core chapters …impose pro-corporate rules…. toxic to biodiversity, …health, water, forests,
fish.…And those rules are certainly enforceable…"150 Environmental protections are important, too,
because shipping has matched the rise of trade over the last few decades, growing fourfold, and is
accelerating. Ships are the major source of ocean pollution, not only emitting fumes, but dumping oil, fuel
and waste.151 The labor chapter is said to include labor rights protection, "but fails to mention International
Labor Organization core labor standards or even whether the labor provisions will be enforceable," says the
AFL-CIO.152
These agreements include regulatory issues, like SOPA, that would be difficult passing through the
usual political process.153 The TTP is the latest attempt by corporations to set a permanent barrier against
constraints on their action. As modifying this agreement is impossible unless all signatories agree,
emerging problems are likely to be irreversible: unlike the WTO agreement, which Congress must renew
every five years, TPP has no such date.154
Mainstream support of "free trade" is close to a religious position. Whatever its problems, its steady
expansion in the postwar period has been supported by elite opinion. As economist Dean Baker describes
it, "In polite circles in the United States’ support for free trade is a bit like proper bathing habits. It is taken
for granted. Only the hopelessly crude and unwashed would not support free trade."155 The adoption of a
free trade ideology was a major historical shift, beginning with the Reciprocal Trade Agreement during the
New Deal, but accelerating after WWII. During our own industrialization, the US was protectionist.
Alexander Hamilton originated the argument for protecting new industries because he wished to encourage
US industrial development against lower-cost British competition. We now inhibit poor countries from
doing the same.
We have seen that "free trade," in its current usage, doesn't mean merely reducing barriers to the
international movement of goods. Current pacts are about free investment. They are about deregulating
international commerce so that global corporations can maximize profits with minimal interference
wherever they see profit opportunities. The chief economist of the Fraser Institute, a Canadian right-wing
think tank, said of NAFTA, "a trade agreement simply limits the extent to which the U.S. or other signatory
governments may respond to pressure from their citizens."156 Nevertheless, editorial writers have endorsed
TPP despite their ignorance of much of its contents. A Times editorial endorsing it complained only that
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TPP might limit members' regulating tobacco products.157 Times writer Tom Friedman once admitted: "I
wrote a column supporting the CAFTA [Central America Free Trade Agreement]…. I didn't even know
what was in it. I just knew two words: free trade."158
Like all previous trade agreements, TPP is touted as job-creating. Obama said that TPP "will boost
our economies, … increasing exports and creating more jobs for our people."159 A writer in the journal
Foreign Affairs on "Why the US Needs the TPP" agrees: "These deals have been generally favorable to the
United States; the agreement with South Korea is expected to increase trade between the two countries by
billions of dollars and create tens of thousands of jobs for each."160 The slide shows our already large trade
deficit with the TPP economies161—an estimated $260 billion in 2013, which has grown steadily since
2009, destroying jobs.
What have been the effects of past agreements? This graph sums it up. Not good: jobs added
abroad, cut here. These companies with global operations employ 20% of our workers. Given the jobs and
growth claims for TPP, it is worth examining the effects of past agreements, also justified as jobcreating162—especially given our chronic unemployment. Investor rights eliminate some risks that inhibit
firms from moving production to low-wage countries.163 These add to existing incentives based on tax
policy. Stiglitz says, "if they...keep the money abroad, they don’t have to pay taxes. But with the free trade
agreements, they get to bring the goods that they produce abroad into the US."164 Like NAFTA, the TPP
will encourage U.S. companies to export jobs.165
Trade has risen as a share of US output so its effects are important. Note the rapid rise in the trade
share beginning in the 1970's. Trade expanded rapidly until the financial crisis. If it was so successful in
"boosting our economy," why was the Bush 2 expansion, before the crisis, the slowest of the postwar
period, with the slowest job creation rate, despite the tax cuts, two wars, and a speculative real estate binge?
Employment grew 0.9 percent a year between 2000 and 2007, compared to 2.6 percent a year between
1991 and 2000.166 The very least we can say is that there is no evidence of net job creation from these
agreements.
In fact, it is likely that this slow growth relates to our trade deficit, which reached a maximum in
2006, both in size [$753] and share of output [nearly 6%]. The rising deficit dates from the late 1990's, and
partly results from a rising dollar value in world markets. If the dollar buys more, imports and foreign
investment are cheaper, and exports more expensive. Economic Policy Institute estimate job loss from
Chinese imports alone at 3.2 million between 2001 and 2013. MIT economists have a similar explanation
of slow job growth.167
The trade deficit matters, because though exports create jobs and income, imports destroy them. If
deficits are growing, jobs will be lost, despite expanding trade, unless other spending offsets the economic
drag. Our output is measured by summing up spending: consumer spending plus investment [including

15
inventory change] plus government spending [not transfer payments like Social Security], plus exports,
and then subtracting imports. The trade deficit reduces spending on domestic goods and thereby jobs unless
it is offset by public or private deficits.168 A critic explains how trade deficits undermine jobs and add to
downward pressure on wages.
"We currently import $500 billion169 a year more than we export. This is $500 billion that is creating demand
in Canada, …[China] and elsewhere, [not] the United States. Is there some story as to how domestic consumption or
investment is somehow larger because of this trade deficit? If so, it would be worth a Nobel…. The $500 billion trade
deficit, coupled with a standard multiplier of 1.5,170 translates into $750 billion of lost annual output (roughly 4.5
percent of GDP). This …come[s] to about 6 million jobs. …close to enough to get us back to full employment. That
would give workers enough bargaining power to secure real wages. So yes, trade is a big deal.”171

TAKE NAFTA. Put into effect as 1994 began, its results twenty years later are opposite to those
projected.172 Pres. Clinton, signing the agreement, predicted: "… NAFTA means… good-paying American
jobs. …. I believe that NAFTA will create a million jobs in the first five years of its impact… many more
jobs than will be lost…. by fostering an export boom to Mexico."173 Instead, it eliminated net a million
jobs.174 [Nearly 850 thousand manufacturing workers were certified for help under our trade adjustment
program. This number greatly understates affected workers,175 excluding among others, service workers.
176

] Before NAFTA, the 1993 trade surplus with Mexico was $2.5 billion and trade deficit with Canada

was $30 billion. By 2014, there was a trade deficit with both countries, totaling $182 billion.177
One might suppose that because the US lost jobs that Mexicans gained them. Jobs were lost there as
well, driving impoverished Mexicans over the border. American firms outsourced jobs there, especially to
produce goods for exports. Jobs were also created in stores, banks, and tourism. However, Mexico didn't
make up for all the jobs lost to import competition, especially from subsidized grain.178 The promised
reduction in flow of migrants instead became a flood, as Mexico's grain imports ruined small farmers.
Mexican workers also suffered from wages below those pre-NAFTA.179 The Carnegie Endowment180
concluded, in an understatement: “Mexico locked into place a set of economic policies that collectively
produced disappointing results.” It is no surprise that Mexico in the two decades following NAFTA had the
slowest per capita GDP growth of any major country in Latin America.181
Those pushing CAFTA [2005]182 promised that it would fight drug-related violence in Central
America, boost growth, and reduce migration to the US.183 Now we are seeing the dangerous journey of
children to escape violence at home.184 How has CAFTA led to displacement and migration? Same as in
Mexico: subsidized grains sold by U.S. agribusiness have pushed family farmers in Honduras, El Salvador,
and Guatemala out of competition and livelihood.185 Agricultural imports, including rice, by those three
CAFTA countries have risen 78 percent since the deal went into effect.186 Consider the folly of ruining
farmers abroad by subsidizing such a water-dependent export as rice from states like drought-ridden
California.
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President Obama claimed that the U.S.-Korea Free Trade Agreement (KORUS) would generate
“70,000 American jobs from increased exports alone.”187 Three years later our trade deficit with South
Korea was up: exports were down and imports up by more than 100%, inevitably destroying jobs-approximating 93,000 jobs, using "the trade-jobs ratio that the Obama administration used to project gains
from the deal," contradicting the confident promises.188 Perhaps one reason is that under the agreement, 65
percent of a Korean car import "could be made from Chinese parts and still qualify for duty-free
treatment."189
Even free trade is not a priority. Tariffs are hardly on the table, and extending patent protection
contradicts free trade.190 Would you expect a "free trade" agreement to raise the price of drugs? Arguments
against tariffs apply as well to patent and copyrights. But they differ enormously in impact. Tariffs and
quotas raise the price of protected items by 20 or 30 percent; patent and copyright protection might raise
their price far more. "Drugs selling for a few dollars in a competitive market sell for hundreds or even
thousands of dollars" with a drug patent.191 In marketing, agreements that sell jobs but ensure more
corporate power would be called "bait and switch."
What about wages? The global era is one of an increasing gap between wages and productivity,
starting roughly with the rapid expansion of imports in the mid-1970's. This implies increasing income
inequality, as profits rise at the expense of wages. Many economists agree on this relationship of inequality
and trade.192 Further, as an industry increases offshoring, inequality within the work force increases: the
wage gap between high-income workers and those with median earnings rises; the gap between them and
lower-wage workers shrinks.193 The typical worker is likely to lose from trade agreements. Exceptions are
the poorest workers, whose pay is set by the minimum wage, and high-wage workers who don't face
international competition, like lawyers. Top incomes also rise as the rights of copyright and patent holders
expand.194
Globalization, along with other causes. has affected wealth as well as income. Compared to 1984,
the median family has lost about 20 percent of its wealth, and the loss partly preceded the financial crisis.
"…we have gone thirty years, during which …[productivity] has more than doubled," but the typical family
has lost wealth—not counting the loss of defined benefit pension plans.195
You might ask, how do the proponents of trade agreements answer these critiques? Most don’t
think they need to, as "everyone who counts" has the same opinion.196 They project jobs to be created, not
those destroyed; they estimate only exports, not imports. Consider the International Trade Administration
in the Department of Commerce. Its page titled "Employment and Trade" contains 13 articles on jobs197
created by exports, but not one on imports.198
Recently a few trade proponents have begun to counter arguments made by critics. The conservative
Heritage Foundation is one. They argue that rather than destroying jobs, imports create them. These jobs
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are in services such as transportation, finance, and wholesale, required to get a product to consumers.
“The belief that more imports equals less employment at home is false. …the idea that trade deficits lead to
higher unemployment is also false. Concern over … impact on jobs, is based on a misconception of the
way trade affects economic activity.”199
Imports support some jobs, of course, like the ones they list. The question is, how does this job
creation compare to the destruction of jobs that compete with imports? One study found almost no job
growth in industries competing with imports since 1990.200 In fact, like the jobs they cite, many of the new
jobs are in industries that do not compete with imports: food services and drinking places, retail trade, and
health care.201 Heritage authors calculate that Chinese apparel imports in 2010 created more than 350
thousand jobs. To sum up a complicated calculation, I think there is a problem with it.202 Unfortunately, the
information they need is the price retail outlets pay for imported apparel if they don't import directly but
buy from other domestic suppliers. The information available is the value of imports as they enter the US.
The consequence is to exaggerate the value produced by US workers and thereby job creation. For
example, at the high end, profits for all companies from Chinese-assembled ipads were 47%; and for
iphones, 73%.203 Higher-valued imports mean higher profits but less value added by US workers to retail
sales. The BLS reports that employment in apparel manufacturing [slide3] and related industries dropped
by 750 thousand between 1990 and 2011.204 It is hard to see how these losses were offset by import-related
jobs.
Further, one would expect times of fast-rising imports to be associated with faster job creation.
However, we don’t find this—imports reached their maximum fraction of total output during Bush II,
which had the slowest job creation of the postwar period, noted before. In any case, should we find this
association, causation is likely the reverse of the conservative argument: rising income leads to rising
imports, along with other consumer spending.
Then there is their argument that the trade deficit doesn't destroy jobs. Gary Hufbauer,205 at the
conservative Peterson Institute, who worked on trade issues for the Carter Administration, explains:
…trade deficits rise at precisely those times of maximum employment in the United States, because consumers are able
to buy more imported goods. …206 Most important, blaming trade deficits overlooks the …reality that fiscal and
monetary policy is what ensures that the potential gains in output from efficient trade are translated into actual gains in
output. …full employment or not depends upon movements in aggregate demand…. An economy may be affected by a
trade deficit, but that deficit can be offset through full employment policies at home.

True, but his employer is one of the biggest fear-mongers about deficits, preventing their use by
government to reduce unemployment. The Peterson Institute funded the influential, and erroneous,
Reinhardt-Rogoff study purporting to show the calamity of debt.207
The job creation said to result from trade is hard to find. A Harvard Business School study in 2012
asked thousands of graduates, many now top business executives where their firms had located jobs [p.9] in
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the previous year. Alumni reported 56 cases of moving 1000 or more jobs abroad; five cases retained
here; none back to the US; and only four instances of creating that many jobs here.208
WHAT ABOUT WAGES? Proponents of these trade pacts admit to specific instances of import
competition from Mexico that have led to wage cuts, and cases of companies using threats of moving there
in wage negotiations, but, they say, these "do not constitute evidence that Mexican imports have generally
suppressed the growth of average US wages over the past two decades….. the principal causes of subpar
[wage] performance are low productivity growth, rising technological intensity of work, and the financial
crisis…. " We saw that the main problem is that productivity growth was not shared, not that it was too low.
As for rising skill demands, even highly-educated workers have a wage problem.209 The chronic problem
the working population confronts is a weak labor market—the lack of jobs, and the trade deficit makes this
problem more difficult.
They add, "Wage growth was better during 1994–2004, …immediately following NAFTA.”210 True,
but this reflects the decline in unemployment, based on the dot-com bubble, permitting somewhat greater
worker bargaining power, not NAFTA.
There is by now wide agreement that globalization has been a major source of our inequality
problems, even by the mainstream, like the IMF, and conservative think tanks. At least since the 1990's,
many studies have differed merely on the size of the effect of trade on inequality. For example, the IMF
authors "find that the rise in income inequality from 1981-2003 in 20 developed countries, including the
United States, is primarily attributable to trade and financial globalization trends. They conclude that
globalization’s contribution to inequality has outweighed the role of technological advancement…."211
Dani Rodrik, at the Institute for Advanced Study, warns that globalization restricts the scope of
national governments, threatening their ability to adopt policies that ensure the their societies' acceptance of
"the global economy. Globalisation’s soft underbelly is the imbalance between the national scope of
governments and the global nature of markets….. Go too much in one direction and you have protectionism
and autarky. Go too much in the other and you have an unstable world economy with little social and
political support from those it is supposed to help."212
There is much evidence that trade agreements have been bad news for American workers, and little
evidence, apart from cheap goods, that agreements have benefited them. Any gains by our partners depend
on their having economic power and a sound development strategy. The TPP is unlikely to produce more
favorable results, and may produce far worse.
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January and March 2015, when fast-tracking the TPP was being debated in the Senate: Out of the total $1,148,971 given, an
average of $17,676.48 was donated to each of the 65 “yea” votes….."
http://www.theguardian.com/business/2015/may/27/corporations-paid-us-senators-fast-track-tpp Thanks to Nakedcapitalism.com
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The Washington Post reports, "…the U.S. negotiating position also had an unmistakeable bias toward expanding the rights of
copyright and patent holders. Those positions are great for Hollywood and the pharmaceutical industry, but it's not obvious that
they are in the interests of the broader U.S. economy….. Two major factors contribute to the USTR's strong pro-rightsholder
slant. An obvious one is the revolving door between USTR and private industry. ….A more subtle factor is the structure and
culture of USTR itself. In its role as a promoter of global trade, USTR has always worked closely with U.S. exporters. That
…isn't a problem when USTR is merely seeking to remove barriers to selling U.S. goods overseas, but it becomes problematic
on issues like copyright and patent law where exporters' interests may run directly counter to those of American consumers."
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/the-switch/wp/2013/11/26/heres-why-obama-trade-negotiators-push-the-interests-ofhollywood-and-drug-companies/
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https://www.techdirt.com/articles/20150317/05052630338/ustr-pushes-congress-to-approve-trade-deals-threatens-reps-withcriminal-prosecution-if-they-tell-public-whats-them.shtml
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http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/wonkblog/wp/2015/05/15/the-catch-22-of-trade-deals-done-in-secret/
39
In a debate held in the pivotal rust-belt swing state of Ohio and hosted by MSNBC, Obama announced that NAFTA “did not
have the labor standards and environmental standards that were required in order to not just be good for Wall Street but also be
good for Main Street.” For good measure, Obama added that, “I will make sure that we renegotiate…"
http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2014/01/27/obama-wants-to-fight-income-inequality-with-more-free-trade.html
40
"Using data from the Federal Election Commission, this chart shows all donations that corporate members of the US Business
Coalition for TPP made to US Senate campaigns between January and March 2015, when fast-tracking the TPP was being
debated in the Senate: Out of the total $1,148,971 given, an average of $17,676.48 was donated to each of the 65 “yea” votes…..
The amounts given rise dramatically when looking at how much each senator running for re-election received."
http://www.theguardian.com/business/2015/may/27/corporations-paid-us-senators-fast-track-tpp
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The Fast Track bill the Senate passed includes an anti-slavery provision, which must be removed in the House version to
permit Malaysia, important for its strategic value to the US Navy, to join TPP. "Observers are left with a deeper question: Why,
in the year 2015, is the White House teaming up with Republican leaders essentially to defend the practice of slavery?" ..."A
quarter of the world’s shipping goes through the Straits of Malacca. Look at a list of member states of TPP and tell me this isn’t
an anti-Chinese military alliance or there are alternative shipping lanes. ….The only reason why business and intellectual
property rights is apart of the deal is because Obama needs to bribe as many domestic power centers as possible to pass it."
Andrew Watts comment, http://www.nakedcapitalism.com/2015/05/americas-first-black-president-throwing-slaves-under-thebus-on-tpp.html Rep. Paul Ryan is being counted on to remove the anti-slavery provision from the bill, and add it to a customs
enforcement bill in a weakened form. http://reverbpress.com/politics/white-house-relying-on-paul-ryan-to-remove-anti-slaverytext-from-tpp-fast-track-pass-it-in-house/
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http://ellenbrown.com/2015/06/11/fast-tracking-tisa-stealth-block-to-monetary-reform/
45
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previous agreements on trade deficits and the "living agreement" provision for modifying it once passed: "I believe it must be
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"Living agreement: to enable the updating of the agreement as appropriate to address trade issues that emerge in the future as
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"…if you see a lot of lies, or at least misdirection, being used to sell a policy you should be very, very concerned about said
policy. And the selling of TPP just keeps getting worse." http://krugman.blogs.nytimes.com/2015/05/19/the-mis-selling-of-tpp/
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apparently being tried.: http://www.nakedcapitalism.com/2015/05/obama-bribes-abe-support-tpp-unleashing-japanesemilitary.html
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Deregulation under TPP would grant foreign investors further influence over national policies that protect farmers, farmland
and rural communities. http://foodfirst.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/12/BK19_2-2013_Summer_Backgrounder-TPP.pdf
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Some Japanese citizens have filed a suit against the TPP as unconstitutional. "More than 1,000 people filed a lawsuit against
the government on Friday, seeking to halt Japan’s involvement in …a Pacific Rim free trade agreement, which they called
“unconstitutional.” …plaintiffs, including lawmakers, claimed …that the proposed Trans-Pacific Partnership would undermine
their basic human rights under the Constitution." www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2015/05/15/national/crime-legal/ex-minister-turnscourts-bid-keep-japan-tpp-talks/
58
http://canadians.org/media/canadian-mps-tpp
59
http://viacampesina.org/en/index.php/actions-and-events-mainmenu-26/10-years-of-wto-is-enough-mainmenu-35/1828-bothsides-of-the-pacific-via-campesina-members-oppose-tpp
60
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See "TPP Vote Calendar", http://www.citizen.org/documents/TPP-vote-calendar.pdf The chief economist of The Economist
magazine, which is pro the TPP, believes it is dead. http://www.nakedcapitalism.com/2015/08/the-economist-the-tpp-isdead.html
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Here is a paper from the Fraser Institute in Canada calling state education a State Monopoly. The Fraser Institute is antiregulation and gets funding from groups like ExxonMobil and the Koch brothers.
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Wikileaks released it. https://wikileaks.org/tpp-soe-minister/
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http://www.twnside.org.sg/title2/gtrends/2013/gtrends427.htm
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http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2014/06/us-trade-policy-gouges-american-sugar-consumers
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“The TPP would expose new Wall Street regulations to challenge and roll back; prohibit bans on risky financial products,
services; undermine “too big to fail” regulations; block taxes on Wall Street speculation (e.g. “Robin Hood tax”); ban capital
controls.” http://www.exposethetpp.org/Powerpoint.html
http://www.democracynow.org/2014/6/20/a_plan_only_banksters_will_love Another agreement threatens public services:
"Public Services International… has reported that TISA threatens to allow multinational corporations to permanently privatize
vital public services such as healthcare and transportation in countries across the world." http://www.truthout.org/news/item/24486-wikileaks-tisa-global-trade-deal-kept-more-secret-than-the-trans-pacific-partnership
71
http://www.cbc.ca/news/business/volcker-rule-in-bank-reforms-violates-nafta-joe-oliver-argues-1.3072466 "President Barack
Obama and Sen. Elizabeth Warren (D-Mass.) have been locked in a public feud over whether free trade agreements can be used
to undermine the 2010 Wall Street reform law. On Wednesday, the Canadian government sided with Warren."
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2015/05/14/canada-volcker-rule_n_7285098.html
72
"Could a President could use a trade deal to override financial rules? Well, it’s been a part of trade agreements since the late
1980s, including the WTO. In fact, WTO rules prevent firewalls like Glass-Steagall: when the U.S. negotiated it in 1997, they
added an intent to repeal it, which of course happened two years later, in time for the WTO’s implementation. (Size caps on
financial institutions are actually also banned by WTO rules.)" http://www.nakedcapitalism.com/2015/05/inet-conferencewarren-adds-two-pieces-financial-reform-framework.html
73
"We are concerned that if recent U.S. treaties are used as the model for the TPPA, the agreement will unduly limit the authority
of participating parties to prevent and mitigate financial crises. Nearly all U.S. free trade agreements (FTAs) and bilateral
investment treaties (BITs) strictly limit the ability of trading partners to deploy capital controls – with no safeguards for times of
crisis….. Authoritative research published by the National Bureau of Economic Research, the International Monetary Fund, and
other institutions has found that limits on short-term capital flows can stem the development of dangerous asset bubbles and
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abrupt capital flight." The U.S. government’s rigid opposition to capital controls does not reflect the global norm."
http://www.ase.tufts.edu/gdae/policy_research/tppaletter.html
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http://www.nakedcapitalism.com/2014/06/wikileaks-exposes-super-secret-regulation-gutting-financial-services-pact.html
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http://www.nakedcapitalism.com/2014/05/america-europe-canadas-willing-chump.html "The TTIP would, among other
things, greatly increase American energy exports to the European Union. …the effect is basically this: Let America bear all the
hazard with unconventional extraction and let EU countries get the benefit. And since fracking enjoys roughly the same political
constituency as Keystone, there are plenty of takers in Washington."
77
http://www.citizen.org/Wikileaks-publishes-TPP-IP-Chapter “Internet Service Providers required to “police” user-activity (i.e.
police YOU) and cut people off from access; Mandatory fines for individuals’ non-commercial copies - treated the same as large
scale for-profit copyright violators; Innovation stifled; Even temporary “buffer” copies or breaking digital locks to use linux
could subject users to fines.” http://www.exposethetpp.org/Powerpoint.html
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http://www.forbes.com/sites/emmawoollacott/2014/10/17/latest-tpp-leak-shows-even-harsher-copyright-rules/ "The US is also
calling for criminal sanctions for copyright infringement, even where the infringement isn’t being carried out for commercial
reasons. … a similar provision in a free trade agreement between Columbia and the US led to copyright laws that saw a
Columbian graduate student arrested for posting another student’s academic paper online without permission."
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https://www.eff.org/deeplinks/2012/09/aclu-joins-TPP-debate
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"The United States (often with Australia, sometimes Japan) has taken extreme hard-line positions. For example, only the
United States and Japan oppose the objectives in the treaty …that mention economic and social development, maintaining a
balance between the interests of rights holders and users, protecting the public domain, quality examination procedures, and
access to affordable medicines. …how strongly other countries are pushing back against U.S. demands, especially on issues
related to access to medicines, Internet Service Provider liability, damages, and copyright in digital media."
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/monkey-cage/wp/2013/11/15/five-key-questions-and-answers-about-the-leaked-tpp-text/
"Compared to existing multilateral agreements, the TPP IPR chapter proposes the granting of more patents, the creation of
intellectual property rights on data, the extension of the terms of protection for patents and copyrights, expansions of right holder
privileges, and increases in the penalties for infringement. The TPP text shrinks the space for exceptions in all types of
intellectual property rights. Negotiated in secret, the proposed text is bad for access to knowledge, bad for access to medicine,
and profoundly bad for innovation." http://www.keionline.org/node/1825 se also
http://www.concurringopinions.com/archives/2013/11/the-tpp-and-copyright.html
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82
http://www.bangkokpost.com/opinion/opinion/438898/treaty-holds-no-attraction Current US copyright for films/pubs is 95
years.
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"From 2009 until mid-2013 (the time during which the language of the agreement was still reasonably fluid), drug companies
and associations mentioned the trade agreement in 251 separate lobbying reports – two and a half times more than the next most
active industry (at least measured by lobbying reports)." https://sunlightfoundation.com/blog/2014/03/13/tpp-lobby/
84
"From this text it appears that the U.S. administration is negotiating for intellectual property provisions that it knows it could
not achieve through an open democratic process. For example, it includes provisions similar to those of the failed Stop Online
Piracy Act (SOPA), and Protect Intellectual Property Act (PIPA), and the Anti-Counterfeiting Trade Agreement (ACTA) that the
European Parliament ultimately rejected." http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/monkey-cage/wp/2013/11/15/five-keyquestions-and-answers-about-the-leaked-tpp-text/
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http://static.squarespace.com/static/518a3cfee4b0a77d03a62c98/t/534fc9ebe4b05a88e5fbab70/1397737963288/2013%20iFHP
%20FINAL%204%2014%2014.pdf In 2012, 11 of 12 new approved cancer drugs cost more than $100,000 per year, nearly
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"Indeed, rising healthcare costs are the number one contributor to the U.S. government’s projected long-term budget
deficits…..Leaked draft TPP texts – an intellectual property chapter, investment chapter and healthcare annex – contain
expansive rules that would constrain the ability of the U.S. government to reduce medicine prices. Getting these terms into the
TPP was a key objective of large U.S. pharmaceutical corporations that stand to reap monopoly profits from expansive patent
terms and restrictions on government cost containment efforts. This incentive may explain why pharmaceutical corporations
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Nader on Ebola: "What of the immensely profitable drug companies—coddled with huge tax credits and billions of dollars in
taxpayer-funded drug development given away free to selected pharmaceutical corporations like Pfizer and Bristol-MyersSquibb? They have long avoided doing work on vaccines because, unlike life-style drugs such as Viagra or those for chronic
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commensurate with the premium they’ve lost over the balance of their working lives from the phaseout of nuclear power?
….Commerce involves risk, which means exposure to loss, yet foreign investors want, and seem able to get, “heads I win, tails
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"With the rapid growth in these treaties – today there are more than 3,000 in force – a specialist industry has developed in
advising companies how best to exploit treaties that give investors access to the dispute resolution system, and how to structure
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