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Almost an EU army: Italy joins the
clamour!

Now lItaly has added a new twist to the debal
about an EU army, calling for a coalition
membercountries willing to establish
permanentjoint military force.
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defence and foreign affairs, stops short
calling for an EU armyan idea the British have
argued strenuously against. But by pushing
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include a prmanent European force the lItalia
proposal goes further than many othg
countries have shown an eagerness to do.

The position was presented during 48
informal meeting of EU defence ministers
Bratislava, where memberountries tried to
find a sometime elusive common ground o
military co2 LISN} G A2y @ NJA i
defence, Michael Fallon, reiterated the gover
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also to a plan for a common militar
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operations.

The Italian government insists that close-c
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transatlantic relationship is and will remain the
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underlined at the recent EU Council meeting in
[®Warsaw attended by the Taomelt who did
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]

w

a |

The ltalian idea builds on a proposal the
two ministers made in August in a joint letter
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wording that means to start establishing -co
operation outside the EU treaties. It also comes
after France and Germany made their own joint

call for enhancing defence -aperation
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minister, Matteo Renzi, was critical of other EU
leaders after a summit earlier this mithnin
which European countries pledged to work
toitether on defence and securjty, Renzi felt
th
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The new Italian proposal says that
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, enabling capabilities, could establish a joint

¢ permanent  European Multinationalv Forcg
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the EU headquarters for military and civilian
Noperationg an idea at present being discussed
Namong membecountries andd g A £ £ NB LINS

the initial nucleus of a future European
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, among countries over how far to go in-co
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pragmatic steps that we can take within the
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After the meeting she said that, despite
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British concerns voiced in public about th
plans for EU defence emperation,a | £ £ -{
S A 3 Kniembercountries agreed to work
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much as we can, as long as we can at twer
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So our trilateralist minister for defencq
obviously agreed as well, despite all the blat
about our longdead neutrality.

The Italian propsal also addresses doubts

about whether EU countries would be willing
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financial incentives to European military -c
operative projects aimed at achieving need
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help countries bear the cost of new militan
spending. Talk of an EJA RS (| E
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Perhaps protesting too much, the Italian
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proposal stopped short of calling foan EU
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in a breakfast | have had with French al
German colleagues we have agreed that th
document has many pots in common with
this one. Also in the meeting today mar
ministers have backed both the Germ&mench
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Even though the specifics of how to boo

funding were different, she said, the Italian
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strengthen also in terms of funding the settin

D

D
L

Ay Otz

eup of a European defencX and there is a
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zExtract from Opening remarks by High

trRepresentative/VicePresident Federica
‘Mogherini at the EU Ambassadors Conference
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So, | think that we have the political space

today to do things that were not really doable

in the previous years. My intention is to

(o)

present, before the end of the year, an
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ambitious, the highest possible ambitious level,

anambitious implementation plan on security

Cand defence, including a few clear elements.

One: how we make full use of the existing
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Y Treaties, how to make use of the huge potential

of what we have already, from an institutional _
point of view.The Strategy merdns the Battle a
groups, and the need to remove the obstacles
to their deploymentBut we have also other
issues like structured eoperation., or how to
best implement an article we use already,
article 42.7, or an article we have never used,
article 44.1is not an exhaustive list: it is just to
give you a flavour of what I intend to put on the
table.
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y Shared Vision, Common Action: A Stronger
Europe
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hdnent (CETA) between the EU and Canada and
Lithe proposed Transatlait Trade and Invest

ment Partnership (TTIP).

NO DEAL: Why Unions
Oppose TTIP & CETA
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ss has also
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I\Published a briefing
y L]Jnions Oppose TTIP
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Yand CETME


http://eeas.europa.eu/headquarters/headquarters-homepage/9470/opening-remarks-at-the-eu-ambassadors-conference-shared-vision-common-action-a-stronger-europe_en
http://eeas.europa.eu/headquarters/headquarters-homepage/9470/opening-remarks-at-the-eu-ambassadors-conference-shared-vision-common-action-a-stronger-europe_en
http://www.ictu.ie/press/diary/2016/10/04/congress-briefing-for-tds-senators-on-ttip-ceta/
http://www.ictu.ie/download/pdf/no_deal.pdf
http://www.ictu.ie/download/pdf/no_deal.pdf
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Seanad

""" Eireann
CETA motion to be debated in the Seanad th
same day

Tha Seanad Eireann,
Being concerned
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EU member states should sign or support, in
the coming weeks, an agreement allowing
GLINRGA&AZ2Y I E | LILX AOLI
Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA)
between Caada and the EU.

Notes

w ¢KFEdG /9¢! A& 2yS
trade agreements which includes the
Transatlantic Trade and investment Partnersh
(TTIP) and that the EU Trade Commissioner |
RSAaONAGSR /9¢! &
ambitious Traé Agreement the EU has ever
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in Ireland, an Investor State Dispute Settleme
court (ISDS) which could place significant
charges on public funds.

2

wThat there has been a lack of clear public
communication as to the exact or agreed scoy

the public that provisional application will not
open Ireland up to potential ISDS procedures.

w ¢ Kdordinglto@rticle 30.8.4 of CETA,
should either the EU or Canada terminate
provisional application of CETA, companies

niewould still have three years during which they
could use ISDS mechanisms to sue member
states, including Ireland.

w ¢KIFG 0K SypBeerKdpgiopnat (i
impact assessment as to the potential | )
implications of CETA across a number of key K I
areas, including Public Procurement.

G CKEG FEGK2dZAK GKS sLINE G
an important aspect of EU regulatory practice,
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appear anywhere in CETA.
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Recognises
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pexpresseql within Irelqnd and across Europe in
NBEFaA2y G2 /9¢! YR aay,
; trade agreements such as TTIP. This incIudqu 2 %

serious concerns raideby health organisations

and those working in the food sector, growing
| community activism and firm opposition to

=+

i CETA from environmental groups and unions U A
Nincluding the Irish Congress of Trade Unions.
w ¢KFId GKSNBX Aa adNepy3a 2

among locahuthorities across the EU, and in
Ireland a growing number of local authorities
’€including Clare County Council and Dublin City
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taken at the European Court of Justice (ECJ) and

regarding the EtSingapord-ree Trade .

Agreement and whether member state Calls on the Irish Government

ratification is required for its implementation. A w ¢2 Yy SAGKSNI | MBS G2 &A:
ruling is expected in 2017. GLINREGA&GA2Y T | LILX AOIF GAZ2Y.
w CKIG GKS LNAAK D20& g Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA) or any g
GKFG GOKS 2dai02Y8 27 associated invocatiqn (_)f Article 218.5 of the Y
impact on the scope of provisional applica 2 y Treaty on the Functioning of the EU.

of CETA. w ¢2 dzLJK2fR ! NOAOES HpDp
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scope of provisional application, the Irish

any international agreement involving a charge

Govermment is not in a position to fully assure

upon public funds unless the terms of the



agreement shall have been approved by Dail
. ANBI Yy ®¢

Senator Alice Mary Higgins, Senator Grace
hQ{dzZ t AGly> { Syl Gd2NJ
Frances Blacke8ator Colette Kelleher

Scrap CETA now! No provisional
application!

A¢CKS tIFNIASE KSNBoe
Xét CETA, article 1.4.
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of, but few understand: the very Term |
dubious, and in itsordinary Acceptation, not
& dzf T A OA Sy (rtDaniel DiefadAl Phay’
of the English Commer¢&728).

The Comprehensive Economic and Trg
Agreement (CETA) between the EU and Can:
like other looming megdreaties, is a com
prehensive vehicle for expding the scope of
transnational investment by rolling back th
capacity of governments to regulate in t
public interest.

The attack on democratic governance is n
restricted to the notorious investestate
dispute settlement (ISDS) mechanism, whi
privileges transnational capital by creating |a
parallel legal system exclusive to transnatior]
investors: the invasive claims of transnation
investors permeate the entire treaty.

Canada and the EU are already among |
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comprehensive deregulatory project. It exposes

existing regulations and policies in Canada and

the EU to challenges by investordirectly

s ?rwh I§P @%rec §f1;qugﬁ| chBcﬂfat

- drive stateto ate dispute ‘mechanisms.
also closes off the use of essential policy tools
that progressive governments will need in
order to reverse the social destruction that is
feeding an authoritarian and xenophobic right.

Sa LILHe ?reaty S‘w S Aran ex%ﬁdgd dgflr'}hlmﬁ2 S
of investment, which broadens its scope
ybEyondl &xistid tredties éhieblE Canada Raid
sthe EU. It is virtually identical to the leaked
draft investment chapter in the Transatlantic
STRadet and Investment Partnership (TTIP), and
its ISDS novision may be used by American

companies with subsidiaries in Canada.
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that an investor owns or controls, directly or
indirectly, that has the characteristics of an
gy osaiysSyi ot
pda, The characteristics of an investment include
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for, cultivate, extract or exploit natural
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al A corporation need only emonstrate a
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héegulatory obstacles to realising that expect
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the laws and regulations constructed ov
decades of struggle to limit corporate pow
and to support the services and policies need
to defend workers, itizens, and the environ
ment.

CETA is an investment treaty embedded i

fHowdl freatment set out in the investment
rchapter apply to governments at every level,
rerasing 8 f NBAUIGNAROGA2Ya&a- AY
RAZONAYAY I GA2Yy dE ¢ KS NE
ments from managing foreign investment for
distinct objectives, and prohibits any restrict

lons on the repatriation of profits.
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right of governments to regulate in the publi

thousands of entries blur the distinction
between public and private and between
manufacturing and servise Standstill and

ratchet clauses freeze existing levels of prvat
isation, making it difficult, and costly, for
governments to take privatised services back
into public hands.
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not restricted to services. Governmenmust
ensure that any regulatory restrictions they
LY NGOG 6 N | F B NI R BIG (kR Y 2
c delay the supply of a service, or the pursuit of
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interest, but investors are guaranteeflt Y& 2 0KSNI SO2y2YAO0 I OlGA@.
SELI yRSR GFFANI FyR S dadyili O ¢t et Yon Videknical ¥ R
LNBGSOGAZY FAFAYAG i [Kriefs horhub RRGIbs hsifs brBBGBIR + G 1 2

of anticipated profits through the adoption of 1, stipulating that technical regulations must

new laws and regulations. The disput ea y2i 08 Yeatithe thanindessary
setlement body will determine whetherl &2 T4 FaA¢ | fSAAGAYIOS 2.
indirect expropriation has occurred through fa
& F b&3éd inquiry that takes into consid The chapter on government procurement
eration, among other factors: the extent tp WIdens corporate penetration into govem .
which the measure or series of measurps! SY 0 & I ; ,S@S NE frBtgi@l o @
interferes with distinct, reasonable investment U NBI GYSy ie Ly R LINE KA OAUA
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. L. R 201t RS@St2LIYSyldé

LYRANBOUG 2NJ aNBx3Idzf | 2NBE__SFIINPIINRLI A2V E KI a
enabled a growing number of successful ehjal Want to defend
lenges by investors to publinterest laws,
regulations and court decisions through
investa-to-state legal cases.

Public services are exemptém require
ments regarding market access, national No
treatment and performance and the mes
favourednation provisions only to the exten
GKEG  GKSe I NB 6Ok NN& | TR #StopCETA
commercial basis nor in competition with one =
2NJ Y2NB SO2y2YAOis tBelJS N¥ha FinhBcidlé servicds Achapter allows for
phantom publiesector carveout established in| t 2 2 8 St & RSTFAYSR & LINHzZRSY
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ment on Trade in Services (GATS) agreement.

As there are pockets of private business |if?

most public services, few meet these criteri
The parties must exiitly reserve the service
they wish to exclude i K S
approactt based on the United Nation
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market share of financial institutions, even
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with respect to foreign and national investors.
‘Governments seeking to restrict the intro
d?)\d@é”‘%%é%ﬁ YSé FTAYLIYOALf

the size of financial corpotians, will find that

Central Product Classification (1991), whdsdnancial corporations, through CETA, have

insured themselves against regulatory risk.



The chapter on regulatory eoperation
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unaccountable Regulatory &@peration Forum,
which institutionalises corporate lobbying. Th
forum isgiven the task of reducing the costs
O2YLX Al yOSz SELX 2NAY
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for levelling protection.

D2@SNYyYSyi(a publicinforeK
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the information is shared with leglators or
the publid £ £ G oA dGK2dzi A
each Pay to carry out its regulatory, legislativg
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nology Yy S dzit Mlrefquirement at odds with
the vague promise in the chapter on trade ar
the environment, in which the parties comm
0§ KSYaSt g&aperate (i@ means to
promote energy efficiency and the develol
ment and deployment of lovearbon and other
cimateF NA Sy Rt & GSOKy2f 2

The provisions of the treaty cease to app

180 days after notice of intention to terminatg.

However, chapter 8 (wrestment) remains in
force for a full twenty years!

e
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Parliaments?
parliaments?

Who negqls

Sign the European Initiative now: wenwstop-ttip.org

After the Brexit vote the EU Commissid
announced that CETAdue to be signed at the
EUCanada summit in late Octobemwould be
GNBFGSR | a | GYAESR

memberstates as well as by the main EU

NiRhsStationsii But thélBownahigsloly Has prapdséd
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EU Council and EU Parliament, meaning that its

isinvestment provisions would apply for some

pfyears before full ratification, and even if one or
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q is®measure, and in fact explicitly called for it.

It means that even if the agreement is event

g rejécié@® we can still be sued under the
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during the period of provisioriaapplication.
YThelighwérAmerit EuBports @ Jdsifiot her2by
> CETA becomes law before its approval by the
A BaH, and even if it is rejected by the Dail!
K S &Trade Ndsons (a@d theirScivsidcietp allies
are unanimous in calling for the removal of
diSDS from the treét® ¢KS 9! [/ 2YY)
t rebranding of ISDS as an investment court fails

to eliminate its fundamental toxicity and should
D be rejected on similar grounds.

But ISDS is only one element, albeit a major
APEPEX v 91 Qs O2YLINBKSY
lygrab. Transni@onal investors can press their
claims through statdo-state dispute mechan
Aavyas a dGKS 2¢hQa 5A4&aLd
demonstrates. The wide claims of transnational
investors are systematically built in to the
treaty; corporate confiscation of democratic
governance links the chapters.

ISDS cannot be surgically excised to leave a
text that then somehow serves as a vehicle for
a progressive trade agenda. Nor can a sweeping
OKFNILSNI 2F Ay@Saiaz2NmRQ Of
inserting stronger provisions to defdnlabour
rights or protect the environment. CETA is
fundamentally hostile to democracy and the
labour movement; it has to be scrapped, not
A YLINE OSR®é

Behind CETA, of course, lurks TTIP. Should
TTIP fail, many of its ambitions can be realised
thiougNJECE ™ el mdjorityNBF |j Alnerddny 3

approval by the national parliaments of H

Utransnationals have Canadian subsidiaries with
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to feed their growing appetites. Europe
corporations can sue the government

to attack European regulations they fin
AYyO2y@SYASYi(izI NBAYT?2
regulation.

CETA

For decades,
purely defensive battles against the néberal
trade and investmentagenda; we lack ar
agenda of our own. Lost ground will not 4

labour has been fightiy

reclaimed on what is fundamentally hostil
territory. Crisis, stagnation and the longe
investor strike in recent history will not b
reversed through stronger doses of ne
liberalism. Substaml programmes of publig

investment are needed to address mas

unemployment, inequality, disintegrating
public services, and climate change. CETA

its flanking treaties virtually preclude them;

and that is why we must oppose CETA just
vigorously as & oppose TTIP.
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The Greek Parliament has just passed a bill t
privatise water and electricity facilities, lessq
regulation of the electricity market, and furthe
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the EU. They can use ISDS and other provisjons
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Carada but can also use Canadian subsidiaries
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In total, the bill includes 13 measures out of
the 15 that the Greek government agreed to
adopt in May at the conclusion of the first
review of the baHout agreed in 2015 with the
EU, the EU Central Bank, the European Stability
Mechanism, and the International Monetary
Fund.

The Greek authorites and the EU
Commission also recently agreed on the nomin
Gation of the three Greek members of the
privatisation board that was set up as part of
the agreement.

e
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The measure will open the way for an aid
tL I O113S 2F endy oAffA
O2YAy3a 6SS1atT
disbursed after theadoption of the bill. The
decision could be taken at the next meeting of
dhe Euro Group (the finance ministers of the
euro zone) on 10 October, if creditors are

ansd"ttisfied with the details of the measures.

A meeting of the Euro Working Group, the
asxpertlevel part of the Euro Group, will soon
take place to examine the bill and give a first
AYRAOFGAZY 2F GKS_ONBR

A lUnlée7r\ t%eyMayzag;:reem[()arll\tl, an% after the

adoption of the first two prior actions on
tpensions and tax, Greece received a tranche of
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to help clear domestic arrears.
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Greek MPs have just approved th
concession of a large part of the former Athe
national airport at Elliniké to an internationg
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ethe EU Central Bank and the IMF) imposed a
nghird debt deal on Greece, whereby it was
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t 21



imposed by the Troika in 2012 had addjf
YSIENI& empc O0AftAZ2Y
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billion in Troika loans over a period of five
years, from 2010 to 2015.

The quesbn is, Who is benefiting from the

ceodpH OAfEfAZ2YK LGQa v
economy and the Greek people, then whq
And have we seen the last of Greek debt crisé

hyS YAIKG GKAY]
would have helped Greece to recover frahe
global recession of 20@89, the second
European recession of 20413 that followed,
and the Europewide chronic, stagnant ecen
2YAO 3ANRBGGK SGOSNI aa
billion in debt the Troika piled on Greece h
actually impoverished Greece even thaer,
condemning it to eight years of econom
depression, with no end in sight.
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T2 N
successive debt agreements the Troika h
required Greece to cut government spendir
on social services, to eliminate hundreds
thousands of government jobs, to lower thg
wages of public and privatgector workers, to

¢ 2 LJ- &

reduce the minimum wage, to cut an
SEAYAYIFI(GS LISyarzyas

health insurance contributions, and to p4g
higher sales and local property taxes.
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©Greek debtr has not been employed for the

benefit of the Greek people, or to help the

2 Greek economy recover from its eight years of
AépreRBidbidSith@sSydne to Pay tilepiincipalr@ D N
p?interest on previous Troika debt, as that debt

pSRRas been piled on prior debt irrder to pay for
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A recently published study has revealed

where all the interest and principal payments
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directly to European bankers and investors, and

Vt® She  Troiki(l instifuflos, WHICK in etormp T

ngndirectly recycle it back to private bankers and

investors.
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School of Management and Technology shows
that more than 95 per cent of the initial Troika
loans to Greece wentot pay principal and
interest on prior Troika loans, or to bail out
Greek private banks (owned by other European
banks, or indebted to them), or to pay off
European private investors and speculators.
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actually pent i reece. . A
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All detaily, full amahysis
QA and saurces available onfine:
w0 cat/Ballout

The so-called

Rescue of Greece

g Troika saves banks,
of
nY wrk ke B d al a{lar
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required Greece to sell off its government recent (third) Greek debt deal of August 2015

owned utilities, ports and transport systems {
belowmarket prices.
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billion lent to Greece last year, the study
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way to Greek buseholds.



The cost to Greece eight years later
DNBESOSQa dzySYLX 28YSyi|
years, is 24 per cent. The youth unemployme

rate still hovers above 50 per cent. Wages ha v8

fallen by 24 per cent for those fortunate
enough to still have work

The collapse of wages is due not only tc I3
offs or government and private business wag

cutting (both of which have occurred singe

2010) but also to the shifting of feiilme to
part-time work. Fultime jobs have collapseq
by 27 per cent, the lowestver, while partime

jobs have risen by 56 per cent, the highest ever.

The poorest and most vulnerable worke
and households have seen their minimu
wages reduced by 22 per cent since 2012,
the orders of the Troika. And pensions for th
poorest havebeen reduced by approximately
the same. All this to squeeze Greek worke
households and small businesses in order
NELI & AyiSNBad 2y RSq
bankers, and to private investors.

None of the debt, austerity, depression an
collap®e of incomes existed before the TroiK
intervened in Greece, beginning in 201
DNBESOSQa NriGA2z2 2F RS
per cent in 2007 roughly where it had been
every year for the entire preceding decad
1997¢2007.
euro-zone country, and better than most.
rose in 2008 to 109 per cent because of t
global recession, accelerating to 146 per cent
Hamn AGK GKS FANRID
billion; it then surged to more than 170 p¢g
cent in 2011, where it has rermaed ever since,
Fa Fy23dKSNJ oAf f
loans in 2012 and 2015.

€EHCT

It was no worse than any othe

DNBESOSQa RSo i
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austerity cuts demanded by the Troika. Nor can
it be attributed to excessive wages or too many
public jobs, as both of these have declined by a

AYquarter as debt has accelerated.

e
The debt is Troika loans forced on Greece in

order for Greece to payrincipal and interest
j on previous loans forced on the country.

i G2 (GKS GCNRALFS

And still no relief (201§16)

dWhat happened a year ago, in the third Troika
adebt deal of August 2015, was the same as

pK I LJLJSYSR AY HamH YR HnA
RiSodiz sbdt | BRIy §BusBNG S Q
lofS RSO0G 2F e€eono oAffA
- August the country had to implement the

r following even more severe austerity measures:

9 dzNR

M
S
2

 wgenerate a budget surplus of 3% per cent of
'&GDP, from which to repay Troika dehte.

N 62 dzi mayead A f f A 2

CNRAJ] I RSO U RSI § 2F €

MM
wraise sales tax to 24 per cent, plus more tax

=

AyONsl_Sa 2y al GARSyYyAy3
soes/for Igwedncomepeugepoldsy v ¢ N A | 1
WAYUGNRRdAzOS 4KIFG GKS ¢NP

LISY & A 2 y1 i.MEoTcat Nérisions up to 2%

per cent of GDP, or abdu e noy O0Aff AZ2Y
and abolish minimum pensions for the lowest

paid and the annual supplemental pension
grants;

WA Y iNRRdzOS GgARS NI y3aAS
GNBFT2NXYaZE AyOf dZRAY3a a4y

bargaining, easier mass sackings, new limits on



strikes and the sacking of thousands mo
S OKSN& | LI NI 2 7F

wcut health services and convert 52,000 mo
jobs to parttime; and

w

a

wintroduce what the Troika called a mor
G YOAGA2R2dzaé LINA DI GAa
is just a short list.

YR K2¢g KIFa DNBSOSQa

performed over the past year?

Greek government spending since August 2(
had further declined by 30 per cent by th
middle of 2016 except for military spending
GKIFIG KlFIa NRaASy o8& ¢

2015 net quarterly GDP has continued t
contract. Greek debt as a percentage of G
has risen further.

There are 83,000 fewer fdlime jobs (but
28,000 more partime jobs). Youth unempley
ment has risen from 49 to 50 per cen
Consumer spending has dropped by almbd
per cent as house prices deflate and busing
investment, exports and imports all slow.

In other words, the Greek econom
O2ylAydz$Sa G2 @2NASY
billion Troika debt and the more extrem
austerity measures imposed a year ago.

Is afourth Greek debt crisis inevitable?

¢CKS |yagSN Aa a, Saoe
3% per cent surplus from which to pay th
mountain of principal and interest on its debt.

Debt repayments in 2016 to the Troika wefe

minimal in 2016. In 20XA8, however, pater
RSolU0 NBLIe&YSyita ogAff
inability to repay will no doubt worsen whe
the next Europewide recession hits, which i
probable in 20118 as well.

The next Greek debt crisis may erupt even

before this, as a consequence of the déber
FGA2Yy Ay 9dz2NRPLISQA o6
RSSLISyAy3 LINRofSYa A
banking systems. Contagion elsewhere co

reanother Greek banking and debt crisis.
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14n emerging new financial imperialism?

€ By imposing austerity to pay for the debt, the
Troika has forced the Greek government to

P eéxthact ifcdnfe bl AidAIM from ksfwerkers andz3 dzad

D small businessasi.e. to exploit its own citizens

DB vy 1 KS ¢ N2 and thad&ransied tat T
income to the Troika anBuropean bankers and
investors.

¢ KIGQa AYLISNAI fhalbaits

f.a new kind, now arranged by state to state
(Troikato-Greece) financial transfers instead of

FSExploitation company by company at the point
of production. The magnitude of exploitati is

y greater and far more efficient.
R SWhAIARASS haph&n&d, an& Romfiues 1Y

E happen, in Greece is the emergence of a new
form of financial imperialism that smaller states
and economies planning to join larger free
iGN} RS T2ySa IyR daOdzZNNBy C
tieN &i8e0ckes tQ the/dplrior tie Syfd Nekdi S |

eto avoid at all costs, lest they too become like

Greece and increasingly detéépendent on

more powerful capitalist states with which they

decide to integrate economically

LJdzN

A A oA

L Wlth it forms of exploitation as well. It begins as

safreei NF RS T2yS 2N aO0dAadzy
currency is then added, or comes to dominate,

within the freetrade customs union.

A currency union eventually leads to the
I ngedd Noy” 8 singlé Kaih§ Yiniort witRin tiieK S
yegiob.(Ceritrél bedak mongary polgyNdndizap £ Q3
ildheing determined by the dominant economy

quickly spill over to Greece, precipitatingand state. The smaller economy loses control of

1

0



its currency, banking, and monetary policies.

Banking union leads, of necessity, to a fof
of fiscal union. Smaller membestates now
lose control not only of their currency an
banking systems but eventually of tax a
ALISYRAY3 a ¢Stfao ¢K
LINEGSOG2Nr GSa¢e 2F (K
statet as Greece has now become.

CETA is bad fgrour health!

In a speech on the Comprehensive Economia A y RA NB O

and Trade Agreement (CETA) between the
and Canada, the president of the H
Commission, Jea@laude Juncker, called it th
most progressive trade agreement the EU R
ever negotiated. In fact it p@s a serious threat
to health services, and is just one example
the detrimental effects of CETA if it should |
ratified.

Both the EU Commission and the Canad
government are attempting to sell CETA ag
modern, less threatening trade agreement
the implication being that it is safer than TT
(which will probably be renamed before thg
try to foist it on us again).

EUROPE: CETA PUTS YOUR
FOOD SAFETY AT RISK

In just one example, CETA is a threat
public health in that it features the sam
provisions on investor protection an(
investment arhiration that the EU wants to
incorporate in TTIP. There is a definite risk th
T just like TTIP these provisions could inhibi
decisionmaking in the public interest in man
areas, including that of health.

While investosstate dispute settlement
(ISDS) which would allow foreign companie
to sue governments in shadowy arbitratio
tribunals for public policy measures thg
infringe on their rights as foreign investors

0
1dundertaken a reform of ISDS that has found its
Sway it 8¢ CETA @@arid renared 2t ythe Y A O

osed inclusion in TTIP, CETA already contains
uch provisions and this has largely escaped
the attention of the public.

Although the Commission has recently

SnveRt@erith gourty” syste® QES)2 & forimgr R
problems reman. These include the ability of
FNDBAGNI G2NR (2 AydSNLINBIG
NAIKGE & aFFAN FyR Sldz

SELINBLINR I GA2Yc

Eldtrinsic bias of a system where arbitrators rely

Ufor their income on repeat custom fro foreign

e companies (which are the only ones that can

afitiate proceedings) brings the impartiality of
the socalled court into question. Of course it
oklso infringes upon and diminishes the sover
peeignty of memberstates.

ISDS in CETA (even when rebrandedCS)

awill potentially constrain EU membe& (I 4§ Sa Q
goverrments when it comes to introducing
public policy measures that threaten corporate
Pprofits. Both TTIP and CETA go far beyond the
y traditional tariff reductions of olestyle trade
agreements one of the crucial reasons why
they are so dangerous.

18%

of people polled in Ireland ™
want a referendum on

TTIP & GETA

UPLIFT

~

VS

Despite being carefully wrapped in soft

at
[g22tfte GFL€t]1 o0& GKS [/ 2YYA
y the ISDS or ICS provisions in CETA have in fact
as many sharp teeth as the TTIP proposals.
Canada has previously taken the tltourt in
L a stateto-state dispute settlement in the World
Trade Organization for European asbestos
¢ legislation, and Canadian mining companies
have actively used ISDS for compensation.

=]

has got a lot of attention because of its pro

Furthermore, when ISDS or ICS has been
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institutionalised in CETA, ng American| the health service. While governments would
business that opens a company based |[ithave the right to regulate, this would not
Canada would be able to sue the governmegnpreclude the threat of compensation claims. In
of an EU membestate. addition, Ireland has not bothered to exclude

Taxes on soft drinks and on fatty foods arehealth services entirely from CETA, which it

an evidencebased way to contribute to theg could have done.

prevention of the impending epidemic df The CETA agreement includes obligations
chronic digases in Europe caused by increasingvith respect to pharmaceuticals and might lead
20SaAriéexr FyR SELR&SH toiinkré&ses iNpharfacedt2ad fribkds. Wegbtli Q&
guff when in the same week it can call for theiators preferred to submit to pressure from Big
provisional application of CEfAhe imple | Pharma to stregthen intellectual property
mentation of its provisions before it is voted oh provisions and increase profits than to make

in the Dailt and launch a muhpoint | more medicines available at lower prices.

programme for tackling obesity. The desperation of the Commission itself in

However, with increased powers for ISD$ortraying CETA as a progressive, loveable trade
cases arising in CETA (and, of course, TTIByreement hot on the heels of the current
LINE L2 Al fa adzOK I a OK|S@and saSIiKgy,Yidnpdradyd colagsd af TRAA Y ]
AYRdAzZAGNE € Sgé& 2NJ 4 &[dzeédddo Bel takén intd laécound By mdmb& S NJ
threat if drinks companies sue for indire¢t states when considering its ratification.
expropriation. CETA would eliminate tariffs gn
soft drinks entirely, which runs in direct contra
diction to the priceincreasing aims of taxe
such as the sugar tax. The EU at present apy
a tariff of 9.6 per cent on imports of soft drink
from Canada andhe United States.

The government should not be voting in
f favour of CETA if it is committed to creating a
> healthy country. Otherwise it will merelyeb
II(f‘écilitating a pack of wolike corporations and
SIawyers ready to take actions against the
implementation of policies designed to
Even the interim trade sustainability impa¢tenhance public health. But then Irish govern
assessment conducted on behalf of thements have always sided with corporations
Commission for TTIP found that the consumagainst the people.
ption of such unhealthy products could
increase if tariffs are eliminated. Tobaccp,
alcohol and food lobbyists wé to ensure that .'. A A A .
the two agreements put a freeze on policigs 2¥ UKS tS2Ld S5Qa
designed to prevent obesity and chronjc on Facebook?

disease, for fear of loss of profits. www.facebook.com/peoplesmovementireland

CETA would probably affect the way th

At ) . .
health services are managed in both Canadgosnla anvd AKOSCD/g'Ve th? “? EO ,EU o
and the EU. The public healthstgms in both| @ LIS OS LINE2SOue YeuK

areas can be excluded from CETA servicgsy o x y2i 2dzad LNIZ { &N
commitments. destroyed by Western intervention. Although

However, the first use of negative listing infal KSNB Aa FFNJ fSaa Lzt Ao
free-trade area by the EU means that amyinterventions in Bosnia and Kosovo, these cases

future health services would not be excludadclearly demonstratethe problems with inter
from the rules of the trade agreement. vention and the limitations of external rule.

Furthermore, he investment protection| oty cases are notable because, like Irag,
chapter in CETA extends to all sectors, mcluo‘ml%ey are widely presented as examples of

Why not become a friend
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www.facebook.com/peoplesmovementireland

succeshul intervention and posintervention | Army to secede from Serbia. In 2008 Kosovo
governance. Yet both Bosnia and Kosovo arformally declared independence from Serbia,
collapsing iternally. As has happened in Irag,and it has since been recognised by most EU
the EU has set up facades of democracy in bptmembetstates. Now gen relations with Serbia
states, in which rule is by a corrupt politicalare normalising following théBrussels Agree
elite chosen by the EU. ment. The only problem is that rRone wants to

Not only was the Bosnian state created )}'Ve there any more.
the United States and the EU, following the In the last few months thousands of Kosov
breakup of Yugslavia and the bloody civil wars Albanians have been leaving Kosovo to claim
that followed, but it is a country that continues asylum in Germany and other places. An estim
to be controlled by the EU through the office pfated 50,000 people(out of a population of
GKS 9! Q&4 aKAIK NBLINEG j&yuil 1.8imillidrd kave left Kire tKeAbaginingB LIN.
entative has just recently announced that, of this year.

twenty years after the end of thBosnian war, E

the office is still vital. This is because withoEt
EU rule the Bosnian state would no longer

Speculation abounds as to why Kosovo is
‘now unravelling. The immediate cause is

exist. The antgovernment riots that broke out
ly
@robably the changes in visa arrangements with

Bosnia is a moribund country with hig
unempbyment, high levels of corruption, and
totally disillusioned and disaffected citizenr
This should come as no surprise. After t
breakup of Yugoslavia the EU set up a syst
in which rule was sustained through ethnjc
groups, led by Effavoured polititans. The only
way in which the West could cobble together
Bosnian state was in effect to bribe a Musliy
Serbian and Croatian political elite.

1995-2007 BREAK UP

O =

W o <<

last spring showed that the state can barg
erbia, which make it easier for citizerof

function.

Kosovo to leave. But the deeper, underlying
jcauses are numerous. Kosovo has a 60 per cent
unemployment rate for young people. It is a
'small state run by a clique of racketeers and
murderers, and there is no economic plan
beyond personal enrichment.

>

iy

208
sLovENA ” FRR G2 GKS YAEZ GKS
CROATIA Vot alaarzy Ay Y2a2@2¢ 09! [ 9
St R EU police and civilian resources in Kosovo, has
sty re e BOSHU- | YuGOSLAVIA itself been embroiled in a vast corruption
MUSLIN.CROAT sERDIA a0l yRIf® 9! [ 9 Aa-policKS 9!

mission, set up following indepdence in 2008
and the winding up of the United Nations
mission, UNMIK. It employs 1,600 people and

MOMTENEGRD

Koaoen

Adridtic San MACEDONIA COStse M M N Y)\ f f Z\ 2 y S | o K é S I N-
9! [ 9- Q& igrastghRHinGNS vast. Its
Meanwhile a quiet crisis is occurring jn€20 Aa U2 asu dz2J FyR 29

Kosovo. This too is a state that only exigt$ystem, police, and border controls, maintain
the rule of law, integrate minorities, and invest

1999 NATO went to war in support of thelgate and prosecute war crimes, corruption,

because of Western midiry intervention. In

military campaign by the Kosovo Liberatig
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nand organised crime. Unfortunately, because of


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brussels_Agreement_%282013%29
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brussels_Agreement_%282013%29
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/europe/kosovo/11426805/Exodus-from-Kosovo-Why-thousands-have-left-the-Balkans.html
https://euobserver.com/investigations/126468
http://www.eulex-kosovo.eu/

corruption within EULEX itself, illegality an
murder have boomed. The governmenstill
run by the KLAhas conducted largscale
harassment of Serbs and Roma, and |
engaged in serious humaights abuses and
political murders.

Moreover, despite a wealtlof evidence of

political murders, embezzlement and corrupt 5 &

ion at the highest levels of government, EUL

has singularly failed to prosecute any important-

figures. According tcsome observers EULEX
AGasStFT KLFLa Y2NB 2N
political elite, and has also been accused
covering up corruption within its own ranks.

In Kosovo as in Bosnia, Western inte

vention, which virtually created thesgates, is
the only force keeping them together. The H
has created an elite that owe their position f
Western intervention. Democratic processes
these countries are stagmanaged, with no
real political process or connection to the
citizens.

IdEU army command should be based in
Brussels, says Germany

iasermany  would  support Bresls as
KSIRIljdzZE NISNE 2F +y 9!
military force is formed, a spokesperson for the
German ministry of defence has said. A

G LIS NXY' | ysyu A0NFGS3aAAO 9!
odzAt G Ay Nbzia St aze ¢
E{fistitutions are also basadl & ¢ KS 02 Y Yl y i
ommon Security and Defence Policy (CSDP)
mission re%\wres an appr £nate prOX|m|ty to,

f 3% g & Kd ai Aaz%%éa

I T

The BJ has a stake in maintaining th
fiction that these are democratic, functionin
and selfgoverning societias poster children,
y2 fSaaz F2N 0SySo2
GSYiA2yé YR 0dKS
normative style of changing societies throu

influence and example rather than outright

rule.

Having set up their political systems a
slotted an agreeable elite into them, the E
rules these states through opaque a

unaccountable systems of bureaucratic orgdn .

isation. These systems sit above the fcdi

process, but every step of the way they all Wy,

the EU to disavow its own control.

However, as we have seen in Iraq, the r
consequences of this kind of external ru
cannot be hidden. Citizens either vote wi
their feet and try to get out of theauntry or
become increasingly angry and disaffected.

It is only when the citizens of Bosnia af
Kosovo take their future into their own hand
that things can get better.

Germany and France both support the
creation of an EU military force with head
quarters in Brussels. The German minister of
efence, Urs Le en er

nld Fre
n rpaﬂ %;; IBra ﬁaves /{h it SN
Qolleadués ge p?oBo%ai‘ vs)th% %aﬁs
of a common army for the bloc and its
command structure.
The president of the EU Commission, Jean
CIClaude Junckehas expressed his support for
Uthe proposal, telling members of the EU Parlia
ment in Strasbourg that the lack of a
GLISNXY I ySyd  &dNHzO( dzNEB ¢ N.

resources, and that a common military force
aK2dZ R ©0S Ay O2Y¥YLX SYS
somehing also agreedo by Enda Kenny at the

alast Council meeting and that formed part of

ethe subsequent Warsaw declaration.

h Juncker wants to improve EU command and

control facilities and appears to be suggesting
that EU civil and military aspects of a given
ndmission should beun out of the same head

S quarters.
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http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/nov/06/eu-accused-over-kosovo-mission-failings

Meanwhile the British secretary of state fg
RSTSyOS: aAOKIFSt CIf
going to happen. We are full members of t
EU and we will go on resisting any attempt
asda  dzld Niha@ ledst wille2 theyp
continue to be members of the EU.

And last week the EU commissioner f
AYRdAzZAGNESY 9t00ASOl
countries to issue joint bonds to financ
military projects. That was two days aftdg
Juncker said he would propose a Europe
Defence Fund.

¢KSNBEQa | 0A3 NHzAK
the Irish government is sliding us in by the b

door while continually protesting our uselegs
neutrality. Smoke and mirrors, indeed!

¢CA{! YI1Sa Y201 SN
gl NYAy3e UNBI Oé

At the end of lasyear representatives of nearl
two hundred countries met in Paris t
negotiate a landmark treaty with the expregs

purpose of limiting global warming to no mo
than 1.5° from prandustrial levels.

2 .

br

[9)

¢CKS tFNAXaA ! ANBSYSy
promote univeral access to sustainabl
SySNEHeé¢ FyR Ffaz2 Ol

flows consistent with a pathway to low gree
house gas emissions and climagsilient
RSOSt 2LIYSy i ¢

Most of the pollution that is warming ou

atmosphere comes from the burning of co
oAfX YR 3lLad ¢KS | 3

e
to

Pwarld needsto phase out.
ASZzl2gall X

k3

that we start phasing out fossil fuels right away,

Swapping fossil fuels for renewables, however,
means a fundamental shift for the global
economy, one that big ksiness and some

governments will resist and undermine.

But that historic agreement is facing a fresh
thrgak globespanning trade treaties that could
handicap the use of renewable energies and
extend the life of the very fossil fuels that the
OFftf SR 2y
The latest of these freade deals that has
O02YS G2 (GKS Lizf A0Qa
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apervices Agreement (TiSA). Widely unnoticed

by the public, and negotiated in secret, TiSA
could be completed by the end of this year. .
SFme &t thd'ked! TIA dbeumentddEstibjett Y R

a fiveyear ban on publication after the
signing of the deal.

Like the TPP, TTIP and CETA treaties before
it, ZidA pférasts AP diive deregulation and
reduce national sovereignty to support global
trade.

Even more than TP, TiSA is shrouded in
mystery, its text a weljuarded secret, with
parties forbidden to release details of negot
iations until five years after the deal has taken

Tdsyiaa vorGAazya NBIdzA |
Where TTIP, CETA and TPP cover the trading

and we need to have done it entirely by 2050.0f goods and services, TiSA tacklesvises
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alone. It outlines rules for governing the cre
border trade in services and therefore th
services industry, which makes up more th
half the global economy, though the term

vague and could arguably be applied to ti

trade of certain goods asell.
Among other things, TIiSA will covg
financial services, -eommerce, information

and communications technology services, intg
national maritime transport services, computg
-related services, postal and courier servicq
and the government procuremermf services.

It is designed to create free trade betwee
more than fifty major economies, including th
entire Anglosphere and the EU and its memb
states. It could affect the lives of 1.8 billig
people.

The services sector produces intangil
goods, which makes the implications of thg
TiSA treaty far from straightforward.

Restricting the right to regulate

Although the right to regulate is mentioned i
TiSA, various obstacles are included th
restrict the ability of national governments t
do justthat.

When one party to the treaty attempts tqg
introduce a law or regulation, other parties cg
submit a challenge, taking the dispute to a Ti

panel to judge whether the proposed action |s

in fact necessary. The mechanism, called {
Gy SOSa a reduies ihd thé paéty tridg
to introduce the disputed policy must prov
GKFG A0 A& y20 | aRA
aSNIA OSa dé

This is an approach already employed
the World Trade Organization, but it almo
always delivers a verdict againsidditional
regulation. In fortyfour WTO cases in which th
right to regulate was challenged, the disputg
regulation was judged to be necessary of
once.

And so the deregulation measures in Ti{
could serve to stop the introduction of ney

e

si:rules, first by watering down the right of

national governments to regulate and then by
arsetting up a system that would probably lead to
sthe vetoing of many new laws.

ne
Trade deals to have supremacy over Paris

:rAgreement

”

Where the Paris Agreement has no means of
srenforcement, TiSA has. If a national govern
yrment is trying to introduce a new law or
psfegulation on a liberalised market, a fellow
member of TiSA can submit a challenge and
force the proposed action to survive the
"ay§0Saaridea GSadé I LILX ASR

er

This mans that, where the Paris Agree
ent relies on the good will of the parties, TiSA
)agas legally binding and enforceable mech
anisms that give it much more teeth than the
Paris Agreement.

The leader of the international TTIP
anpaign for Greenpeace NetherlandSusan
ohen Jehoram, has said of TiSA:

he a¢A{!>X fA1S 20GKSNJ
measures that tie the hands of the very policy
> makers who are trying to implement the Paris
AaQfdM EISIRS NIBHNINSYOSIiiede 2 v
wDeregulation: Muckneeded regulation by
byovernments to bindcorporatesector initiat
sth 9Sa gAff 0SS KENRSNI G2
agreed, so no stricter regulation would be
e allowed.
dot  aNF GOKSGé Ot tdas YSIy
Msuch as energy, drinking water, and education,
cannot be renationalised once élised and
SAherefore would always be profiriented.

=]
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¥ wDemocratic control and the ability to regulate
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by democratically elected governments wouldindustry having a say in health policy. Let those
be restricted, as corporate actors would have alecisions be made by the people via the
say in drafting and inhibiting new regulations3 2 SN}y YSy ia GKSe& St SOl d¢

that would tallenge their interests. Greenpeace has demanded thaty $-3 2 (i
wNo distinction can be made between cleangriations onTiSA and TTIP are stopped immed
and more harmful fossil fuels, making a phasingately and that CETA and TPP are voted down.
out of the most harmful ones, such as tar sands¢nstead of undermining climate policies, trade
oils and shale gas, impossible. agreements have to be designed to enhance

wTrade deals like TiSA will lead to an increase imate action. It is unacceptable for trade deals
trade n fossil fuels, while their trading and uge ke TiSA, TTIP or CETA to be negaiate

should be declining to meet the demands thsr(]acrecy, at the eiprentie oihordlr;ﬁry citizens and
the Paris climate negotiations and of the € environment. kamher than rowm_g away
planet environmental protection for the benefit of big

' business, all new trade agreements must put

abD223tS yR CIFOS02RHoth @lrﬁaﬁedéﬂwdﬂge YarR Utrandparéh& Ndont
YAYS LJNJ\QIOZ)haen Nmoﬂrﬁusal p:yR osyuN5¢g

Golyla akKz2dzZ R y2iavi
the fossil fuel mdustry involved in enviro Aéi:o?gcumms are })u%llsheo, c}[WVWWt'S&

mental policy is as senseless as the toba

t S2LJ SQa ams@dowsn/Qiescenbublin 9- www.people.ie
087 2308330 post@people.ie
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