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Almost an EU army: Italy joins the 
clamour! 

Now Italy has added a new twist to the debate 
about an EU army, calling for a coalition of 
member-countries willing to establish a 
permanent joint military force. 

 

 ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭΣ ŦǊƻƳ LǘŀƭȅΩǎ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊǎ ŦƻǊ 
defence and foreign affairs, stops short of 
calling for an EU armyτan idea the British have 
argued strenuously against. But by pushing for 
ŀ ά¦ƴƛƻƴ ƻŦ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ 5ŜŦŜƴŎŜέ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ 
include a permanent European force the Italian 
proposal goes further than many other 
countries have shown an eagerness to do. 

 The position was presented during an 
informal meeting of EU defence ministers in 
Bratislava, where member-countries tried to 
find a sometimes elusive common ground on 
military co-ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴΦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊ ƻŦ 
defence, Michael Fallon, reiterated the govern-
ƳŜƴǘΩǎ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ǘƻ ŀƴ 9¦ ŀǊƳȅ ōǳǘ 
also to a plan for a common military 
ƘŜŀŘǉǳŀǊǘŜǊǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ōƭƻŎΩǎ Ŏƻ-ordinated 
operations. 

 The Italian government insists that close co-
ƻǊŘƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ b!¢h ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŎǊǳŎƛŀƭΥ ά¢ƘŜ 

transatlantic relationship is and will remain the 
ōŜŘǊƻŎƪ ƻŦ ƻǳǊ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ǎŜŎǳǊƛǘȅΣέ ŀ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ 
underlined at the recent EU Council meeting in 
Warsaw attended by the Taoiseachτwho did 
not demur. 

 The Italian idea builds on a proposal the 
two ministers made in August in a joint letter 
ŎŀƭƭƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ŀ ά{ŎƘŜƴƎŜƴ ƻŦ ŘŜŦŜƴŎŜΣέ ŀ ŎƻŘŜŘ 
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 co-operation 
ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ƎƻƛƴƎ ǎƻ ŦŀǊ ŀǎ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ŀƴ ά9¦ ŀǊƳȅΦέ 

 LǘŀƭȅΩǎ ƴŜǿ ǇǳǎƘ ŎƻƳŜǎ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƳŜ 
minister, Matteo Renzi, was critical of other EU 
leaders after a summit earlier this month in 
which European countries pledged to work 
together on defence and security. Renzi felt 
that other leaders were not being bold enough. 

 The new Italian proposal says that 
άŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ƳŜƳōŜǊ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǿƛƭƭƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǎƘŀǊŜ 
forces, command and control, manoeuvre and 
enabling capabilities, could establish a joint 
permanent European Multinational Force 
ό9aCύΦέ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ άǇŜǊƳŀƴŜƴǘƭȅ ƻŦŦŜǊŜŘέ ǘƻ 
the EU headquarters for military and civilian 
operationsτan idea at present being discussed 
among member-countriesτand άǿƛƭƭ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ 
the initial nucleus of a future European 
ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊŎŜΦέ 

 ¢ƘŜ 9¦Ωǎ ŎƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴŜǊ ŦƻǊ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΣ 
Federica Mogherini, played down any divisions 
among countries over how far to go in co-
ordinating military operations, saying they 
would ŎƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀǘŜ ƻƴ άŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜΣ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴŀƭΣ 
pragmatic steps that we can take within the 
ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǘǊŜŀǘƛŜǎΦέ 

 After the meeting she said that, despite 
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British concerns voiced in public about the 
plans for EU defence co-operation, άŀƭƭ ǘǿŜƴǘȅ-
ŜƛƎƘǘέ member-countries agreed to work 
ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ άǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ǎǳǊŜ ƛǘ ƳƻǾŜǎ ŦƻǊǿŀǊŘ ŀǎ 
much as we can, as long as we can at twenty-
ŜƛƎƘǘΦέ 

 So our trilateralist minister for defence 
obviously agreed as well, despite all the blather 
about our long-dead neutrality. 

 The Italian proposal also addresses doubts 
about whether EU countries would be willing to 
ǎǇŜƴŘ ƳƻǊŜ ƻƴ ŘŜŦŜƴŎŜΣ ŎŀƭƭƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ άŦƛǎŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ 
financial incentives to European military co-
operative projects aimed at achieving needed 
ŎŀǇŀōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎΣέ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘŀȄ ǊŜƭƛŜŦ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŀƴǎ to 
help countries bear the cost of new military 
spending. Talk of an EU-ǿƛŘŜ ǘŀȄ ŀƴŘ άƻǿƴ 
ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎέ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƭǎƻΦ 

 

 Perhaps protesting too much, the Italian 
ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ŘŜŦŜƴŎŜ ǎǘǊŜǎǎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ LǘŀƭȅΩǎ 
proposal stopped short of calling for an EU 
ŀǊƳȅΦ άbƻōƻŘȅ Ƙŀǎ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǘŀƭƪŜŘ ŀōƻǳǘ ŀƴ 9¦ 
ŀǊƳȅΣέ ǎƘŜ ǎŀƛŘΣ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜǊ ǾƛŜǿǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƴ 
ƭƛƴŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻŦ ƘŜǊ ŎƻƭƭŜŀƎǳŜǎΦ ά¢Ƙƛǎ ƳƻǊƴƛƴƎ 
in a breakfast I have had with French and 
German colleagues we have agreed that their 
document has many points in common with 
this one. Also in the meeting today many 
ministers have backed both the German-French 
ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ Lǘŀƭƛŀƴ ƻƴŜΦέ 

 Even though the specifics of how to boost 
funding were different, she said, the Italian 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ άƎƻŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ŘƛǊection to 
strengthen also in terms of funding the setting 

up of a European defence Χ and there is a 
ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎΦέ 

Extract from Opening remarks by High 
Representative/Vice-President Federica 
Mogherini at the EU Ambassadors Conference 
ά{ƘŀǊŜŘ ±ƛǎƛƻƴΣ /ƻƳƳon Action: A Stronger 
9ǳǊƻǇŜέ 

So, I think that we have the political space 
today to do things that were not really doable 
in the previous years. My intention is to 
present, before the end of the year, an 
ambitious, the highest possible ambitious level, 
an ambitious implementation plan on security 
and defence, including a few clear elements. 
One: how we make full use of the existing 
Treaties, how to make use of the huge potential 
of what we have already, from an institutional 
point of view. The Strategy mentions the Battle 
groups, and the need to remove the obstacles 
to their deployment. But we have also other 
issues like structured co-operation., or how to 
best implement an article we use already, 
article 42.7, or an article we have never used, 
article 44. It is not an exhaustive list: it is just to 
give you a flavour of what I intend to put on the 
table. 

ƴ Shared Vision, Common Action: A Stronger 
Europe 

 

ICTU briefing for Oireachtas members 

The Irish Congress of Trade Unions is planning a 
briefing for members of the Oireachtas on the 
Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agree-
ment (CETA) between the EU and Canada and 
the proposed Transatlantic Trade and Invest-
ment Partnership (TTIP). 

 

 Congress has also published a briefing 
ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘΣ άNo Deal: Why Unions Oppose TTIP 
and CETAΦέ 

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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CETA motion to be debated in the Seanad the 
same day: 

That Seanad Éireann, 

Being concerned 

ω ¢Ƙŀǘ ǘƘŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ /ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ ǘƘŀǘ 
EU member states should sign or support, in 
the coming weeks, an agreement allowing 
άǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴŀƭ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ 
Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA) 
between Canada and the EU. 

Notes 

ω ¢Ƙŀǘ /9¢! ƛǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ŀ άƴŜǿ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ƻŦ 
trade agreements which includes the 
Transatlantic Trade and investment Partnership 
(TTIP) and that the EU Trade Commissioner has 
ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ /9¢! ŀǎ ŀ άƳƛƭŜǎǘƻƴŜέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ άƳƻǎǘ 
ambitious Trade Agreement the EU has ever 
ŎƻƴŎƭǳŘŜŘΦέ 

ω ¢Ƙŀǘ /9¢! ǿƻǳƭŘ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜΣ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘƛƳŜ 
in Ireland, an Investor State Dispute Settlement 
court (ISDS) which could place significant 
charges on public funds. 

ω That there has been a lack of clear public 
communication as to the exact or agreed scope 
ƻŦ άǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴŀƭ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴέ ƛƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ /9¢!Φ 

ω ¢Ƙŀǘ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŎŀǎŜ ƛǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ōŜƛƴƎ 
taken at the European Court of Justice (ECJ) 
regarding the EU-Singapore Free Trade 
Agreement and whether member state 
ratification is required for its implementation. A 
ruling is expected in 2017. 

ω ¢Ƙŀǘ ǘƘŜ LǊƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜŘ 
ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŎŀǎŜ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴ 
impact on the scope of provisional applicaǘƛƻƴέ 
of CETA. 

ω ¢ƘŀǘΣ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŀƴǘƛŎƛǇŀǘŜŘ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 
scope of provisional application, the Irish 
Government is not in a position to fully assure 

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

ω ¢Ƙŀǘ ŀŎcording to Article 30.8.4 of CETA, 
should either the EU or Canada terminate 
provisional application of CETA, companies 
would still have three years during which they 
could use ISDS mechanisms to sue member 
states, including Ireland. 

ω ¢Ƙŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘ ŀǎ yet been appropriate 
impact assessment as to the potential 
implications of CETA across a number of key 
areas, including Public Procurement. 

ω ¢Ƙŀǘ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜŎŀǳǘƛƻƴŀǊȅ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜ ƛǎ 
an important aspect of EU regulatory practice, 
ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ άǇǊŜŎŀǳǘƛƻƴŀǊȅ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜέ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ 
appear anywhere in CETA. 

Recognises 

ω ¢Ƙŀǘ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ 
expressed within Ireland and across Europe in 
ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ /9¢! ŀƴŘ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ άƴŜǿ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ 
trade agreements such as TTIP. This includes 
serious concerns raised by health organisations 
and those working in the food sector, growing 
community activism and firm opposition to 
CETA from environmental groups and unions 
including the Irish Congress of Trade Unions. 

ω ¢Ƙŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ /9¢! 
among local authorities across the EU, and in 
Ireland a growing number of local authorities 
including Clare County Council and Dublin City 
/ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƘŀǾŜ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŜƳǎŜƭǾŜǎ ά/9¢!κ¢¢Lt 
ŦǊŜŜ ȊƻƴŜǎΦέ 

 and 

Calls on the Irish Government 

ω ¢ƻ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ ŀƎǊŜŜ ǘƻ ǎƛƎƴ ǳǇ ƻǊ ŀǳǘƘorise 
άǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴŀƭ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ 
Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA) or any 
associated invocation of Article 218.5 of the 
Treaty on the Functioning of the EU. 

ω ¢ƻ ǳǇƘƻƭŘ !ǊǘƛŎƭŜ нфΦрΦн ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ 
ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ά¢ƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜ ǎƘŀƭƭ not be bound by 
any international agreement involving a charge 
upon public funds unless the terms of the 
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agreement shall have been approved by Dáil 
;ƛǊŜŀƴƴΦέ 

Senator Alice Mary Higgins, Senator Grace 
hΩ{ǳƭƭƛǾŀƴΣ {ŜƴŀǘƻǊ [ȅƴƴ wǳŀƴŜΣ {ŜƴŀǘƻǊ 
Frances Black, Senator Colette Kelleher 

Scrap CETA now! No provisional 
application! 

ά¢ƘŜ tŀǊǘƛŜǎ ƘŜǊŜōȅ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ŀ ŦǊŜŜ ǘǊŀŘŜ ŀǊŜŀ 
ΧέτCETA, article 1.4. 

ά¢ǊŀŘŜΣ ƭƛƪŜ wŜƭƛƎƛƻƴΣ ƛǎ ǿƘŀǘ ŜǾŜǊȅ .ƻŘȅ ǘŀƭƪǎ 
of, but few understand: the very Term is 
dubious, and in its ordinary Acceptation, not 
ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘƭȅ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴŜŘΦέτDaniel Defoe, A Plan 
of the English Commerce (1728). 

 

The Comprehensive Economic and Trade 
Agreement (CETA) between the EU and Canada, 
like other looming mega-treaties, is a com-
prehensive vehicle for expanding the scope of 
transnational investment by rolling back the 
capacity of governments to regulate in the 
public interest. 

 The attack on democratic governance is not 
restricted to the notorious investor-state 
dispute settlement (ISDS) mechanism, which 
privileges transnational capital by creating a 
parallel legal system exclusive to transnational 
investors: the invasive claims of transnational 
investors permeate the entire treaty. 

 Canada and the EU are already among the 
ǿƻǊƭŘΩǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻǇŜƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŜǎΦ ¢ŀǊƛŦŦǎ are at 
ǘƘŜƛǊ ƭƻǿŜǎǘ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ŜǾŜǊΦ /9¢!Ωǎ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴ 
ƛǎ ǘƻ ŜƭƛƳƛƴŀǘŜ άƴƻƴ-ǘŀǊƛŦŦ ōŀǊǊƛŜǊǎέτnamely 
the laws and regulations constructed over 
decades of struggle to limit corporate power 
and to support the services and policies needed 
to defend workers, citizens, and the environ-
ment. 

 CETA is an investment treaty embedded in a 

comprehensive deregulatory project. It exposes 
existing regulations and policies in Canada and 
the EU to challenges by investorsτdirectly 
through ISDS, or indirectly through corporate-
driven state-to-state dispute mechanisms. It 
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. 

 The treaty builds on an expanded definition 
of investment, which broadens its scope 
beyond existing treaties between Canada and 
the EU. It is virtually identical to the leaked 
draft investment chapter in the Transatlantic 
Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP), and 
its ISDS provision may be used by American 
companies with subsidiaries in Canada. 

 ¢ƘŜ άƭŜƎŀƭƭȅ ǎŎǊǳōōŜŘέ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ /9¢! ǘŜȄǘ 
states: άLƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƳŜŀƴǎ ŜǾŜǊȅ ƪƛƴŘ ƻŦ ŀǎǎŜǘ 
that an investor owns or controls, directly or 
indirectly, that has the characteristics of an 
iƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘΦέ 

 The characteristics of an investment include 
άǘƘŜ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ Ǝŀƛƴ ƻǊ ǇǊƻŦƛǘΦέ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ 
ǘƻ ŘƛǊŜŎǘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ŀ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘ-
ƳŜƴǘέ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ǎƘŀǊŜǎΣ ōƻƴŘǎ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŘŜōǘ 
ƛƴǎǘǊǳƳŜƴǘǎΤ ŎƻƴŎŜǎǎƛƻƴǎΣ άƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǎŜŀǊŎƘ 
for, cultivate, extract or exploit natural 
ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎέΤ ƛƴǘŜƭƭŜŎǘǳŀƭ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ ŀƴŘ 
άƻǘƘŜǊ ƳƻǾŀōƭŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅΣ ǘŀƴƎƛōƭŜ ƻǊ ƛƴǘŀƴƎ-
ƛōƭŜΣ ƻǊ ƛƳƳƻǾŀōƭŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǊƛƎƘǘǎΣέ 
ŀƴŘ άŎƭŀƛƳǎ ǘƻ ƳƻƴŜȅ ƻǊ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ǘƻ ǇŜǊformance 
ǳƴŘŜǊ ŀ ŎƻƴǘǊŀŎǘΦέ 

 A corporation need only demonstrate a 
άƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀǘŜ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴέ ƻŦ ǇǊƻŦƛǘ ǘƻ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ 
regulatory obstacles to realising that expect-
ation. 

 The provisions regarding market access and 
national treatment set out in the investment 
chapter apply to governments at every level, 
erasing aƭƭ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴŀƳŜ ƻŦ άƴƻƴ-
ŘƛǎŎǊƛƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴΦέ ¢ƘŜ ǘǊŜŀǘȅ ǇǊƻƘƛōƛǘǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴ-
ments from managing foreign investment for 
distinct objectives, and prohibits any restrict-
ions on the repatriation of profits. 
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 ¢ƘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊ άǊŜŀŦŦƛǊƳǎέ ǘƘŜ 
right of governments to regulate in the public 
interest, but investors are guaranteed 
ŜȄǇŀƴŘŜŘ άŦŀƛǊ ŀƴŘ ŜǉǳƛǘŀōƭŜ ǘǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ 
ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ άƛƴŘƛǊŜŎǘ ŜȄǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘƛƻƴέ 
of anticipated profits through the adoption of 
new laws and regulations. The dispute 
settlement body will determine whether 
indirect expropriation has occurred through a 
άŦŀŎǘ-based inquiry that takes into consid-
eration, among other factors: the extent to 
which the measure or series of measures 
interferes with distinct, reasonable investment-
ōŀŎƪŜŘ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎΦέ 

 LƴŘƛǊŜŎǘ ƻǊ άǊŜƎǳƭŀǘƻǊȅ ŜȄǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘƛƻƴέ Ƙŀǎ 
enabled a growing number of successful chal-
lenges by investors to public-interest laws, 
regulations and court decisions through 
investor-to-state legal cases. 

 Public services are exempted from require-
ments regarding market access, national 
treatment and performance and the most-
favoured-nation provisions only to the extent 
ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ άŎŀǊǊƛŜŘ ƻǳǘ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ ƻƴ ŀ 
commercial basis nor in competition with one 
ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƻǊǎΦέ ¢Ƙƛǎ is the 
phantom public-sector carve-out established in 
ǘƘŜ ²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ hǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ DŜƴŜǊŀƭ !ƎǊŜŜ-
ment on Trade in Services (GATS) agreement. 

 As there are pockets of private business in 
most public services, few meet these criteria. 
The parties must explicitly reserve the services 
they wish to excludeτǘƘŜ άƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜ ƭƛǎǘέ 
approachτbased on the United Nations 
Central Product Classification (1991), whose 

thousands of entries blur the distinction 
between public and private and between 
manufacturing and services. Standstill and 
ratchet clauses freeze existing levels of privat-
isation, making it difficult, and costly, for 
governments to take privatised services back 
into public hands. 

 /9¢!Ωǎ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊ ƻƴ ŘƻƳŜǎǘƛŎ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ 
not restricted to services. Governments must 
ensure that any regulatory restrictions they 
Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ ƻǊ ŀŘƻǇǘ άŘƻ ƴƻǘ ǳƴŘǳƭȅ ŎƻƳǇƭƛŎŀǘŜ ƻǊ 
delay the supply of a service, or the pursuit of 
ŀƴȅ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅΦέ 

 Article 2 of the chapter on technical 
barriers to trade reinforces limits on regulation 
by stipulating that technical regulations must 
άƴƻǘ ōŜ ƳƻǊŜ ǘǊŀŘŜ-restrictive than necessary 
ǘƻ ŦǳƭŦƛƭ ŀ ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀǘŜ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜΦέ 

 The chapter on government procurement 
widens corporate penetration into govern-
ƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǘ ŜǾŜǊȅ ƭŜǾŜƭ ōȅ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƛǎƛƴƎ άnational 
ǘǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƘƛōƛǘƛƴƎ άƻŦŦǎŜǘǎΣέ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ 
άŀƴȅ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴ ƻǊ ǳƴŘŜǊǘŀƪƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜǎ 
ƭƻŎŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦέ 

 

 The financial services chapter allows for 
ƭƻƻǎŜƭȅ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ άǇǊǳŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎέ ōǳǘ 
weakens the potential to restrict the size or 
market share of financial institutions, even 
ǿƘŜǊŜ ǎǳŎƘ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ ŀǊŜ άƴƻƴ-ŘƛǎŎǊƛƳƛƴŀǘƻǊȅέ 
with respect to foreign and national investors. 
Governments seeking to restrict the intro-
ŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ άǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎΣέ ƻǊ ǘƻ ƭƛƳƛǘ 
the size of financial corporations, will find that 
financial corporations, through CETA, have 
insured themselves against regulatory risk. 
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 The chapter on regulatory co-operation 
ŎƻƳƳƛǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǎƛƎƴŀǘƻǊƛŜǎ ǘƻ ǊŜƳƻǾƛƴƎ άǳƴ-
ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ōŀǊǊƛŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘǊŀŘŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ 
ŀƴŘ άŜƴƘŀƴŎƛƴƎ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎέ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀƴ 
unaccountable Regulatory Co-operation Forum, 
which institutionalises corporate lobbying. This 
forum is given the task of reducing the costs of 
ŎƻƳǇƭƛŀƴŎŜΣ ŜȄǇƭƻǊƛƴƎ άŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜǎέ ǘƻ ǊŜƎǳƭ-
ŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ άǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŜǉǳƛǾ-
ŀƭŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǾŜǊƎŜƴŎŜέτa blunt instrument 
for levelling protection. 

 DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ǿƛƭƭ ǎƘŀǊŜ άƴƻƴ-public inform-
ŀǘƛƻƴέ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜƛǊ CƻǊǳƳ ŎƻǳƴǘŜǊǇŀǊǘǎ ōŜŦƻǊŜ 
the information is shared with legis-lators or 
the publicτŀƭƭ άǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ƭƛƳƛǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ 
each Party to carry out its regulatory, legislative 
ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎέΗ 

 wŜƎǳƭŀǘƻǊȅ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǘƻ ōŜ άǘŜŎƘ-
nology ƴŜǳǘǊŀƭέτa requirement at odds with 
the vague promise in the chapter on trade and 
the environment, in which the parties commit 
ǘƘŜƳǎŜƭǾŜǎ άǘƻ co-operate in means to 
promote energy efficiency and the develop-
ment and deployment of low-carbon and other 
climate-ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎƛŜǎΦέ 

 The provisions of the treaty cease to apply 
180 days after notice of intention to terminate. 
However, chapter 8 (investment) remains in 
force for a full twenty years! 

 

 After the Brexit vote the EU Commission 
announced that CETAτdue to be signed at the 
EU-Canada summit in late Octoberτwould be 
ǘǊŜŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ άƳƛȄŜŘ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘΣέ ǊŜǉǳƛǊƛƴƎ 
approval by the national parliaments of EU 

member-states as well as by the main EU 
institutions. But the Commission has proposed 
that the treaty enter immediately into 
άǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴŀƭέ ŦƻǊŎŜ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŀƭ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 
EU Council and EU Parliament, meaning that its 
investment provisions would apply for some 
years before full ratification, and even if one or 
more member-states votes to sink the deal. 

 The Irish government is in full support of 
this measure, and in fact explicitly called for it. 
It means that even if the agreement is event-
ually rejected we can still be sued under the 
L{5{ ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ άŜȄǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘƛƻƴέ ŎŀǊǊƛŜŘ ƻǳǘ 
during the period of provisional application. 
The government supports a position whereby 
CETA becomes law before its approval by the 
Dáil, and even if it is rejected by the Dáil! 

 Trade unions and their civil-society allies 
are unanimous in calling for the removal of 
ISDS from the treatȅΦ ¢ƘŜ 9¦ /ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴΩǎ 
rebranding of ISDS as an investment court fails 
to eliminate its fundamental toxicity and should 
be rejected on similar grounds. 

 But ISDS is only one element, albeit a major 
ƻƴŜΣ ƛƴ /9¢!Ωǎ ŎƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜ ǇƻǿŜǊ 
grab. Transnational investors can press their 
claims through state-to-state dispute mechan-
ƛǎƳǎΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ²¢hΩǎ 5ƛǎǇǳǘŜ {ŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘ .ƻŘȅ 
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 
ŎƘŀǊǘŜǊ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎΩ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ōŜ άōŀƭŀƴŎŜŘέ ōȅ 
inserting stronger provisions to defend labour 
rights or protect the environment. CETA is 
fundamentally hostile to democracy and the 
labour movement; it has to be scrapped, not 
άƛƳǇǊƻǾŜŘΦέ 

 Behind CETA, of course, lurks TTIP. Should 
TTIP fail, many of its ambitions can be realised 
through CETA. The majority of American 
transnationals have Canadian subsidiaries with 
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ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ άŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǇǊƻŦƛǘ ƻǊ Ǝŀƛƴέ ƛƴ 
the EU. They can use ISDS and other provisions 
to feed their growing appetites. European 
corporations can sue the government of 
Canada but can also use Canadian subsidiaries 
to attack European regulations they find 
ƛƴŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘΣ ǊŜƛƴŦƻǊŎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 9¦Ωǎ ǊŜǘǊŜŀǘ ŦǊƻƳ 
regulation. 

 

 For decades, labour has been fighting 
purely defensive battles against the neo-liberal 
trade and investment agenda; we lack an 
agenda of our own. Lost ground will not be 
reclaimed on what is fundamentally hostile 
territory. Crisis, stagnation and the longest 
investor strike in recent history will not be 
reversed through stronger doses of neo-
liberalism. Substantial programmes of public 
investment are needed to address mass 
unemploy-ment, inequality, disintegrating 
public services, and climate change. CETA and 
its flanking treaties virtually preclude them; 
and that is why we must oppose CETA just as 
vigorously as we oppose TTIP. 

¢ƘŜ ¢ǊƻƛƪŀΩǎ ƘǳƳƛƭƛŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ DǊŜŜŎŜ ƎƻŜǎ 
on and on Χ 

The Greek Parliament has just passed a bill to 
privatise water and electricity facilities, lessen 
regulation of the electricity market, and further 
ƻǇŜƴ ǳǇ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƴǎƛƻƴ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ άŦree 
ƳŀǊƪŜǘΦέ 

 Greek MPs have just approved the 
concession of a large part of the former Athens 
national airport at Ellinikó to an international 

consortium. 

 

 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 bail-out agreed in 2015 with the 
EU, the EU Central Bank, the European Stability 
Mechanism, and the International Monetary 
Fund. 

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

 The measure will open the way for an aid 
ǇŀŎƪŀƎŜ ƻŦ ϵнΦу ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ǘƻ ōŜ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 
ŎƻƳƛƴƎ ǿŜŜƪǎΤ ŀ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ϵнΦу ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 
disbursed after the adoption of the bill. The 
decision could be taken at the next meeting of 
the Euro Group (the finance ministers of the 
euro zone) on 10 October, if creditors are 
satisfied with the details of the measures. 

 A meeting of the Euro Working Group, the 
expert-level part of the Euro Group, will soon 
take place to examine the bill and give a first 
ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎǊŜŘƛǘƻǊǎΩ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴǎΦ 

 Under the May agreement, and after the 
adoption of the first two prior actions on 
pensions and tax, Greece received a tranche of 
ϵтѹ ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ƛǘǎ ŘŜōǘ-servicing obligations and 
to help clear domestic arrears. 

 !ƴŘ DǊŜŜŎŜΩǎ ŘŜōǘ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜǎΦ Lƴ 
!ǳƎǳǎǘ нлмр ǘƘŜ ά¢Ǌƻƛƪŀέ όǘƘŜ 9¦ /ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴΣ 
the EU Central Bank and the IMF) imposed a 
third debt deal on Greece, whereby it was 
giǾŜƴ ϵуу ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ƛƴ ƭƻŀƴǎΦ ! ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ŘŜŀƭ 
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imposed by the Troika in 2012 had added 
ƴŜŀǊƭȅ ϵмрс ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŀƴ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ нлмл ŘŜōǘ ŘŜŀƭ 
ƻŦ ϵммо ōƛƭƭƛƻƴΦ ¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻȄƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ ϵорт 
billion in Troika loans over a period of five 
years, from 2010 to 2015. 

 The question is, Who is benefiting from the 
ϵофн ōƛƭƭƛƻƴΚ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ DǊŜŜŎŜΦ LŦ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŜƪ 
economy and the Greek people, then who? 
And have we seen the last of Greek debt crises? 

 hƴŜ ƳƛƎƘǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ ϵорт ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ƛƴ ƭƻŀƴǎ 
would have helped Greece to recover from the 
global recession of 2008ς09, the second 
European recession of 2011ς13 that followed, 
and the Europe-wide chronic, stagnant econ-
ƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŜǾŜǊ ǎƛƴŎŜΦ .ǳǘ ƴƻΥ ǘƘŜ ϵорт 
billion in debt the Troika piled on Greece has 
actually impoverished Greece even further, 
condemning it to eight years of economic 
depression, with no end in sight. 

 

 ¢ƻ Ǉŀȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ϵорт ōƛƭƭƛƻƴΣ ƛƴ ǘƘǊŜŜ 
successive debt agreements the Troika has 
required Greece to cut government spending 
on social services, to eliminate hundreds of 
thousands of government jobs, to lower the 
wages of public and private-sector workers, to 
reduce the minimum wage, to cut and 
ŜƭƛƳƛƴŀǘŜ ǇŜƴǎƛƻƴǎΣ ǘƻ ǊŀƛǎŜ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǿƻǊƪŜǊǎΩ 
health insurance contributions, and to pay 
higher sales and local property taxes. 

 As ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ άŀǳǎǘŜǊƛǘȅΣέ ǘƘŜ ¢Ǌƻƛƪŀ Ƙŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ 
required Greece to sell off its government-
owned utilities, ports and transport systems at 
below-market prices. 

9ǳǊƻǇŜΩǎ ōŀƴƪŜǊǎ Ǝƻǘ фр ǇŜǊ ŎŜƴǘ ƻŦ DǊŜŜƪ 
debt payments 

¢ƘŜ ϵорт ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ƛƴ ¢Ǌƻƛƪŀ ƭƻŀƴǎτand thus 
Greek debtτhas not been employed for the 
benefit of the Greek people, or to help the 
Greek economy recover from its eight years of 
depression: it has gone to pay the principal and 
interest on previous Troika debt, as that debt 
has been piled on prior debt in order to pay for 
previous debt. 

 A recently published study has revealed 
where all the interest and principal payments 
ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ϵорт ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ŘŜōǘ Ƙŀǎ ƎƻƴŜΦ Lǘ Ƙŀǎ ƎƻƴŜ 
directly to European bankers and investors, and 
to the Troika institutions, which in turn 
indirectly recycle it back to private bankers and 
investors. 

 ¢ƘŜ ǿƘƛǘŜ ǇŀǇŜǊ ά²ƘŜǊŜ 5ƛŘ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŜƪ 
.ŀƛƭƻǳǘ aƻƴŜȅ DƻΚέ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ 
School of Management and Technology shows 
that more than 95 per cent of the initial Troika 
loans to Greece went to 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. 

 [Ŝǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ ϵмл ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ϵорт ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ 
actually spent in Greece. 

 

 The study further estimates that the most 
recent (third) Greek debt deal of August 2015 
ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƛƴ ƳƻǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜΦ hŦ ǘƘŜ ϵуу 
billion lent to Greece last year, the study 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ōŀǊŜƭȅ ϵтΦмо ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ǿƛƭƭ ŦƛƴŘ ƛǘǎ 
way to Greek households. 
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The cost to Greece eight years later 

DǊŜŜŎŜΩǎ ǳƴŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ǊŀǘŜ ǘƻŘŀȅΣ ŀŦǘŜǊ ŜƛƎƘǘ 
years, is 24 per cent. The youth unemployment 
rate still hovers above 50 per cent. Wages have 
fallen by 24 per cent for those fortunate 
enough to still have work. 

 The collapse of wages is due not only to lay-
offs or government and private business wage-
cutting (both of which have occurred since 
2010) but also to the shifting of full-time to 
part-time work. Full-time jobs have collapsed 
by 27 per cent, the lowest ever, while part-time 
jobs have risen by 56 per cent, the highest ever. 

 The poorest and most vulnerable workers 
and households have seen their minimum 
wages reduced by 22 per cent since 2012, on 
the orders of the Troika. And pensions for the 
poorest have been reduced by approximately 
the same. All this to squeeze Greek workers, 
households and small businesses in order to 
ǊŜǇŀȅ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƻƴ ŘŜōǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊƻƛƪŀΣ ǘƻ 9ǳǊƻǇŜΩǎ 
bankers, and to private investors. 

 None of the debt, austerity, depression and 
collapse of incomes existed before the Troika 
intervened in Greece, beginning in 2010. 
DǊŜŜŎŜΩǎ Ǌŀǘƛƻ ƻŦ ŘŜōǘ ǘƻ D5t ǿŀǎ ŀōƻǳǘ млл 
per cent in 2007τroughly where it had been 
every year for the entire preceding decade, 
1997ς2007. It was no worse than any other 
euro-zone country, and better than most. It 
rose in 2008 to 109 per cent because of the 
global recession, accelerating to 146 per cent in 
нлмл ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ¢Ǌƻƛƪŀ ŘŜōǘ ŘŜŀƭ ƻŦ ϵммо 
billion; it then surged to more than 170 per 
cent in 2011, where it has remained ever since, 
ŀǎ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ϵнст ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ŀŘŘŜŘ ƛƴ ¢Ǌƻƛƪŀ 
loans in 2012 and 2015. 

 

 DǊŜŜŎŜΩǎ ŘŜōǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ нлмл ƛǎ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴƭȅ ƴƻǘ ŀ 
result of Greek government spending, which 
Ƙŀǎ ŦŀƭƭŜƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǊƻǳƎƘƭȅ ϵмп ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ǘƻ ϵфѹ 
ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ƛƴ нлмрΣ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƴƎ DǊŜŜŎŜΩǎ ŘŜŜp 
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 
quarter as debt has accelerated. 

 The debt is Troika loans forced on Greece in 
order for Greece to pay principal and interest 
on previous loans forced on the country. 

 

And still no relief (2015ς16) 

What happened a year ago, in the third Troika 
debt deal of August 2015, was the same as 
ƘŀǇǇŜƴŜŘ ƛƴ нлмн ŀƴŘ нлмлΦ ϵуу ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ƳƻǊŜ 
ŘŜōǘ ǿŀǎ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƻ DǊŜŜŎŜΩǎ ŀƭready unsustain-
ŀōƭŜ ŘŜōǘ ƻŦ ϵоло ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ƻǊ ǎƻΦ Lƴ ŜȄŎƘŀƴƎŜΣ ƭŀǎǘ 
August the country had to implement the 
following even more severe austerity measures: 

ω generate a budget surplus of 3½ per cent of 
GDP, from which to repay Troika debtτi.e. 
ŀōƻǳǘ ϵт ōƛƭƭƛƻn a year; 

ω raise sales tax to 24 per cent, plus more tax 
ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜǎ ƻƴ άŀ ǿƛŘŜƴƛƴƎ ǘŀȄ ōŀǎŜέ όƛΦŜΦ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ 
taxes for lower-income households); 

ω ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ¢Ǌƻƛƪŀ Ŏŀƭƭǎ άƘƻƭƛǎǘƛŎ 
ǇŜƴǎƛƻƴ ǊŜŦƻǊƳέτi.e. to cut pensions up to 2½ 
per cent of GDP, or abouǘ ϵпѹ ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ŀ ȅŜŀǊΣ 
and abolish minimum pensions for the lowest-
paid and the annual supplemental pension 
grants; 

ω ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŀ άǿƛŘŜ ǊŀƴƎŜέ ƻŦ ƭŀōƻǳǊ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ 
άǊŜŦƻǊƳǎΣέ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ άƳƻǊŜ ŦƭŜȄƛōƭŜέ ǿŀƎŜ 
bargaining, easier mass sackings, new limits on 
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strikes, and the sacking of thousands more 
ǘŜŀŎƘŜǊǎ ŀǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ άŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦƻǊƳέΤ 

ω cut health services and convert 52,000 more 
jobs to part-time; and 

ω introduce what the Troika called a more 
άŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎέ ǇǊƛǾŀǘƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜΦ !ƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ 
is just a short list. 

!ƴŘ Ƙƻǿ Ƙŀǎ DǊŜŜŎŜΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ 
performed over the past year? 

Greek government spending since August 2015 
had further declined by 30 per cent by the 
middle of 2016τexcept for military spending: 
ǘƘŀǘ Ƙŀǎ ǊƛǎŜƴ ōȅ ϵрор ōƛƭƭƛƻƴΦ {ƛƴŎŜ !ǳƎǳǎǘ 
2015 net quarterly GDP has continued to 
contract. Greek debt as a percentage of GDP 
has risen further. 

 There are 83,000 fewer full-time jobs (but 
28,000 more part-time jobs). Youth unemploy-
ment has risen from 49 to 50 per cent. 
Consumer spending has dropped by almost 10 
per cent as house prices deflate and business 
investment, exports and imports all slow. 

 In other words, the Greek economy 
ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜǎ ǘƻ ǿƻǊǎŜƴ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŀŘŘŜŘ ϵуу 
billion Troika debt and the more extreme 
austerity measures imposed a year ago. 

Is a fourth Greek debt crisis inevitable? 

¢ƘŜ ŀƴǎǿŜǊ ƛǎ ά¸ŜǎΦέ DǊŜŜŎŜ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ ŀ 
3½ per cent surplus from which to pay the 
mountain of principal and interest on its debt. 

 Debt repayments in 2016 to the Troika were 
minimal in 2016. In 2017ς18, however, greater 
ŘŜōǘ ǊŜǇŀȅƳŜƴǘǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŘǳŜ ŀǎ DǊŜŜŎŜΩǎ 
inability to repay will no doubt worsen when 
the next Europe-wide recession hits, which is 
probable in 2017ς18 as well. 

 The next Greek debt crisis may erupt even 
before this, as a consequence of the deterior-
ŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ 9ǳǊƻǇŜΩǎ ōŀƴƪƛƴƎ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 
ŘŜŜǇŜƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƛƴ LǘŀƭȅΩǎ ŀƴŘ tƻǊǘǳƎŀƭΩǎ 
banking systems. Contagion elsewhere could 
quickly spill over to Greece, precipitating 

another Greek banking and debt crisis. 

 

An emerging new financial imperialism? 

By imposing austerity to pay for the debt, the 
Troika has forced the Greek government to 
extract income and wealth from its workers and 
small businessesτi.e. to exploit its own citizens 
ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊƻƛƪŀΩǎ ōŜƘŀƭŦτand then transfer that 
income to the Troika and European bankers and 
investors. 

 ¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ƛƳǇŜǊƛŀƭƛǎƳΣ ǇǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǎƛƳǇƭŜτalbeit 
a new kind, now arranged by state to state 
(Troika-to-Greece) financial transfers instead of 
exploitation company by company at the point 
of production. The magnitude of exploitation is 
greater and far more efficient. 

 What has happened, and continues to 
happen, in Greece is the emergence of a new 
form of financial imperialism that smaller states 
and economies planning to join larger free-
ǘǊŀŘŜ ȊƻƴŜǎ ŀƴŘ άŎǳǊǊŜƴŎȅ ǳƴƛƻƴǎΣέ ƻǊ ǘƻ ǘƛŜ 
their currencies to the dollar or the euro, need 
to avoid at all costs, lest they too become like 
Greece and increasingly debt-dependent on 
more powerful capitalist states with which they 
decide to integrate economically. 

 Neo-liberalism is constantly evolving and 
with it forms of exploitation as well. It begins as 
a free-ǘǊŀŘŜ ȊƻƴŜ ƻǊ άŎǳǎǘƻƳǎ ǳƴƛƻƴΦέ ! ǎƛƴƎƭŜ 
currency is then added, or comes to dominate, 
within the free-trade customs union. 

 A currency union eventually leads to the 
need for a single banking union within the 
region. Central bank monetary policy ends up 
being determined by the dominant economy 
and state. The smaller economy loses control of 
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its currency, banking, and monetary policies. 

 Banking union leads, of necessity, to a form 
of fiscal union. Smaller member-states now 
lose control not only of their currency and 
banking systems but eventually of tax and 
ǎǇŜƴŘƛƴƎ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǘƘŜƴ ōŜŎƻƳŜ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 
ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƻǊŀǘŜǎέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ŀƴŘ 
stateτas Greece has now become. 

CETA is bad for your health! 

In a speech on the Comprehensive Economic 
and Trade Agreement (CETA) between the EU 
and Canada, the president of the EU 
Commission, Jean-Claude Juncker, called it the 
most progressive trade agreement the EU has 
ever negotiated. In fact it poses a serious threat 
to health services, and is just one example of 
the detrimental effects of CETA if it should be 
ratified. 

 Both the EU Commission and the Canadian 
government are attempting to sell CETA as a 
modern, less threatening trade agreementτ
the implication being that it is safer than TTIP 
(which will probably be renamed before they 
try to foist it on us again). 

 

 In just one example, CETA is a threat to 
public health in that it features the same 
provisions on investor protection and 
investment arbitration that the EU wants to 
incorporate in TTIP. There is a definite risk that 
τjust like TTIPτthese provisions could inhibit 
decision-making in the public interest in many 
areas, including that of health. 

 While investor-state dispute settlement 
(ISDS)τwhich would allow foreign companies 
to sue governments in shadowy arbitration 
tribunals for public policy measures that 
infringe on their rights as foreign investorsτ
has got a lot of attention because of its prop-

osed inclusion in TTIP, CETA already contains 
such provisionsτand this has largely escaped 
the attention of the public. 

 Although the Commission has recently 
undertaken a reform of ISDS that has found its 
way into the CETA textτand renamed it the 
investment court system (ICS), the former 
problems remain. These include the ability of 
ŀǊōƛǘǊŀǘƻǊǎ ǘƻ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘ ǿƛŘŜƭȅ ǎǳŎƘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎΩ 
ǊƛƎƘǘǎ ŀǎ άŦŀƛǊ ŀƴŘ ŜǉǳƛǘŀōƭŜ ǘǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ 
άƛƴŘƛǊŜŎǘ ŜȄǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘƛƻƴΦέ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ 
intrinsic bias of a system where arbitrators rely 
for their income on repeat custom from foreign 
companies (which are the only ones that can 
initiate proceedings) brings the impartiality of 
the so-called court into question. Of course it 
also infringes upon and diminishes the sover-
eignty of member-states. 

 ISDS in CETA (even when rebranded as ICS) 
will potentially constrain EU member-ǎǘŀǘŜǎΩ 
governments when it comes to introducing 
public policy measures that threaten corporate 
profits. Both TTIP and CETA go far beyond the 
traditional tariff reductions of old-style trade 
agreementsτone of the crucial reasons why 
they are so dangerous. 

 

 Despite being carefully wrapped in soft 
ǿƻƻƭƭȅ ǘŀƭƪ ōȅ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴΩǎ ǎǇƛƴ ŘƻŎǘƻǊǎΣ 
the ISDS or ICS provisions in CETA have in fact 
as many sharp teeth as the TTIP proposals. 
Canada has previously taken the EU to court in 
a state-to-state dispute settlement in the World 
Trade Organization for European asbestos 
legislation, and Canadian mining companies 
have actively used ISDS for compensation. 

 Furthermore, when ISDS or ICS has been 
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institutionalised in CETA, any American 
business that opens a company based in 
Canada would be able to sue the government 
of an EU member-state. 

 Taxes on soft drinks and on fatty foods are 
an evidence-based way to contribute to the 
prevention of the impending epidemic of 
chronic diseases in Europe caused by increasing 
ƻōŜǎƛǘȅΣ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇƻǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ LǊƛǎƘ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ 
guff when in the same week it can call for the 
provisional application of CETAτthe imple-
mentation of its provisions before it is voted on 
in the Dáil!τand launch a multi-point 
programme for tackling obesity. 

 However, with increased powers for ISDS 
cases arising in CETA (and, of course, TTIP), 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǎƻŦǘ ŘǊƛƴƪǎ 
ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ƭŜǾȅ ƻǊ άǎǳƎŀǊ ǘŀȄέ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǳƴŘŜǊ 
threat if drinks companies sue for indirect 
expropriation. CETA would eliminate tariffs on 
soft drinks entirely, which runs in direct contra-
diction to the price-increasing aims of taxes 
such as the sugar tax. The EU at present applies 
a tariff of 9.6 per cent on imports of soft drinks 
from Canada and the United States. 

 Even the interim trade sustainability impact 
assessment conducted on behalf of the 
Commission for TTIP found that the consum-
ption of such unhealthy products could 
increase if tariffs are eliminated. Tobacco, 
alcohol and food lobbyists want to ensure that 
the two agreements put a freeze on policies 
designed to prevent obesity and chronic 
disease, for fear of loss of profits. 

 CETA would probably affect the way that 
health services are managed in both Canada 
and the EU. The public health systems in both 
areas can be excluded from CETA services 
commitments. 

 However, the first use of negative listing in a 
free-trade area by the EU means that any 
future health services would not be excluded 
from the rules of the trade agreement. 
Furthermore, the investment protection 
chapter in CETA extends to all sectors, including 

the health service. While governments would 
have the right to regulate, this would not 
preclude the threat of compensation claims. In 
addition, Ireland has not bothered to exclude 
health services entirely from CETA, which it 
could have done. 

 The CETA agreement includes obligations 
with respect to pharmaceuticals and might lead 
to increases in pharmaceutical prices. Negot-
iators preferred to submit to pressure from Big 
Pharma to strengthen intellectual property 
provisions and increase profits than to make 
more medicines available at lower prices. 

 The desperation of the Commission itself in 
portraying CETA as a progressive, loveable trade 
agreement hot on the heels of the current 
(and, most likely, temporary) collapse of TTIP 
needs to be taken into account by member-
states when considering its ratification. 

 The government should not be voting in 
favour of CETA if it is committed to creating a 
healthy country. Otherwise it will merely be 
facilitating a pack of wolf-like corporations and 
lawyers ready to take actions against the 
implementation of policies designed to 
enhance public health. But then Irish govern-
ments have always sided with corporations 
against the people. 

Why not become a friend  
ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ aƻǾŜƳŜƴǘ 
on Facebook? 

www.facebook.com/peoplesmovementireland 

Bosnia and Kosovo give the lie to EU 
άǇŜŀŎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέ ƳȅǘƘ 

LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ƨǳǎǘ LǊŀǉΣ {ȅǊƛŀ ŀƴŘ [ƛōȅŀ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ 
destroyed by Western intervention. Although 
ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŦŀǊ ƭŜǎǎ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ 9¦Ωǎ 
interventions in Bosnia and Kosovo, these cases 
clearly demonstrate the problems with inter-
vention and the limitations of external rule. 

 Both cases are notable because, like Iraq, 
they are widely presented as examples of 

www.facebook.com/peoplesmovementireland
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successful intervention and post-intervention 
governance. Yet both Bosnia and Kosovo are 
collapsing internally. As has happened in Iraq, 
the EU has set up façades of democracy in both 
states, in which rule is by a corrupt political 
elite chosen by the EU. 

 Not only was the Bosnian state created by 
the United States and the EU, following the 
break-up of Yugoslavia and the bloody civil wars 
that followed, but it is a country that continues 
to be controlled by the EU through the office of 
ǘƘŜ 9¦Ωǎ άƘƛƎƘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜΦέ ¢ƘŜ ƘƛƎƘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎ-
entative has just recently announced that, 
twenty years after the end of the Bosnian war, 
the office is still vital. This is because without 
EU rule the Bosnian state would no longer 
exist. The anti-government riots that broke out 
last spring showed that the state can barely 
function. 

 Bosnia is a moribund country with high 
unemployment, high levels of corruption, and a 
totally disillusioned and disaffected citizenry. 
This should come as no surprise. After the 
break-up of Yugoslavia the EU set up a system 
in which rule was sustained through ethnic 
groups, led by EU-favoured politicians. The only 
way in which the West could cobble together a 
Bosnian state was in effect to bribe a Muslim, 
Serbian and Croatian political elite. 

 

 Meanwhile a quiet crisis is occurring in 
Kosovo. This too is a state that only exists 
because of Western military intervention. In 
1999 NATO went to war in support of the 
military campaign by the Kosovo Liberation 

Army to secede from Serbia. In 2008 Kosovo 
formally declared independence from Serbia, 
and it has since been recognised by most EU 
member-states. Now even relations with Serbia 
are normalising following the Brussels Agree-
ment. The only problem is that no-one wants to 
live there any more. 

 In the last few months thousands of Kosovo 
Albanians have been leaving Kosovo to claim 
asylum in Germany and other places. An estim-
ated 50,000 people (out of a population of 
about 1.8 million) have left since the beginning 
of this year. 

 

 Speculation abounds as to why Kosovo is 
now unravelling. The immediate cause is 
probably the changes in visa arrangements with 
Serbia, which make it easier for citizens of 
Kosovo to leave. But the deeper, underlying 
causes 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. 

 Tƻ ŀŘŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƳƛȄΣ ǘƘŜ ά9¦ wǳƭŜ ƻŦ [ŀǿ 
aƛǎǎƛƻƴ ƛƴ YƻǎƻǾƻέ ό9¦[9·ύΣ ŀ ŘŜǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ 
EU police and civilian resources in Kosovo, has 
itself been embroiled in a vast corruption 
ǎŎŀƴŘŀƭΦ 9¦[9· ƛǎ ǘƘŜ 9¦Ωǎ ōƛƎƎŜǎǘ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ-policy 
mission, set up following independence in 2008 
and the winding up of the United Nations 
mission, UNMIK. It employs 1,600 people and 
costs ϵммл Ƴƛƭƭƛƻƴ ŜŀŎƘ ȅŜŀǊ. 

 9¦[9·Ωǎ ƳŀƴŘŀǘŜ is astonishingly vast. Its 
Ƨƻō ƛǎ ǘƻ ǎŜǘ ǳǇ ŀƴŘ ƻǾŜǊǎŜŜ YƻǎƻǾƻΩǎ ƧǳǎǘƛŎŜ 
system, police, and border controls, maintain 
the rule of law, integrate minorities, and invest-
igate and prosecute war crimes, corruption, 
and 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/
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corruption within EULEX itself, illegality and 
murder have boomed. The governmentτstill 
run by the KLAτhas conducted large-scale 
harassment of Serbs and Roma, and has 
engaged in serious human-rights abuses and 
political murders. 

 Moreover, despite a wealth of evidence of 
political murders, embezzlement and corrupt-
ion at the highest levels of government, EULEX 
has singularly failed to prosecute any important 
figures. According to some observers, EULEX 
ƛǘǎŜƭŦ Ƙŀǎ ƳƻǊŜ ƻǊ ƭŜǎǎ ŦǳǎŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ YƻǎƻǾƻΩǎ 
political elite, and has also been accused of 
covering up corruption within its own ranks. 

 In Kosovo as in Bosnia, Western inter-
vention, which virtually created these states, is 
the only force keeping them together. The EU 
has created an elite that owe their position to 
Western intervention. Democratic processes in 
these countries are stage-managed, with no 
real political process or connection to their 
citizens. 

 The EU has a stake in maintaining the 
fiction that these are democratic, functioning 
and self-governing societiesτposter children, 
ƴƻ ƭŜǎǎΣ ŦƻǊ ōŜƴŜǾƻƭŜƴǘ άƘǳƳŀƴƛǘŀǊƛŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊ-
ǾŜƴǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 9¦Ωǎ ƳƻǊŜ άŜǘƘƛŎŀƭΣέ 
normative style of changing societies through 
influence and example rather than outright 
rule. 

 Having set up their political systems and 
slotted an agreeable elite into them, the EU 
rules these states through opaque and 
unaccountable systems of bureaucratic organ-
isation. These systems sit above the political 
process, but every step of the way they allow 
the EU to disavow its own control. 

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

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

EU army command should be based in 
Brussels, says Germany 

Germany would support Brussels as 
ƘŜŀŘǉǳŀǊǘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ŀƴ 9¦ ŀǊƳȅ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ ōƭƻŎΩǎ 
military force is formed, a spokesperson for the 
German ministry of defence has said. A 
άǇŜǊƳŀƴŜƴǘ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ 9¦ ƘŜŀŘǉǳŀǊǘŜǊǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ 
ōŜ ōǳƛƭǘ ƛƴ .ǊǳǎǎŜƭǎΣέ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǳƴƛƻƴΩǎ Ƴŀƛƴ 
institutions are also basedΦ ά¢ƘŜ ŎƻƳƳŀƴŘ ƻŦ ŀ 
Common Security and Defence Policy (CSDP) 
mission requires an appropriate proximity to 
ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎΦέ 

 

 Germany and France both support the 
creation of an EU military force with head-
quarters in Brussels. The German minister of 
defence, Ursula von der Leyen, and her French 
counterpart, Jean-Yves Le Drian, have sent their 
EU colleagues a six-page proposal with details 
of a common army for the bloc and its 
command structure. 

 The president of the EU Commission, Jean-
Claude Juncker, has expressed his support for 
the proposal, telling members of the EU Parlia-
ment in Strasbourg that the lack of a 
άǇŜǊƳŀƴŜƴǘ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜέ ǊŜǎǳƭǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǿŀǎǘŜŘ 
resources, and that a common military force 
άǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƛƴ ŎƻƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ b!¢hέτ
something also agreed to by Enda Kenny at the 
last Council meeting and that formed part of 
the subsequent Warsaw declaration. 

 Juncker wants to improve EU command and 
control facilities and appears to be suggesting 
that EU civil and military aspects of a given 
mission should be run out of the same head-
quarters. 

http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/nov/06/eu-accused-over-kosovo-mission-failings
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 Meanwhile the British secretary of state for 
ŘŜŦŜƴŎŜΣ aƛŎƘŀŜƭ CŀƭƭƻƴΣ ƛƴǎƛǎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ 
going to happen. We are full members of the 
EU and we will go on resisting any attempt to 
ǎŜǘ ǳǇ ŀ ǊƛǾŀƭ ǘƻ b!¢hέτat least while they 
continue to be members of the EU. 

 And last week the EU commissioner for 
ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅΣ 9ƭȍōƛŜǘŀ .ƛŜƵƪƻǿǎƪŀΣ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ƻƴ 9¦ 
countries to issue joint bonds to finance 
military projects. That was two days after 
Juncker said he would propose a European 
Defence Fund. 

 ¢ƘŜǊŜΩǎ ŀ ōƛƎ ǊǳǎƘ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳ ŀƴ 9¦ ŀǊƳȅΣ ŀƴŘ 
the Irish government is sliding us in by the back 
door while continually protesting our useless 
neutrality. Smoke and mirrors, indeed! 

¢ƛ{! ƳŀƪŜǎ ƳƻŎƪŜǊȅ ƻŦ άƎƭƻōŀƭ 
ǿŀǊƳƛƴƎέ ǘǊŜŀǘȅ 

At the end of last year representatives of nearly 
two hundred countries met in Paris to 
negotiate a landmark treaty with the express 
purpose of limiting global warming to no more 
than 1.5° from pre-industrial levels. 

 ¢ƘŜ tŀǊƛǎ !ƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ŀŦŦƛǊƳŜŘ άǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ 
promote universal access to sustainable 
ŜƴŜǊƎȅέ ŀƴŘ ŀƭǎƻ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ŦƻǊ άƳŀƪƛƴƎ ŦƛƴŀƴŎŜ 
flows consistent with a pathway to low green-
house gas emissions and climate-resilient 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦέ 

 Most of the pollution that is warming our 
atmosphere comes from the burning of coal, 
oƛƭΣ ŀƴŘ ƎŀǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻƴǎ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ 
that we start phasing out fossil fuels right away, 
and we need to have done it entirely by 2050. 

Swapping fossil fuels for renewables, however, 
means a fundamental shift for the global 
economy, one that big business and some 
governments will resist and undermine. 

 

 But that historic agreement is facing a fresh 
threat: globe-spanning trade treaties that could 
handicap the use of renewable energies and 
extend the life of the very fossil fuels that the 
world needs to phase out. 

 The latest of these free-trade deals that has 
ŎƻƳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎΩǎ ŀǘǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊŀŘŜ ƛƴ 
Services Agreement (TiSA). Widely unnoticed 
by the public, and negotiated in secret, TiSA 
could be completed by the end of this year. 
Some of the leaked TiSA documents are subject 
to a five-year ban on publication after the 
signing of the deal. 

 Like the TPP, TTIP and CETA treaties before 
it, TiSA promises to drive deregulation and 
reduce national sovereignty to support global 
trade. 

 

 Even more than TTIP, TiSA is shrouded in 
mystery, its text a well-guarded secret, with 
parties forbidden to release details of negot-
iations until five years after the deal has taken 
effect. 

 Where TTIP, CETA and TPP cover the trading 
of goods and services, TiSA tackles services 
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alone. It outlines rules for governing the cross-
border trade in services and therefore the 
services industry, which makes up more than 
half the global economy, though the term is 
vague and could arguably be applied to the 
trade of certain goods as well. 

 Among other things, TiSA will cover 
financial services, e-commerce, information 
and communications technology services, inter-
national maritime transport services, computer 
-related services, postal and courier services, 
and the government procurement of services. 

 It is designed to create free trade between 
more than fifty major economies, including the 
entire Anglosphere and the EU and its member-
states. It could affect the lives of 1.8 billion 
people. 

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

Restricting the right to regulate 

Although the right to regulate is mentioned in 
TiSA, various obstacles are included that 
restrict the ability of national governments to 
do just that. 

 When one party to the treaty attempts to 
introduce a law or regulation, other parties can 
submit a challenge, taking the dispute to a TiSA 
panel to judge whether the proposed action is 
in fact necessary. The mechanism, called the 
άƴŜŎŜǎǎƛǘȅ ǘŜǎǘΣέ Ǌequires that the party trying 
to introduce the disputed policy must prove 
ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ άŘƛǎƎǳƛǎŜŘ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘǊŀŘŜ ƛƴ 
ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΦέ 

 This is an approach already employed by 
the World Trade Organization, but it almost 
always delivers a verdict against additional 
regulation. In forty-four WTO cases in which the 
right to regulate was challenged, the disputed 
regulation was judged to be necessary only 
once. 

 And so the deregulation measures in TiSA 
could serve to stop the introduction of new 

rules, first by watering down the right of 
national governments to regulate and then by 
setting up a system that would probably lead to 
the vetoing of many new laws. 

Trade deals to have supremacy over Paris 
Agreement 

Where the Paris Agreement has no means of 
enforcement, TiSA has. If a national govern-
ment is trying to introduce a new law or 
regulation on a liberalised market, a fellow-
member of TiSA can submit a challenge and 
force the proposed action to survive the 
άƴŜŎŜǎǎƛǘȅ ǘŜǎǘέ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ ōȅ ŀ ŘƛǎǇǳǘŜ ǇŀƴŜƭΦ 

 

 This means that, where the Paris Agree-
ment relies on the good will of the parties, TiSA 
has legally binding and enforceable mech-
anisms that give it much more teeth than the 
Paris Agreement. 

 The leader of the international TTIP 
campaign for Greenpeace Netherlands, Susan 
Cohen Jehoram, has said of TiSA: 

 ά¢ƛ{!Σ ƭƛƪŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘǊŀŘŜ ŘŜŀƭǎΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ 
measures that tie the hands of the very policy 
makers who are trying to implement the Paris 
ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘΦέ 

ω Deregulation: Much-needed regulation by 
governments to bind corporate-sector initiat-
ƛǾŜǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ƘŀǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜ ŀǎ ŀ άǎǘŀƴŘǎǘƛƭƭέ ƛǎ 
agreed, so no stricter regulation would be 
allowed. 

ω ! άǊŀǘŎƘŜǘέ ŎƭŀǳǎŜ ƳŜŀƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ǿƛǘŀƭ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΣ 
such as energy, drinking water, and education, 
cannot be renationalised once liberalised and 
therefore would always be profit-oriented. 

ω Democratic control and the ability to regulate 
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by democratically elected governments would 
be restricted, as corporate actors would have a 
say in drafting and inhibiting new regulations 
that would challenge their interests. 

ω No distinction can be made between cleaner 
and more harmful fossil fuels, making a phasing 
out of the most harmful ones, such as tar sands 
oils and shale gas, impossible. 

ω Trade deals like TiSA will lead to an increased 
trade in fossil fuels, while their trading and use 
should be declining to meet the demands of 
the Paris climate negotiations and of the 
planet. 

 άDƻƻƎƭŜ ŀƴŘ CŀŎŜōƻƻƪ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ŘŜǘŜǊ-
ƳƛƴŜ ǇǊƛǾŀŎȅ ǊƛƎƘǘǎΣέ Cohen Jehoram said, 
άōŀƴƪǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘŜ ōŀƴƪǎΣ ŀƴŘ Ƙaving 
the fossil fuel industry involved in environ-
mental policy is as senseless as the tobacco 

industry having a say in health policy. Let those 
decisions be made by the people via the 
ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ǘƘŜȅ ŜƭŜŎǘΦέ 

 Greenpeace has demanded that άƴŜƎƻǘ-
iations on TiSA and TTIP are stopped immed-
iately and that CETA and TPP are voted down. 
Instead of undermining climate policies, trade 
agreements have to be designed to enhance 
climate action. It is unacceptable for trade deals 
like TiSA, TTIP or CETA to be negotiated in 
secrecy, at the expense of ordinary citizens and 
the environment. Rather than throwing away 
environmental protection for the benefit of big 
business, all new trade agreements must put 
both climate change and transparency front 
ŀƴŘ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΦέ 

ƴ The documents are published on www.tisa-
leaks.org. 
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