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The campaign against TTIP is
building a terrific head of steam
technical EU consultation on TTIP. This
broke all records—and of course the vast
majority of those people told the European
Commission to remove the secret tribunals
which allow big business to sue governments.
Fifty groups in Britain have signed up
to the NoTTIP coalition—including all the
largest trade unions, social justice groups,
environmental campaigners and more.
But the real work still lies ahead of us.
Because despite the breadth of opposition,
the British government is hell bent on getting
TTIP agreed.
David Cameron calls the deal a “once in
a generation” opportunity which will create
‘growth and jobs’. But his claims don’t stack
up. Nor do the government’s insults that
we are all ‘anti-American’—because some
of the strongest criticism of TTIP comes
from America.
It isn’t about being anti-American or
anti-European. TTIP is a battle between big
business and democracy.
That’s why we need to keep building the
movement against TTIP. Throughout 2014
we will keep building this movement, because we can win.

TTIP (pronounced ‘tee-tip’, the Transatlantic Trade & Investment
Partnership) is a ‘free trade’ deal between the European Union
and USA. It will hand big business vast new powers over our
society, threatening our public services, workers’ rights, food
safety and our environment. In other words, it is a direct attack
on our democracy.
NICK DEARDEN
WORLD DEVELOPMENT MOVEMENT

TTIP isn’t a deal for citizens, small farmers,
consumers, workers or small business. It’s
all about pushing a ‘big business’ agenda.
For instance, it would ‘lock-in’ the privatisation of public services like the NHS, prevent governments regulating big banks,
encourage fracking and fossil fuel production,
harm our rights online, and threaten food
hygiene standards.
At its heart, TTIP includes a mechanism
(called Investor-State Dispute Settlement or
ISDS) which will give big corporations the

power to sue our government at secret tribunals for damaging their profit line—even
when the government was attempting to
protect people and their health.
If TTIP becomes law, it will be much
harder for any government to properly take
control of the NHS by revoking the Health
& Social Care Act, or to take railways back
into public ownership or to regulate energy prices.
No wonder that a recent opinion poll
found that 39% of people thought TTIP would

be bad for Britain—three times as many as
thought it would be a good thing. Or than
another poll showed commissioned by Unite
the Union found that 68% of people in marginal constituencies opposed including the
NHS in TTIP.
TTIP is being negotiated ‘on our behalf’
by unelected European officials. Even our
MPs don’t know—and aren’t allowed to
know—what’s being negotiated away.
Over the Summer, these same European
officials told us that we weren’t even allowed
to launch an official petition to challenge
the negotiations—something which is our
constitutional right.
The movement against TTIP is growing
But there is good news. A huge movement
is growing against this power grab.
On 12 July activists came out across the
country to protest TTIP. We saw dancing
robots, corporate puppeteers, and boxing
matches pitching fat cats against nurses in
protests all around the UK.
The same weekend we saw 150,000
European citizens submit responses to a

The European
movement against
TTIP is growing
MARK BERGFELD

Opposition to TTIP is growing and protests
are being organised across Europe.
Recently the city council in the German
town of Erkrath unanimously declared its
opposition to TTIP. This follows the initiative
by hundreds of French municipalities to
declare themselves TTIP-free zones.
Creative resistance to TTIP is flourishing
all over the EU with, for instance, bicycle
demonstrations, protesters dressed as corporate robots, and a giant Trojan TTIP horse.
On 11 October, people from Europe and
the USA will come together for an international day of action to protest against undemocratic trade deals. If we work together,
we can defeat TTIP!

Why young people
should stand up
against TTIP

TTIPing us out of the
frying pan, into the fire
SAMUEL LOWE
FRIENDS OF THE EARTH

The EU are openly pushing for the inclusion
of an energy chapter in TTIP and the overturn of a 40 year US ban on oil exports.
Karel De Gucht, the outgoing EU Trade
Commissioner, has said “I cannot imagine
that there will ever be a TTIP without such
(energy) provisions.”
On the surface, the reasoning is sound.
In the face of continued tension with Russia,
the EU is attempting to diversify its energy
supply. The Financial Times published an
editorial earlier this year forwarding this
very argument, specifically highlighting the
potential benefits of the US loosening restrictions on the export of liquefied natural
shale gas.
However, Commissioner De Gucht and
the Financial Times have failed to properly
consider the long-term risks associated with
such a strategy.
First, we must acknowledge that manmade climate change is a real issue, with real
economic and social costs. This is not up for
debate, it is an established fact. Any potential
increase in greenhouse gas emissions as a
result of TTIP would be an obvious step in
the wrong direction.
Second, the removal of the US ban on
oil exports would serve to facilitate the export
of tar sand oils, mined in Canada and refined
in the US, to the EU. A study commissioned

Digital rights: TTIP’s
threat to our privacy
and culture

SAMIA AZIZ & TITO MOGAJI-WILLIAMS
UNITE THE YOUTH

The movement against TTIP is growing, but
for it to succeed all the groups in society who
are threatened by this corporate power grab
need to be mobilised. Unite the Youth fights
for the interests of marginalised, misrepresented and disenfranchised youth—a group
who should be at the centre of the struggle
against TTIP.
The effects of TTIP upon the lives of the
young and underprivileged could be phenomenal. If the proposals are passed, we
could see more of the commodification of
education, especially higher education, increasingly tilting the educational playing
field towards the rich. In work, young people
often find themselves disadvantaged in recruitment processes, yet find comfort in the
protections of a minimum wage and the right
to organise in trade unions. But, in the name
of de-regulation, TTIP is a great threat to
these rights, which have been fought for by
generations of workers. And that’s not to
mention the threat of TTIP to free healthcare,
or to internet privacy.

by the EU has found the average greenhouse
gas emissions from tar sands extraction and
processing to be 23 per cent higher than the
average fuels used in the EU. Additionally,
while natural gas may be the least carbonintensive fossil fuel, there is still considerable debate as to the overall level of greenhouse
gases emitted by shale gas due to the propensity for gas leaks from fracking sites.
Finally, and this is important, the necessary infrastructure investment required
to facilitate the transport of liquefied gas
across the Atlantic is considerable and
decidedly long-term. A new report by the
Global Commission on the Economy and
Climate has confirmed that high-carbon
investment over the next 15 years will only
serve to lock in the risks of dangerous climate
change. Not only would the inclusion of an
energy chapter in the TTIP fail to adequately address issues of energy security in the
EU in the short-term, it will also create
bigger, potentially catastrophic, problems
going forward.
With so little to gain, why are our leaders contemplating committing to costly
projects that will lock us into fossil fuel
dependency for the coming decades? Are
they really that foolhardy and reckless?

ED PATON-WILLIAMS
OPEN RIGHTS GROUP

At the heart of it, TTIP will lead to a shift
in the values upon which our society is based.
Democracy is being replaced by private
conversations with no transparency to the
people affected. Future disputes would be
resolved by corporate lawyers rather than
open courts. TTIP would allow businesses
to sue governments where their profits are
threatened—can we truly say we live in a
democracy when laws passed for the public
benefit can be punished by the interests of
capital and foreign investors?
Young people already face being marginalised and patronised whenever we attempt
to bring our perspective into politics, and
our lack of voice on matters that affect us is
very distressing. Our limited ability to contribute means that established politics is
stagnant and repetitive while we are discouraged and disillusioned. But TTIP affects us
all—engaged, apolitical or neither, and mass
youth resistance is a necessary means in
defeating TTIP. And that’s exactly what we’re
hoping to build—watch this space.

Europe and the USA have a history of pushing for trade agreements that jeopardise
our digital rights. We need to be vigilant
against the threat of TTIP harming our
privacy and culture.
The EU, the USA and nine other countries
secretly negotiated the Anti-Counterfeiting
Trade Agreement (ACTA) between 2007 and
2010. ACTA made internet providers legally
responsible for copyright infringement
on their network. To determine whether
their users were infringing copyright, providers would have been strongly incentivised
to carry out deep, intrusive surveillance of
all our internet usage, regardless of whether we had actually infringed anyone’s
copyright. This would have been a huge
invasion of our privacy. Thanks to huge
public protests across Europe, in 2012 the
European Parliament rejected ACTA with a
92% majority.
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The US is currently pushing even stronger privacy-invading measures than ACTA
in a new trade deal with countries in the
Asia-Pacific region. There is every reason
to think they will be looking for similarly
repressive measures in TTIP. That could be
measures to encourage internet firms to
bypass the rule of law and enforce intellectual property laws themselves. This could
mean removal of content and website blocking without the need to go through democratic processes or apply for court orders.
We must stop TTIP from invading our
privacy and inhibiting our culture. As the
defeat of ACTA has shown, we can defeat
undemocratic trade deals. It’s time to stand
up for our digital rights and our democracy.

No government has
a mandate to allow
the irreversible
sale of our NHS

US campaign
ensures no ‘Fast
Track’ for TTIP

MELINDA ST. LOUIS
PUBLIC CITIZEN, USA

The safety standards on which we rely daily
for our food, medicines and cars. The energy
and climate policies needed to save our planet. The new financial regulations designed
to prevent banks from gambling with our
money and creating another crisis. These are
policies that should be determined in open,
democratic venues where we, as citizens, have
a voice.
But a group of the largest multinational
banks, agribusinesses and other powerful
industry groups want to rewrite these safeguards and enshrine extreme corporate rights
through negotiations happening behind
closed doors on so-called ‘trade’ deals, including TTIP and the Trans-Pacific Partnership
(TPP), the parallel US negotiation with Pacific nations. In the US, 600 corporate advisors
have direct access to the negotiating texts of
these deals, while the public, and the press
are locked out.
In response, a broad coalition of US
consumer and environmental groups, family farmers, trade unions, faith organisations,
chemical and food safety organisations, financial reform advocates, public health and
internet freedom groups, organic consumers’
associations, and concerned citizens have
been raising alarm bells.
This multi-sectoral coalition has campaigned to ensure that the US Congress does

LEN MCCLUSKEY
GENERAL SECRETARY, UNITE

“The NHS will last as long as there are folk
left with the faith to fight for it,” so said Nye
Bevan, who founded the National Health
Service 66 years ago.
Two years after the government launched
the biggest attack on our health service in
its history, we are seeing communities coming together in the fight of their lives to save
our NHS. Now growing numbers of people
are getting wise to TTIP, a sinister trade deal
which is threatening to lock in the Tory selloff of the NHS. From Dorset to Dumfries
people are spreading the word about the
dangers of TTIP.
In 2012 the Tory’s Health and Social Care
Act forced the NHS to put billions of pounds
worth of vital services up for sale. Over 70
per cent of tendered services have gone to
private health firms such as Circle, whose
investors have donated an estimated £1.5
million to Conservative coffers.
We know what previous sell-offs have
meant—just look at energy. We were told
that the privatisation of energy would mean
a better service and cheaper bills. But energy
bosses are making record profits and our
bills keep going up. This is what it will be

like for health but worse as privatisation
could be locked in under TTIP. Our NHS
would be in the hands of profiteers and we
would have no say.
TTIP would grant American multinationals, or any firm with American investors,
the power to sue the government if it ever
attempted to take privatised health services
back into public ownership.
This has already happened in Eastern
Europe, where the government of Slovakia
was forced to pay over €22 million to Dutch
insurer Achmea when it attempted to introduce public health insurance.
I believe that the NHS is one of the
greatest achievements ever and a reason to
be truly proud of our country. Everyone gets
treated equally, regardless of how much
money they have. We don’t pay to see a doctor or to go to hospital.
David Cameron refuses to protect the
NHS from this trade deal. So it’s our job to
shout and make our voice heard. The man
who is trying to sell the NHS needs to be told
that we are prepared to fight for it and he
and his party will face their reckoning at the
ballot box.
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not allow the President to ‘Fast Track’ these
bad deals. While the large multinational
corporations pushing this agenda have spent
millions and sent an army of lobbyists to our
Congress, more than 500 US civil society
organisations from across all sectors joined
together in a massive grassroots campaign
to oppose ‘Fast Track’ trade authority, which
would essentially put the US Congress in
handcuffs and stifle any real debate about
these trade deals until after they are finished.
More than a million people have signed petitions opposing Fast Track, and, more importantly, thousands of citizens have engaged
in direct and creative grassroots advocacy
with Members of Congress in their districts
across the country.
The result? To the surprise of the corporate lobby, the people are winning! A stunning
three-fourths of members of the US House
of Representatives from the President’s own
Democratic Party publicly opposed Fast Track
before a bill was even introduced. Polling
shows that the vast majority of Democratic
and Republican voters oppose Fast Track.
Efforts to revive Fast Track have thus remained
stalled, and the campaign will ensure that it
stays that way.
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REASONS
YOU SHOULD
BE WORRIED
ABOUT TTIP
noTTIP.org.uk
#noTTIP

A THREAT TO DEMOCRACY

A THREAT TO WORKERS’ RIGHTS

If agreed, TTIP would give corporations the power to sue
governments over decisions that could harm their future
profits, undermining democratic decision-making made
in the public interest.

Workers’ rights could be reduced to US standards and
businesses could relocate to US states and EU countries
with the lowest labour standards.

A THREAT TO PUBLIC SERVICES
TTIP will create new markets in public services such as
health and education, leading to greater liberalisation and
privatisation. It would also make it very difficult to bring
these services—as well as our energy and water—back
under public control or renationalise them.

A THREAT TO FOOD SAFETY
Through a harmonisation of food safety regulation, EU food
safety standards would be lowered to US levels. This would
remove EU restrictions on genetically modified organisms
(GMOs), pesticides and hormone-treated beef.

A THREAT TO PERSONAL PRIVACY
Leaked documents indicate that TTIP could be used to
reintroduce central elements of the Anti-Counterfeiting
Trade Agreement (ACTA), which was rejected by the
European parliament after popular protest. This could
force internet providers to spy on their customers.

A THREAT TO FINANCIAL CONTROL
TTIP is set to remove many of the new financial regulations
(such as banking safeguards) have been introduced since
2008 to prevent a future financial crash.

NEGOTIATED IN SECRECY
A THREAT TO THE ENVIRONMENT
TTIP would see EU environmental regulations being
harmonised and reduced to US levels, allowing a USstyle fracking boom in the UK and elsewhere in Europe.

A THREAT TO THE CLIMATE
With strong investor rights, TTIP would allow corporations
to sue governments for bringing in new policies to leave
fossil fuels in the ground.

While corporate lobbyists are playing an integral role in
negotiations, the public have been shut out. All negotiators
must sign nondisclosure agreements. There is no access
to the draft text of the agreement—even for MPs—so most
of what we know is from leaked documents.

A DANGEROUS BLUEPRINT
FOR THE REST OF THE WORLD
If TTIP is agreed, countries in the global south will come
under huge pressure to apply TTIP standards to avoid losing
trade. The business lobby are upfront about their aim of
creating ‘global convergence toward EU-US standards’.
This would see free trade policies forced on poorer
countries, that they have had no part in negotiating.

TTIP: no
fracking way!

Food! It’s on the table
SAMUEL LOWE
FRIENDS OF THE EARTH

The European Commission have been working extra time to allay civil society fears that
TTIP will lead to a reduction in food safety
standards. As Karel De Gucht, the European
Trade Commissioner, has said, “We won’t
be changing our food safety laws in TTIP…
these issues just aren’t on the table.”
However, the recently leaked EU TTIP
draft chapter on sanitary and phytosanitary
issues suggests the Commissioner is not
being entirely straight with us.
Firstly, the EU is proposing the implementation of a form of mutual recognition
where both the EU and US agree to recognise
each other’s food safety standards as equivalent, which is often not the case. In practise,
lower standard US products could outcompete EU products, creating pressure for a
race to the bottom for food safety regulation.
Additionally, the leaked text states that food
safety safeguards should be enforced in the
‘least trade restrictive manner’. This flags up
a fundamental conflict of interest. Food
safety safeguards exist to protect and optimise public health, not to help businesses
maximise profits. In fact, there may often
be a tension between these two goals—look
at last year’s horsemeat in burgers scandal,
for example.
Secondly, the EU is proposing to use
TTIP to reduce the number of port of entry

food safety inspections and tests. They would
be replaced by an exporter country certification process, working on the assumption
that both parties’ food safety safeguards are
of equivalent rigour (which they currently
are not). Port of entry inspections are an
essential final safeguard designed to ensure
that food is safe and that all other safety
systems are working correctly. The removal or reduction of port of entry inspections
increases the probability of contaminated
goods slipping through the safety net.
Finally, the leaked text shows that the
EU is proposing that importer parties recognise the health status of regions or zones
as determined by the exporting party. In
English, this means that when importing
food or plants from an area suspected to
contain disease, the importing country must
accept the exporting country’s judgement
as to whether the product is safe. This will
limit the powers of importing countries to
apply precautionary import restrictions on
food suspected to be unsafe.
In regards to the full TTIP negotiation,
there is still a lot of uncertainty and we won’t
know everything until the full negotiating
texts are made available or leaked. We do
however know one thing for certain: Food
safety is an issue that most definitely IS on
the table.

TTIP: the
corporate
takeover of
law-making

TTIP: don’t mention
the job loses
JOHN HILARY
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, WAR ON WANT

Much has been written on the potential economic impacts of the Transatlantic Trade and
Investment Partnership (TTIP) currently
being negotiated between the EU and the USA.
But proponents of the agreement have paid
far less attention to the impact that TTIP will
have on employment. And the reason isn’t
hard to see.
The headline finding from the official
assessment of TTIP is that there will be a loss
of at least one million jobs in the EU and the
USA as a direct result of the agreement’s
coming into force. This is the conclusion of
the report commissioned by the EU from the
Centre for Economic Policy Research (CEPR)
in London at the outset of the negotiations.
Under the scenario for TTIP favoured by
EU negotiators—which they refer to as ‘ambitious’—the CEPR study predicts that over
1.3 million European workers and over
715,000 US workers will stand to lose their
jobs: a total of over two million job losses.
Even under a less ambitious outcome, the
CEPR study predicts that TTIP will lead to the
direct loss of over 680,000 jobs in the EU and
a further 325,000 in the USA: a combined
total of over one million lost jobs.

How transatlantic trading
could affect education

TTIP: the end of
affordable medicine?
SAM MASON
PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL SERVICES UNION

The secret negotiations to create the ‘biggest
trade deal in history’—TTIP—poses a grave
threat to our energy security and energy
democracy. David Cameron says TTIP is a
“once in a generation prize and we are determined to seize it”. One of the prizes being
talked of here is fracking. And Cameron has
indeed shown in his quest to be ‘all out for
shale’ that he means to seize it at all costs.
An important principle of EU regulation
is the precautionary principle which is made
to prevent actions and policies that might
be a danger to the environment or health of
citizens. TTIP would undermine the ability
of individual governments to use the precautionary framework to protect their citizens
and the environment for instance by regulating against fracking. This would most
seriously affect the countries or US regions
which have already banned fracking, such
as France, Bulgaria and parts of Pennsylvania.
TTIP could see these bans overturned.
The risk of contamination of groundwater supplies by chemicals used for fracking is very real. In Pennsylvania in the US,
the Department of Environmental Protection
has for the first time made public 243 cases
of contamination related to fracking. The

SAOIRSE FITZPATRICK
StopAIDS

government’s claim that it won’t happen
here because of stronger planning, environment and health and safety regulation concerning water supplies is not a sufficient
safeguard. With attempts to weaken regulation there is every reason to believe that if
fracking goes ahead, water contamination
is very likely to happen here.
Corporations are already fighting EU
and national attempts to regulate fracking
—and would inevitably try to use TTIP to
advance this agenda. For example, in France
the US-based oil company Schuepbach and
French transnational TOTAL filed separate
legal actions against the French state when
their licences were cancelled. TOTAL already
have a stake in the UK fracking industry. TTIP
could make it possible for corporations to
sue governments in unaccountable offshore
courts and make it much easier for corporations to challenge laws that protect people
and the environment.
Fighting TTIP must be a priority for
everyone concerned about the dangers of
fracking and who wants a cleaner and greener future. As part of a broad coalition opposed
to these dangerous measures, we need to
shout loud and clear, “TTIP: no fracking way!”

Global intellectual property rules already
have a serious negative impact on public
health as they limit lifesaving supplies of
affordable, unbranded medicine. But TTIP
is set to go far beyond these internationally
agreed rules and could have devastating
consequences for access to affordable medicines around the world.
TTIP could give further power to the
pharmaceutical industry by extending monopolies and increasing their ability to
unfairly attack unbranded supplies of medicine. This is bad for Europe, which saves
£19bn a year through the use of unbranded
medicine. But it is also deeply concerning
for developing countries as the pharmaceutical industry, the EU and US all want TTIP
to become the new global standard for all
future free trade agreements.
Unbranded (generic) medicines are
legal, quality, identical copies of brandname drugs. Competition from generic
medicine has forced down the price of
anti-retrovirals for HIV from over $10,000
per person per year to under $100. Without
these drugs there would be no international
AIDS response.
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Will these newly unemployed workers
have any chance of finding alternative jobs?
In its own impact assessment, the European
Commission admits that the effect of the job
losses from TTIP will be ‘prolonged and substantial’. At a time when unemployment rates
in Europe already stand at record levels, the
Commission recognises the ‘legitimate concerns’ that those workers who lose their jobs
as a result of TTIP will not be able to find
other employment.
That is not all. TTIP poses a recognised
threat to labour standards, undermining the
quality as well as the quantity of available work.
TTIP also aims to open up public procurement
and public service contracts, threatening
workers’ rights by means of increased privatisation. Popular ‘Buy American’ provisions
aimed at protecting local jobs in US states
have been explicitly targeted for removal by
EU negotiators, promising further mayhem.
TTIP will be a disaster for workers on both
sides of the Atlantic. Anyone under the illusion
that it could be a ‘gold standard’ agreement
for labour should think again.

SAMIDHA GARG
NATIONAL UNION OF TEACHERS

One controversial proposal within TTIP
is the expansion of ‘data exclusivity’ rules.
This would mean that clinical trial data could
only be used by the company that paid for
the trial. The result would be expensive and
unethical re-runs of trials, or a further wait
of between 5–10 years before generic versions
can be produced. A similar rule forced the
Jordanian government to spend an additional $22.04 million on brand-name drugs between 2002 and 2006.
TTIP could also allow pharmaceutical
companies to sue states that use their legal
right to over-ride IP law so they can access
generic medicines in a health emergency.
Countries around the world are already
facing lawsuits for implementing propublic health policies. TTIP would make
these profit-driven attempts to undermine
public health more common, more unaccountable and less fair.
By restricting sales of competing unbranded drugs TTIP will push up prices and
worsen health outcomes. To protect health
in the UK and the rest of the world it is critical that we stop these attacks on access to
medicines by stopping TTIP.

There are many reasons to have serious
concerns about TTIP. We at the National
Union of Teachers (NUT) are concerned that
the anticipated broad scope and coverage
of TTIP could pose serious risks for educational policy, for educational institutions,
and for teachers and students.
If education is covered in TTIP, it could
restrict the ability of EU member states to
limit the entry and regulate the quality of
private and for-profit schools and institutions.
Any measure adopted to promote high quality standards in teacher training and licensing could potentially be interpreted as a
‘disguised barrier to trade’ or ‘more trade
burdensome than necessary’. This could
undermine the quality of public education
in the UK and across the EU.
TTIP could entrench privatisation, as
governments attempting to regain public
control would risk being sued by multinational companies for loss of profits resulting
from public policy decisions, such as those
in support of social or environmental goals,
labour rights or food safety regulations. This
could have negative impacts on the food

NICK DEARDEN
WORLD DEVELOPMENT MOVEMENT

One of the most frightening aspects of TTIP
that has had virtually no attention is ‘regulatory co-operation’.
Under this friendly sounding phrase, the
European Union is proposing to give a permanently bigger role to big business over our
laws. The EU’s proposal for a special Regulatory Cooperation Council would fundamentally change the way laws and regulations are
adopted in the future.
We know about these proposals through
a paper that was leaked last year. They show
a plan for evaluating laws on both sides of the
Atlantic to ensure they don’t undermine the
interests of big business.
The Council would give big business
—and its lobbyists in Brussels—the right to
be involved in the law making process well
before any public and democratic debate
takes place. This would allow business ample

opportunity to get its way without the public
being aware. It would give huge new opportunities for business to promote or halt laws.
So even if, for instance, foods that are
genetically modified, hormone pumped or
chlorine washed do not make it through the
formal TTIP negotiations, ‘regulatory cooperation’ would give agribusiness a permanent
mechanism for promoting these products.
Regulatory cooperation would turn the
‘free trade’ into a sort of constitution to which
all of our laws must comply. Food safety,
consumer protection, the environment and
many other areas would take second place.
No wonder big business has lobbied so
hard for TTIP. Campaigners at the Corporate
Europe Observatory who analysed the leaked
paper said: “If adopted, this proposal will be
a huge victory for corporate lobbying on both
sides of the Atlantic.”
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provided to children in school, and the rights
of education workers, already under attack
by the current UK government.
We are particularly alarmed that TTIP
could contain a so-called ‘ratchet’ clause
which would lock in any future privatisation
or liberalisation: so if a government were to
choose to ‘open up’ its education sector to
private sector companies, in whole or in part,
that would then become binding. Future
governments, even if elected with a mandate
to undo such measures, would be seriously
constrained from doing so without paying
significant compensation. This represents
an unacceptable constraint on democracy.
We cannot let our government sell off
our right to quality public education in
undemocratic trade deals. We must say no
to TTIP.

What’s the
alternative?
NICK DEARDEN
WORLD DEVELOPMENT MOVEMENT

We’re not anti-trade. Trade has existed far
into prehistory and allowed humans to share
and learn. Today, trade can help us build a
fairer and less dangerous world.
But for too long, global elites have used
trade policies to make themselves richer and
more powerful. Trade has bred inequality
and subjected countries in Africa, Asia and
Latin America to rule by the ‘West’.
We believe in a different sort of trade:

#noTTIP

Suing states

is supported by:

MORTEN THAYSEN
WORLD DEVELOPMENT MOVEMENT

If TTIP is passed it would give companies
the right to sue governments in secretive
and unaccountable offshore courts for
policies they feel might harm their profits.
The UK government says this will not harm
its ability to support its citizens, but examples from similar deals around the world
show otherwise.
Slovakia was forced to pay over €22million to Dutch insurer Achmea when it attempted to introduce public health insurance.
Egypt is currently being sued by Veolia
for raising the minimum wage and stands
to lose $80million.

Argentina was sued by water and electricity companies (including EDF) for freezing utility prices. Argentina paid out over
$1billion by 2008.
Australia is being sued by tobacco giant
Philip Morris for introducing blank cigarette
packaging. Philip Morris has threatened to
sue the UK government if it follows suit.
Canada is being sued for $500 million
by big American drug company, Eli Lilly,
who claims a Canadian court’s decision to
reject a patent on one of their drugs (because
it doesn’t do what it’s supposed to do) is
depriving them of ‘expected future profits’.

1.

Trade must promote democracy and equality. Trade can be made to benefit the poorest
most of all. We should undertake trade which
will help lift the poorest countries and people out of poverty. All trade deals should be
open and democratic so citizens everywhere
can be informed and play a role in making
these important policies.

2.

Trade should not trump human rights. Free
trade encourages countries to undercut each
other in order to make products ever cheaper, no matter what the impacts on pay and
conditions of workers. Trade should only be
undertaken when it protects and promotes
human rights and workers’ rights.

3.

Trade should help us share rather than
compete. Trade should help share knowledge,
not turn it into a commodity by protecting
the profits of big companies through harsh
copyright laws. Instead we should undertake
trade which allows countries to cheaply
develop renewable technology and generic
medical technology.

4.

Trade should not prioritise the tastes of the
richest over the needs of the poorest. Trade
can have a negative impact on the environment and agriculture—for instance by encouraging export of luxury food items at the
expense of farmers growing for the local
market. We should rather encourage trade
which directly puts small producers in
contact with one another, prioritising small
trade networks and relationships between
countries within one region (e.g. within
Africa not between Africa and the US).
This all sounds a long way away. But alternative trade networks are being created right
now. In Latin America countries like Bolivia,
Ecuador and Venezuela have set up trade
agreements based on cooperating rather than
competing. Small producer networks are
already selling goods in fairer ways than
those encouraged by the global elite.

Other dangerous trade deals
TTIP is not the only dangerous trade deal
being negotiated at the moment. In fact TTIP
is part of a global attempt to shift power
from people to corporations under the guise
of ‘free’ trade.

elements as TTIP, for instance ISDS which
would allow corporations to sue governments
for protecting their citizens. CETA has already
been negotiated, but is still waiting for approval in the EU.

TPP (Trans-Pacific Partnership)
The TPP is TTIP’s sister agreement between
the US and other Pacific economies. It is
being heavily resisted by campaigners in the
affected countries for many of the same
reasons we resist TTIP.

TISA (Trade In Services Agreement)
TISA is a trade agreement between more
than 50 countries (including EU member
states) that threatens to ‘open up’ a whole
host of public services to private companies
and to make it even harder to regulate, for
instance, financial services

CETA (Comprehensive
Economic Trade Agreement)
CETA is a trade agreement between the EU
and Canada that includes many of the same
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• 15M London Assembly
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• 350.org
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