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No TPP in the RCEP!
Last week’s round of RCEP negotiations in Kobe,
Japan, didn’t get much media attention here in
Australia. But damaging TPP-like proposals are still
being pushed.
With little media attention and the negotiations
shrouded in secrecy, there is very low community
awareness of the possible dangers of the RCEP.
Can you or your organisation help spread the
word by sharing this graphic on social media?
You’ll find more information on the RCEP and the
latest progress below.
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Latest RCEP negotiations in Kobe
The RCEP negotiations held from Feb 27 to March 3 in Kobe, Japan did not make much progress. There are
still major differences on TPP-like proposals on corporate rights to sue governments (ISDS) and stronger
medicine monopolies, which would delay the availability of cheaper medicines. We know from leaked
documents that these are being proposed by Japan and Korea, with some support from Australia and New
Zealand. India and some ASEAN countries are resisting. There are also reported differences on tariffs, trade
in services and movement of temporary workers.
The Japanese government delayed responding to requests for civil society to present views to negotiators,
then agreed to some short meetings with only three days’ notice. Japanese civil society groups organised
a protest and several meetings and public forums.

Farmers, doctors and copyright lawyers all concerned about RCEP
During the Kobe negotiations Japanese family famers, international humanitarian organisation
Doctors Without Borders (MSF) and copyright experts all campaigned against various aspects of the
RCEP leaked texts.
Seeds are ours: small scale farmers protest RCEP
The Japanese family farmer movement protested outside RCEP negotiations last week with the
message 'Seeds are ours!’

Photo: Japanese family farmer movement (Nouminren)’s recent action in Kobe during RCEP negotiations

They are against TPP-like proposals in the RCEP to facilitate the patenting of plants and seeds which
would make it more difficult for farmers to save and exchange seeds with each other.
Australia has already signed up to these rules through the 1991 UPOV Convention but other RCEP
countries have not. In many of these, small-scale farmers rely on being able to swap and save seeds
for future harvest - something they have done for centuries.
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Small scale farmers in developing countries do not have the same capacity as larger corporations to
use the legal system to either receive intellectual property rights or defend themselves if they are
accused of an infringement.
These rules would also make these farmers more vulnerable to exploitation by corporations as they
often do not have the capacity to prove if a seed variety was already existing in their area.
Read more on this on the GRAIN website.
RCEP a “grave threat” to access to medicines
MSF sent a letter to all negotiating countries to express their serious concern over provisions that
threaten to restrict access to medicines for millions of people. MSF is concerned that not only could
the RCEP delay access to cheaper medicines but also could allow pharmaceutical companies to sue
governments in international tribunals.
MSF writes that proposed ISDS provisions in the leaked draft investment chapter could allow
pharmaceutical companies to claim millions of dollars in compensation from governments if they
regulate access to medicines. Pharmaceutical companies have sued or threaten to sue governments
in Canada, Colombia and the Ukraine because they have tried to make medicines more affordable.
Copyright provisions could ‘stifle creativity'
In the lead-up to the Kobe round, over 60 copyright experts released a statement expressing their
concern that that the IP standards proposed in the RCEP could “cause unintended effects of stifling
creativity, free speech, and economic growth.”
They are concerned that parts of the RCEP’s IP chapter could be modelled on the flawed TPP, which
extended copyright provisions in favour of corporations at the expense of people’s rights.
These experts want to see a greater focus on the public interest and greater transparency of
negotiations.
The Electronic Frontier Foundation argues that copyright provisions don’t belong in trade agreements
at all.

Trade Ministers to meet in Chile to discuss post-TPP trade options
Trade ministers will be meeting in Chile on 14-15th March to discuss the post-TPP trade future. The
meeting will include some TPP countries plus China, Korea and Colombia.
Some countries, including Australia, are looking to revive the dead TPP by using it as a model for other
trade agreements.
Two hundred organisations from most countries, including 44 Australian organisations, wrote an open
letter to trade ministers to urge them to avoid damaging TPP-like provisions and strive for fairer trade
deals in the future.
Thank you to all our member organisations who endorsed the statement, which will be a powerful
counter to the corporate push for more unfair trade deals based on the TPP.
The full letter is copied below. Read our full media release here and the list of endorsing
organisations here.
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Open letter to Trade Ministers meeting in Chile, 14-15 March 2017
It is clear that the withdrawal of the United States means that the Trans-Pacific Partnership agreement
as previously negotiated is dead. As representatives of many millions of people in a wide range of
unions, civil society groups and social movements we believe that the TPP text, negotiated in secret,
served the interests of large corporations at the expense of governments’ rights to regulate in the
public interest and of our fundamental rights as citizens. It gave special additional rights to global
corporations that were enforceable in discredited offshore tribunals, despite widespread public
opposition.
The TPP did not deliver on promises of secure livelihoods, good jobs and prosperity. It would have
restricted governments’ ability to regulate to ensure affordable medicines, financial stability, workers’
rights, protection of the environment and climate change mitigation, and to protect indigenous rights
and other fundamental human rights. We are better off without the TPP.
For these reasons, we believe it is not acceptable for TPP rules to be used as a model for future trade
negotiations whether bilateral, regional or multilateral, including the World Trade Organisation. We
urge you to accept that this model has failed, and to engage with us and others in a more open and
democratic process to develop alternative approaches that genuinely serve the interests of our
peoples, our nations and the planet.

Indonesia FTA could be completed as early as August
Indonesia and Australia aim to finish negotiations this year, with some news reports suggesting this
could happen “as early as August.”
While business groups are directly involved, there has been little communication with community
groups like AFTINET and negotiating texts remain secret. Our main concerns are that the agreement
could potentially include TPP-like proposals on medicine monopolies, ISDS and an increase in access
for temporary workers in Australia, who are vulnerable to exploitation.
There is also a push from Indonesia for Australia to import more palm oil and paper products as
negotiations for a bilateral deal continue.
Palm oil is controversial for environmental and conservation reasons: its production often leads to
deforestation and the loss of orangutan habitat.
Paper is also controversial because countries including Indonesia have been accused of “dumping”
paper products in Australia. This is a deliberate strategy to export products at prices below their real
costs and so undercut local producers.

Australia and NZ push for PACER-plus completion
Australia and New Zealand are exerting more pressure to conclude the PACER-plus negotiations with
Pacific Island nations, which have been ongoing for eight years. This is despite the withdrawal of
PNG and Fiji’s ongoing concerns about their ability to protect their infant industries.
During a recent visit to Fiji, Australian Assistant Trade Minister Keith Pitt confirmed that Australia’s
priority was to conclude negotiations - with or without Fiji. This means there’s now a possibility that
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a deal could go ahead without the two largest Pacific island economies, though the value of this is
questionable. AFTINET condemns attempts to pressure Pacific island governments to finalise an
agreement that is not in their interests. We will continue to monitor the situation.

Contact us:
Australian Fair Trade and Investment Network (AFTINET)
128 Chalmers Street, Surry Hills, NSW, Australia 2010
Phone 02 9699 3686 |fax 02 96993717
campaign@aftinet.org.au
www.aftinet.org.au |Twitter: @AFTINET | Facebook
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