
AFTINET (Australian Fair Trade & Investment Network) is a 
national network of individuals and community organisations 
concerned about the impacts of trade and investment policy. 
Free Trade Agreements between countries are often driven by 
corporate global agendas at the expense of peoples’ rights, and 
we don’t see the result until the deal is done.

AFTINET monitors the activities of the World Trade Organisa-
tion and regional trade agreements, like the Trans-Pacific Part-
nership Agreement, raising awareness of closed door negotia-
tions that lead to laws and policies that would not pass public 
scrutiny. We hold governments and corporations to account 
and call for fair trade, not free trade.

AFTINET campaigns for:
• Trade and investment policy that protects local environ-

ments, economic development, human rights and labour 
rights

• Public discussion of the text of trade agreements before 
they are signed

• No reduction of the ability of governments to make laws in 
the public interest

• No special rights for corporations to sue governments over 
health and environmental policy

• Recognition of the special needs of developing countries in 
trade agreements.

Find out more
Web: aftinet.org.au
Mail: campaign@aftinet.org.au
Tel: 02 9699 3686 



Fair trade products are an important step in ending 
exploitation of workers across the globe. Buying 
certified fair trade goods can ensure that the pro-
ducers are earning a living wage and working in 
decent conditions. But fair trade products are only 
a tiny percentage of global markets, and the battle 
for fair trade doesn’t end there.

Governments around the world enter into Free 
Trade Agreements (FTAs) to reduce tariffs (taxes 
on imports) and expand global trade. But trade 
agreements often suit the interests of global cor-
porations at the expense of peoples’ rights and the 
environment.  

The removal of tariffs or taxes on imports can 
mean imports are cheaper, but this increases 
global competition. If there are no rules in trade 
agreements to protect workers’ rights and the en-
vironment, increased competition leads to a race 
to the bottom on labour rights and environmental 
standards.

Many FTAs go beyond trade in goods and involve 
increased rights for foreign investors, and reduced 
rights for governments to regulate in the public 
interest. For example, increased intellectual prop-
erty rights give global pharmaceutical companies 
the right to charge higher prices for a longer time, 
reducing the ability of governments to ensure med-
icines are affordable for all.

Free Trade is not Fair Trade!

‘...trade agreements of the past have been neither free nor fair.’
         Joseph Stiglitz, Nobel Prize winning economist

FAIR DEAL OR NO DEAL

World Trade Organisation (WTO)
The WTO aims to liberalise international trade in goods and services, through removing tariffs, restricting or removing government 
regulation, and by increasing intellectual property rights. The WTO has attracted widespread criticism and protest for the neo-
liberal free market policies that it promotes, along with the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund. The neo-liberal model 
of development has encouraged the growth of free trade zones in developing countries, based on poor working conditions and low 
environmental standards, promoting a race to the bottom to attract investors. The neo-liberal model of development has promoted 
global agribusiness at the expense of sustainable local agriculture, contributing to the global food crisis. This model has also pro-
moted the deregulation of financial markets which led to massive market failure and the global financial crisis. The Australian Fair 
Trade and Investment Network (AFTINET) believes that the WTO should develop a fair multilateral trade system which enables 
governments to regulate in the public interest, gives real recognition to the needs of developing countries and is based on United 
Nations agreements on human rights, labour rights and the environment.

Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement (TPPA) 
The TPPA is a proposed regional free trade agreement between the US, Australia, New Zealand, and eight other countries around 
the Pacific Rim, including some developing countries. Like most trade negotiations, the TPPA talks are heavily influenced by busi-
ness, and held in secret. There is some consultation with community groups, but it is limited because the negotiating text is not 
made public. Leaked documents show proposals which will affect the lives of millions. These include increased patent rights for 
corporations to charge higher medicine prices for longer, reduced rights for governments to ensure affordable medicine prices, 
and internet restrictions through copyright rules with criminal penalties. US business also wants less local content in Australian 
audio visual media and no labelling of GE food. They also want special rights for corporations to sue governments over health and 
environment regulation. AFTINET campaigns against these proposals and for fair trade based on human rights, labour rights, and 
environmental sustainability.

PACER-Plus
The Pacific Agreement on Closer Economic Relations - Plus (PACER-Plus) is a proposed regional free trade agreement between 
Australia, New Zealand and 14 Pacific Island Countries. Many of these are small vulnerable economies facing problems like ris-
ing sea levels resulting from climate change. Any regional free trade agreement that covers trade in goods, services and foreign 
investment needs detailed research on different sectors and industries that will be affected by greater trade liberalisation – yet very 
few studies have looked at the effect of PACER-Plus on specific industries. Pacific governments are already struggling to provide 
public services like health, education, water, police and emergency services. Taxes on imported goods (often luxury goods) are an 
important source of revenue to fund these services. PACER-Plus would remove these tariffs which would have a disastrous impact 
on both public services and employment levels. AFTINET calls on the Australian government to focus its resources on develop-
ment rather than trade negotiations.


