
Trans-Pacific Partnership:

CORPORATE POWER 
vs PEOPLES’ RIGHTS

The Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement (TPP) is 
a free trade agreement involving Australia, the US, 
Japan, and nine other countries. Negotiations are 
secret, and the agenda is being driven by the US on 
behalf of its global corporations.  They want changes 
to our laws to increase their corporate rights at the 
expense of our rights. The TPP could mean:

• Higher medicine prices
• Special rights for foreign investors 

to sue governments over health and 
environment laws

• Threats to our internet freedom
• Race to the bottom on worker’s rights and 

the environment

We’re calling for a
FAIR DEAL or NO DEAL in the TPP!

Join the campaign for a 
FAIR DEAL or NO DEAL

The Australian Fair Trade and Investment Network 
(AFTINET) is a national network of individuals and 
community organisations which campaign for fair 
trade based on human rights, labour rights and 
environmental sustainability.
We are calling on our government to reject 
proposals which are against the public interest and 
publish the full text of the agreement for public and 
Parliamentary debate before it is signed by Cabinet. 

Our website has resources you can use to:
• Take action or come to an event
• Send a message to parliamentarians
• Talk to your local Member of Parliament
• Discuss the TPP with friends, relatives 

and workmates, or hold a local meeting
• Become an AFTINET member
• Donate to support the campaign
• Follow us on Twitter @AFTINET

www.aftinet.org.au
128 Chalmers St Surry Hills NSW 2010

campaign@aftinet.org.au | 02 9699 3686 
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Internet Freedom under threat
Copyright law is meant to ensure that creative workers 
can get reasonable payments when others reproduce their 
work. There should be a balance between these rights 
and the rights of consumers to gain access to knowledge 
through hard copies and the Internet. 

The US is proposing extended copyright laws in the TPP, 
serving the interests of its media companies, which are the 
largest exporters of copyrighted works in the world. Many 
of these proposals would reduce access to information.

Proposals to extend copyright from 70 years to 90 or more 
years after the death of the author would come at great 
expense to educational bodies, libraries and Internet users.

Some proposals would force Internet service providers to 
police copyright rules by reporting breaches, removing 
online content and even denying access to Internet users. 
They would also impose criminal penalties for acts like 
temporary storage of copyrighted data, and there are no 
clear safeguards for legitimate use. 

To view the leaked chapter: www.wikileaks.org/tpp/



No agreement on workers’ rights
Without basic rights at work, competition for investment 
can lead to a race to the bottom on workers’ rights 
and safety regulation. We saw this in April 2013 when 
Bangladeshi clothing factory workers left an unsafe 
building but were ordered back to work. The building 
then collapsed, killing 1200 people, including many 
children. The TPP should include enforceable labour 
rights, including freedom to join unions, the right to 
collective bargaining, no forced labour, no child labour 
and no discrimination in the workplace. 

Weak environmental standards
Without environmental protections, free trade 
agreements can lead to environmental damage as 
governments compete to attract investment. A leaked 
draft of the environment chapter shows that the TPP 
contains only weak environmental standards which are 
not enforceable. In contrast, negotiators are pushing 
for corporations to have rights to sue governments over 
environmental legislation.  

To view the leaked environment chapter: www.wikileaks.
org/tpp-enviro/

Rights for foreign investors 
to sue governments

The US wants special rights for foreign investors to sue 
governments for millions of dollars if their investments 
are ‘harmed’ by a law or policy, even if that law or policy 
aims to protect public health or the environment. The 
proposal is known as Investor-State Dispute Settlement, 
or ISDS.

These disputes are heard by international investment 
tribunals, which prioritise investor rights above the 
public interest. Attempts to exclude public health and 
environmental legislation from ISDS clauses in other 
agreements have not been effective.

The current Coalition government is prepared to negotiate 
ISDS in the TPP, despite the Howard government refusing 
to include it in the Australia-US Free Trade Agreement 
in 2004. If ISDS is included in the TPP, our local, state 
and federal governments would be vulnerable to legal 
challenges from foreign investors, including large tobacco 
and mining corporations. 

Tobacco

Philip Morris tobacco company is currently using ISDS 
provisions to sue the Australian government over the plain 
packaging legislation. Australia’s democratic parliament 
and High Court determined that tobacco companies 
were not eligible for compensation.  But the US-based 
company ignored this and moved some assets to Hong 
Kong in order to use ISDS provisions in an obscure 1993 
investment treaty to sue our government for damages. 
Even if the government wins the case, it will cost millions 
in legal fees.

Mining

US corporations have sued governments for tens of 
millions of taxpayers’ dollars over legitimate health and 
environment legislation under the North American Free 
Trade Agreement (NAFTA). Currently, the US Lone Pine 
energy company is using ISDS provisions in NAFTA to sue 
the provincial government of Quebec for $250 million 
because it suspended shale gas mining to conduct an 
environmental study. Similar moves to regulate coal seam 
gas activity in Australia could be undermined if ISDS is 
included in the TPP.

Higher medicine prices
Increased patents on medicines

Pharmaceutical companies already have patent rights to 
charge high monopoly prices for new medicines for 20 
years before we can access cheaper generic medicines. 
However, US trade negotiators are demanding stronger 
patent rights in the TPP, which would further delay the 
availability of cheaper medicines. Australians would have 
to pay higher prices for medicines, and in developing 
countries the effect would be disastrous.

Undermining the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme

Other proposals in the TPP would restrict governments’ 
ability to make medicines affordable, such as Australia’s 
Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme (PBS). In the US, where 
there is no national system to regulate the price of 
medicines, the wholesale prices of new medicines are 
three to  ten  times higher than the prices in Australia, retail 
prices are even higher and many people cannot afford to 
buy medicines. The PBS regulates the wholesale and retail 
prices of many medicines in Australia, so pensioners pay 
no more than $6.10 and others not more than $37.70. TPP 
proposals to weaken the PBS would mean higher costs for 
government and consumers. 


