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Australia/United StatesFree Trade Agreement (USFTA) - Submission

WE wishto registerourconcernthattheproposedUS/AustraliaFreeTradeAgreement,
which appearsto bebeingprogressedwith unduehaste,will notbein Australia’sbest
interests.

WE urgethat therebemuchmoreconsultationwith thecommunityandwith community
andbusinessleaderson thedetailsof theproposedAgreementbeforeanyfurtherstepsare
takento finaliseit.

OURprincipalconcernsareasfollows:

1. TheAgreementstrikesat theheartofAustralia’slegislativeindependence.The
suggestionthatthethreetiersofAustraliangovernmentmayall be constrained,oreven
prevented,from introducingorvaryingregulationsin responseto emergingcommunity
needsis abhorrent.Australia’sindependenceshouldnot beerodedin anyway.

2. It hasnotbeenestablishedto oursatisfactionthatAustralia’sPharmaceuticalBenefits
Schemewill remainsubstantiallyunalteredundertheproposedAgreement.Giventhe
contradictoryinformationin thepublic domain,theAgreementshouldnotbeprogressed
until therehasbeenfull disclosureofthe implementationdetailsandproperpublic
consultationanddebate.Certainly,theUS Government(andindustry)shouldnotbein a
positionto dictateAustraliandomesticpolicy on theavailability andcostof
pharmaceuticals.

3. It appearsthatundertheproposedUSFTA, Australiancontentrulesfor media
ownershipandprogrammingwill beopento challengeandpossibleeasing.Themediais
alreadyUS dominatedandanyfurtherdilution ofAustraliancontentwill beseverely
detrimentalto Australianculturaldevelopment.If thereareto be changestheyshouldbe in
theoppositedirection.



4. TheproposedAgreementappearsto cedeAustralia’s independencein relationto
ForeignInvestmentRules,FoodLabeling,QuarantineandTradePractices.This is afurther
erosionofAustralia’sindependence.

5. Thegovernmenthasnot satisfactorilyexplainedtheimpactoftheAgreementon
Australiancopyrightlaw. It canbe interpretedfromtheproposedAgreementthattherewill
beadetrimentaleffect onAustralianeducationinstitutionswith schools,libraries,TAFEs
anduniversitiesincurringhighercosts. Suchanissueis too importantto be left vague- the
Agreementshouldbeclearerandconsequencesclearlyspeltout for thecommunity.

General Comment

It is deplorablethatendorsementof theAgreementis beingpursuedwithout adequate
communityeducationanddebateon theAgreement’simplications. The“catchmeif you
can~~approachrelieson membersofthecommunitybeingquick and smartenoughto find
andhighlight thenegativesamongsttheglossputout by selfinterestedgroupswhowill
benefitundertheAgreement.Thefactthat suchanapproachis beingadoptedby the
governmentsuggeststhat, onbalance,theAgreementis not in Australia’sbestinterests.

Why woulda Governmentpurportedlycommittedto Australia’sbestinterests,andsoready
to attack“un-Australianvalues”,bein suchahurryto giveawaythefarm?

(signed)
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