
Suspend the negotiations for a free trade agreement with the USA! 

Free trade agreements only with harmonization of environmental, worker and consumer 
standards at the highest available level! 

Currently the European Union (EU) and the United States of America (USA) are negotiating a 

transatlantic trade agreement (Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership, TTIP). From our 

point of view, trade talks between the EU and the USA could be advantageous, if they were used 

to help drive a trade policy realignment, which would set global standards for a fairer globalisation. 

The object has to be to provide greater prosperity for a broader segment of the population, improve 

economic, social and environmental standards, and create structures for fair competition and good 

working conditions. 

In this respect, the current EU-US free trade agreement negotiations are still heading in the wrong 

direction. Confidentiality rules and a lack of transparency prevent appropriate public debate. Some 

individual plans, together with the risks they entail, have become public knowledge, causing major 

worries and popular criticism. The main reason for concern is over the different levels of protection 

for consumers, the environment and the workforce. Under certain circumstances, a trade 

agreement which further liberalisesmarkets, thus increasing competition intensity, might put 

pressure on standards in Europe, or undermine co-determination and union rights. 

• Six of the eight fundamental rights of the ILO Core Labour Standards have not been ratified 

by the USA, among them conventions of vital importance for trade unions, concerning the 

freedom of association including the protection of the right to organise and the right to 

collective bargaining. The USA also did not sign the following ILO conventions:convention 

concerning forced or compulsory labour,convention concerning equal remuneration, 

convention concerning abolition of discrimination in respect of employment and occupation, 

convention concerning minimum age for admission to employment. 

• Before any signature of TTIP, it is absolutely necessary that both contractual partners 

commit to ratify and implement international conventions and standards on the 

environment,labour and consumer protection as soon as possible. This would include the 

ratification of the ILO Core LabourStandards, further labour standards the ILO considers 

“relevant” and the OECD guidelines for multinational enterprises. 

• In the fields of environmental protection and consumer protection, in banking and financial 

market regulation, TTIP aims to create harmonisation and mutual recognition of regulatory 

and approval procedures which may be dangerous by allowing lower protection levels (with 

correspondingly lower costs and prices) to become the standard. This would result from 

either agreeing to this “weaker” standard, or from market mechanisms crowding out 

products with “higher” standards (and higher costs and prices) in favour of others with 

“weaker” standards. 

• The liberalisation of the service markets desired by the TTIP might put public services 

under privatisation pressure. Special protection in other service areas as well which the 

trade unions consider necessary, might be removed. – Public services need to be 

completely excluded from the negotiations with the USA. Services such as education, 

health care, social and labour market related services, as well as audiovisual and cultural 

services, water supply, postal services or public municipal transport, must not be topics for 

negotiation, even if one or both of the contractual parties have liberalised them already. 

Many public services are designed and developed through local and regional organisations 

and the TTIP carries the threat to undermine democratic decision-making at both regional 

and national levels. Thus local or regional public authorities need to be guaranteed a 

permanent and comprehensive area of operations for designing services of general 

economic interest. 



• The negotiations with the USA should be used to reinforce the principle of socially and 

ecologically responsible public procurement, in other words, coupling the award of 

contracts with collective bargaining agreement compliance, minimum wage payments and 

similar conditions. Under no circumstances must liberalising procurement markets in the 

context of the TTIP lead to a situation where existing rules no longer apply when awarding 

public contracts. 

• Should the TTIP introduce rules, which allow a broad interpretation of terms such as 

“indirect expropriation” or “fair and equitable treatment”, foreign investors might define new 

environmental legislation or enhanced workers’ rights as an infringement of their investor 

rights. Using special rights to redress (Investor to State Dispute Settlement, ISDS), private 

investors could fight such laws before opaque arbitration tribunals. It is not acceptable to 

subordinate the protection of workers’ rights, environmental rights or other government 

measures for the public good to the interests of foreign investors. – Investment protection 

regulations are not necessary in an agreement between the USA and the EU and must not 

be introduced through the TTIP. Investor/state arbitration and ill-defined definitions of legal 

terms such as “fair and equitable treatment” or “indirect expropriation” must be rejected in 

any kind of agreement. 

• There are reports of plans to use the TTIP to install a transatlantic “regulatory cooperation 

council” which would control and evaluate new rules and laws once the agreement had 

come into force. This might pave the way for lobbyists’ influence and restrict the ability of 

governments and parliaments to pass sensible laws in the interests of the public. – 

Endangering, weakening or bypassing the democratic right to make rules intended to 

protect matters of common benefit should be excluded. Parliaments and governments have 

the authority to pass laws and regulations for the good of their citizens and according to 

their wishes. This must not be made more difficult by creating a “governing council” in the 

context of regulatory cooperation. 

Current TTIP negotiations need to be suspended because of these concerns. New objectives need 

to be established. This suspension should be used to redefine a transparent EU negotiating 

mandate, in order to establish a fundamentally new approach in global trade politics, centring on 

the creation of fair trade relations, i.e. a more equitable political and regulatory framework for 

globalisation in the interests of workforce and consumers, rather than just increasing competitive 

pressures through market liberalisation and deregulation. 

On no account must protection levels for the environment, the workforce or consumers be reduced, 

either directly or indirectly. There must be no mutual recognition of standards, which are non-

equivalent concerning function or regulatory effect. The aim should be a harmonization of 

environmental, worker and consumer standards at the highest available level, which would exclude 

competition based on dumping. Furthermore any agreement must contain a review clause, which 

makes it possible to correct undesirable and erroneous developments. 
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