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Here is from the June 3rd article at the pro-trade-deals Americas Society & Council of the
Americas,  “Summary:  The  Trans-Pacific  Partnership  –  What’s  at  Stake  for  the  Western
Hemisphere?” in which the Democratic congressman, Gregory Meeks, a Co-Chair of the
Friends of the Trans-Pacific Partnership Caucus, states the core of the Administration’s case
on its proposed trade-deals. The article reports:

According to Congressman Meeks, ‘TPP is a force for positive change across
the board for all countries, whether or not they belong to TPP,’ although this
transformation will  require rigorous action.  Countries  in  Central  and South
America understand that economic reforms and harmonized trade rules are
only  one  side  of  the  coin.  On  the  reverse  side,  they  are  committed  to
addressing  socio-political  demands,  inequality  issues,  violence,  and  the
informal  sector  in  the  economy.

He’s referring there to the uniform standardization that these deals would impose upon all
participating  countries  regarding regulations  of  food-safety,  product-safety,  drug-safety,
environmental standards, workers’ rights, protections against the defrauding of investors,
etc. He is saying that this international uniformity will bring “positive change across the
board for all countries.”

What it will actually do is to raise the standards in some countries and lower the standards
in others, in order to achieve uniformity across international borders.

So: let us assume, for the purpose of argument, that, for the most part, the net average
result will indeed be to raise standards. This is what he is implying (even though it’s false).
But there is a deeper problem than whether environmental and other standards within
various nations are set higher; and it is that they are, in effect, to be set in stone by these
agreements.

Just as it is vastly more difficult to update a provision in the U.S. Constitution by means of of
its Amendment-process than it is to enact a new mere law that updates an old mere law; so,
too, it is vastly more difficult to change an international treaty-provision than it is to change
a mere single nation’s regulatory standards and laws.

Whereas to change a law or regulation requires only intra-national, or inside-the-nation,
process,  changing  a  treaty-provision  requires  a  vastly  more  difficult  international  process,
which  demands  the  unanimous  consent  of  all  member-nations  of  the  given  treaty  or
international agreement.
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These ’trade’ deals are set up, far more fundamentally, to transfer the power over the
decisions  concerning  such  matters,  away  from  democratically  accountable  national
governments, to, instead, panels of ‘arbitrators’ consisting of three lawyers, each one of
whom is appointed by international corporations — i.e, by the very same parties whose
interest is to lower workers’ wages and rights, to lower environmental standards, to lower
protections against defrauding stockholders, to lower protections against global warming, to
lower protections against toxics in foods, etc.

The system in these ’trade’ deals does not allow nations to sue international corporations,
but it does allow international corporations to sue any signatory nation that, a given suing
international corporation alleges, has violated the treaty’s international standard — in other
words, that has applied or instituted a standard higher than the international treaty allows.

If  subsequent  scientific  research  indicates  that  a  given  global-warming  matter  requires  a
higher standard than was formerly thought, or that a given product-safety or food-safety
standard was actually  dangerously  low and must  be raised,  then,  that’s  just  too bad,
because there won’t be any realistic way in which the given standard, in any participating
country,  will  be able to be raised.  The international  corporations that  have lobbied so
successfully for Obama’s ‘trade’ deals to get them as far as they already have, will easily be
able to block at least one of the participating countries from going along with a treaty-
change to enable increasing the then-established set-in-stone international standard.

So: what’s really at issue here is a transfer from national democratic sovereignty to, instead,
international-corporate sovereignty, in which international corporations will have locked-in
an  international  dictatorial  control  over  a  large  portion  of  what  it  is  that  national
governments do, and necessarily must do, in order to serve the public good.

The whole thing is a corrupt con-job.

What is at stake here is nothing less than whether the future of the world will be national
democratic  governments,  or  instead an international  fascist  government.  Regardless of
whether the old ideal of an international democratic world-federalist government (the old
idea  of  a  world  government)  was  a  good  one,  the  bringing-about  of  an  international
corporate dictatorship is a monstrosity: the very opposite of an international democracy.

Barack Obama wants to bring the world into international fascist control more than has ever
yet existed on this planet. If he succeeds, he will thus be the most harmful political leader in
world history. His deals must be stopped. They are horrendous.

The original source of this article is Global Research
Copyright © Eric Zuesse, Global Research, 2015

Comment on Global Research Articles on our Facebook page

Become a Member of Global Research

Articles by: Eric Zuesse

http://economyincrisis.org/content/corporations-bought-senate-yay-votes-in-tpa
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/eric-zuesse
https://www.facebook.com/GlobalResearchCRG
https://store.globalresearch.ca/member/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/eric-zuesse


| 3

About the author:

Investigative historian Eric Zuesse is the author, most
recently, of They’re Not Even Close: The Democratic
vs. Republican Economic Records, 1910-2010, and of
CHRIST’S VENTRILOQUISTS: The Event that Created
Christianity.

Disclaimer: The contents of this article are of sole responsibility of the author(s). The Centre for Research on Globalization will
not be responsible for any inaccurate or incorrect statement in this article. The Centre of Research on Globalization grants
permission to cross-post Global Research articles on community internet sites as long the source and copyright are
acknowledged together with a hyperlink to the original Global Research article. For publication of Global Research articles in
print or other forms including commercial internet sites, contact: publications@globalresearch.ca
www.globalresearch.ca contains copyrighted material the use of which has not always been specifically authorized by the
copyright owner. We are making such material available to our readers under the provisions of "fair use" in an effort to advance
a better understanding of political, economic and social issues. The material on this site is distributed without profit to those
who have expressed a prior interest in receiving it for research and educational purposes. If you wish to use copyrighted
material for purposes other than "fair use" you must request permission from the copyright owner.
For media inquiries: publications@globalresearch.ca

mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca
https://www.globalresearch.ca
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca

