TPP Public Submissions
Submission Process \

. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade made r stibmissi
12 October 2008. The submissions deadline w.

. Sixty-five submissions were received through this S COWERNg a
wide range of issues. They came from ar Rdividuals,
businesses and umbrella organisations, A ; ) anied by
requests for further consultation throyghou ef pth targeted
to specific stakeholders and in generaf with theAwi )

° While some were written in gen ¥ 4 sition to, the
Agreement, most provided de syes and desired

oufcomes as requested.

Commercial interests for New Zea inesse
. A number of the submisg i

representative groups, t of the agreement and
described particular o otential benefits. These
related mostly to ma mefit procurement and technical

rom exporters and their

n of certain sectors under the Australia-
agreement. Specific sectors identified
, wine,. cut flowers, air conditioners and

including those in the aviation and audiovisual
vthe New Zealand Chambers of Commerce as an
seeking the removal of barriers to US government

Régd for science-based sanitary and phytosanitary (SPS) rules and

g; afed current trade barriers in the area of food safety.
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Concems raised

" trend described below.

support for further expans

Intellectual Proper,

perty. The Council of Trade Unions
hich Australia was required to make
USFTA.

concerned Wity 4nfe

raised thi ay a
undesira@essions
ividtats—and o ions including the Library and Information
Zor miss% ew Zealand Chambers of Commerce and

Xealand Vice- ncellors’ Committee noted the current system
ed apprepriate balance between the rights of intellectual
e legitimate users of information and this batance

inéd. Submissions further noted that lengthening the
of co ould act to stifle innovation and increase costs to

u nder the TPP could impact upon the information technology
S cularly on the availability of free and open-source software.

SO rr% ries and universities. ‘
> A f submitters expressed concern that commitments
ndgriake
i
u bmitters were concerned about the potential for increased

cription of the role of internet service providers, increase of
ictions relating to technological protection measures and
strehgthening of existing of copyright and patent terms and scope.
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. There was also concern about preservation of local ¢ from so
submitters, including the New Zealand Musicians U he N
Zealand Society of Authors. Ngati Kahungunu, alongé4t ibrary a
Information Advisory Commission, also raised the p ion of N
traditional knowledge as an issue of concern. '

. The potential vulnerability of New Zealand %es to etim
frivolous) US lawsuits as a result of an FTA was alse/rais igk, in
particular by Phitek Systems, a New Zealafichcompany th ently
faced an intellectual property litigation ch@ e-ify the es.

Other

. Other potential risks were mentl 1 m investment
screening. There was conce the tele introduction of
compulsory investor-state disp(te and the/implications this

fnmen \g}ai' to regulate. Other
abouf wholesale purchases
yestment screening laws

would have for the New Zealdy

. submissions raised more ¢
of New Zealand assets b
be relaxed.

bal financial crisis and the
f the financial sector; many
ime to be pursuing increased

. Submitters were also p fed w

was opposition to changes to the
the Councll of Trade Unions and Ngati

. Retention our process for genetically modified

and paft GE labelling on food, was seen as a priority
sUbmitters.

ahd will help shape priorities and approaches as the
get under way. '
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