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LOVEGROVE, Sarah (FTU) ~
From: Atom Smasher [atom@smasher.org]
Sent: Monday, 8 December 2008 3:19 p.m.
To: ] FTP4 .
Subject: SUBMISSION ON THE TRANSPACIFIC STRATEGIC E 1@ PARTNERSHI
: AGREEMENT NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE UNITED §

REEMENT N ATTIONS

SUBMISSION ON THE TRANSPACIFIC STRATEGIC ECONCMIC PARTNER
WITH THE UNITED STATES

To: Ministry of Foreign Affairs & Trade

I am Atom Emet, and I recently gained Permanent Resjdl Zealand after
leaving the United States a little over a year ago/ jf information
technology field. Beyond my day job I am a father developer,

published author, and I have presented at compu N g g5 here in New
Zealand and in the United States.

ce status in

and/or trademark protection, strengthen digj : ict] anagement (aka DRM, -
TPM), assign investigation or enforcement pg ; 8 beyond what has
~een traditionally defined by civil law, Lheky the concept of so-called
1intellectual property™ in any way that 4adwxm? ; ith afsumers, or technoclogy. I

and "the commons". Copyright and pates
striking a balindé betweéeén artistsgiin
their works, and the public¢, who shQ
monopoly expires. Instead the US has
an installment plan([l]. -
While thig certainly serves wgl iy i . Pre ollateral damage is that artists and
publishers desiring to make
uge of these works unless
from the copyright holder
that no usable system. exj
result is orphaned works
commercial purpose.

While the "artists" a mab ented via their proxies such as the MPAA and
RIAA (and their NZ gount rts) $ 5 no balance representing the commons, that
hypothetical const isti nsumers of that artistic body of work. But
there is concern t e bodi claim to "represent the best interests of the
artists" and 2 the artistéget paid" aren't even doing that{2]; New Zealand's
own Peter Jackgo - attest to the business of "Hollywood accounting" [31, [4],[5].
It seems thatduw F

anything, to s
monopoly rights o©
tried to
recorder

rg'a temporary monopoly over
from those works after the

LORg ago). This is compounded by the fact
cefit owner of a copyrighted woxk; the
cannot, be uged for any artistic or

eX-to-peer file sharing; and just like their opposition to
¢ technology, they have it wrong[8] here too. If they
w/sharing only at their own expense, I wouldn't mind so wmuch,
egitimate distribution tool for many works that they don't

ocal NZ musician who becomes popular: They might choose teo

v available for download (which has worked well for Nine Inch

, [101), but there are technical and financiazl barriers to
filoads in NZ. p2p file sharing solves the problem! My concern is that
distribution companies want to destroy a distribution system simply

bample" a film oxr song? The US is leading the world in the wrong direction
"intellectual property". This is nothing less than a theft from the
COmmons ;



Further, it needs to be honestly questioned whether "intellectual property" actually
achieves its desired goals of "promoting the useful arts and sciences". This, and
other relevant gquestions, are raised by Michele Boldrin (Professor of Economics)

his werk[11l] and the conly logical conclusion, however counter-intuitive it may b

that it would be best for everyone [(except patent and copyright 1 ers) to pha out
copyright and patent protection. Artists like Nine Inch Nails an iohead a
proving that the "all rights reserved" copyright model isn't th to cce

ag an artist.

can be accomplished with a single sheet of A4 paper. What
trade" is a unilateral treaty process claiming to be a my
firm belief that the only "free trade®

that can serve a nel benefit would be bilateral agreeme

Having left the US a little over a year ago, I have
of "free trade", and can say that its current impl{
bottom. Looking at the pending financial collapssg
environmental devastation in China, it doeg seey
protesters have been right all along[12], [13],

frace to the
hgan-rights and
yte-globalization

Aside frow the issues raised above, I think g
longer, and there needs to be outreach regs
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/foerms by achieving a monopoiy
wgre maximizes its value by assuring
cannot be achieved.™

ebbink, Senior Vice President and
General Counsel of Red Hat
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To: Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Tré

On: Trans-Pacific Agreement
Introduction

1. This submission is PO Box 5069, Wellington.

2. Agcarm is an ipd
rural supplies w
and * crop prot

Agcarm 1 the voice for crop protection, animal healti, and rural supplies businesses.

Agcarm Ing
evel 8, City Chambers

Cnr Jefinston & Featherston Sts
0 Box 5069, Wellington 6145
New Zealand

P +64 4 499 4225

f +64 4 499 4223
WWW.2QCArm,co.nz

ich represents crop protection, animal health, and
arm istribute and sell the majority of animal remedies
pro ew Zealand. For further information go fo



1. Summary

Agcarm members fully support the expansion of the Trans-P n

membership, including the United States.

The United States is the world’s largest economy, and is New
export destination. It is a partlcuiarly important buyer of N
products, _

The lack of data p
products, and io
veterinary medicines

Being denied ack to-these ;% 5 of concern to New Zealand farmers and groWers. itis
also of congépn toz\Agcarm member: ho - to obtain market entry for innovative products - have
Sl A millions of dollars, only to see their products quickly copied by generic

any free-trade agreement with the United States the following

Currently Shouid be
ahces/new organisms 5 years 10 years
sw-formulations zero 10 years
ts of existing substances zero 10 years



2. What Is Data Protection?

approval of pesticides and veterinary medicines, collectively known g4
The raw data is considered confidential to regulatory authorities; h
be made available for public consultation purposes.

The proprietary information is required to assess a product
animals and the environment, and its efficacy and impact on tra
Proprietary information to support the sale of agricultural chemicals ahd ve
cost many millions of dollars to generate. So there is go son to seek t
commercial use in ali countries where the active in i
registered. . |

Data protection runs concurrently with any relev4r

dicmes can

: below) for a limited
he investment.

Data protection does not prevent another €gfapany } ol me data, assuming any

relevant patenis have expired, and obtaini ¥ prevents them ‘free-riding’

on data that the regulatory authority alread 4nd which} protected data status,

3. The New Zealand Situatio

3.1 New substances

data needs to be lengthened and extended to other

% e agreement,
tlon for information supporting the registration of new uses
ances.

incentive in New Zealand to develop new uses and formulations. A
sion of use of a pesticide that is registered for apples to include
f a vaccine used in caifle to use in sheep; or the development of a
ve efficacy, and safety in handling, efc.

gquire trials, usué[ly conducted in New Zealand, to generate appropriate

regulatory authorities. [t is this additional information - regardless of the
hit is generated - for which protection is sought.

al wganisations.

EAssessments



ERMA and ACVMG can formally reassess the continued use of existing products availabl
New Zesland. Examples of recent reassessments by ERMA include endosulfan, hydy
cyanamide, and 1080. The reassessment process may result in a produdgt receiving coptigued
approval to be sold, approval to be sold with additional controls, or bein iskered.

During a reassessment, regulators may require additional data. Bu
may not be supplied info the New Zealand system without sufgi
continued supply of important agrichemicals {eg, 2,4,D) into do
the quality of information available for the regulator to make
unnecessary confrols being imposed, uses lost, or the chemi

obtaining a return on investment.

4. Striking A Balance

Opponents to data protection may say that
have a vested interest in supporting great
quio is workable for the industry.

velopment) companies
would argue thaf the status

gf longer 'if they can optimise
yrenih business, including makers of

@ Agcarm members are seeking to strike
pies 10 receive an acceptable return from their

e {hat R&D%ies can adequately protect their intellectual property

ouid say that the huge investments costs associated with the
he associated regulatory data are adequately protected by the

brotect the invention, not the data required for mandaiory pre-market
ato thorities. Patents and data protection run concurrently so in some
ection period will expire at or about the same time as the patent.

to the long time period between when a patent is conferred and when

agricultural chemicals and veterinary medicines would patent their product as
S00 s efficacy was revealed. They then see this patent period eroded because of the time
=i ; ve that the discovery is safe to use. This time period has been gradually increasing
&mands of regulatory agencies have become more stringent.

hus~Unlike the inventor of a “widget”, someone who holds a patent on an new agricuitural
compound is facing not only much higher costs io prove product safety, but also the patent



protection period in which they can obtain a return on their investment is reduced by seven {
years.

6. Farmers and growers missing out

There is another reason to support data protection, on top of the heéed f panies to '
obtain an acceptable return on their investment.

There is evidence that R&D companies are not bRpgihg TE ‘ rdients and their
associated products into New Zealand, because theég appro¥s ¢ Hpied cost free by
i | cts for other uses,

n new technologies and
crops and farmers of less

A subsequent disincentive means farmers a
new uses of existing technologies For e

New Zealand agriculture is internatio g innovative and creative in the
ways it meets market requiréme ant that on-shore Kiwi innovation is
maiched with and compiemented by pavative products available overseas

New Zealand is a relatively s multinational R&D companies and, if New
Zealand is not able to provig I property, it is a market they can and do
bypass.

7. The period o

At present, innov and associated products have five years data
protection from tha tim gra irst product registration by the ACVM Group. New uses
iort cloped aft years have elapsed have no data protection (or at best

e remaining ction), and reassessments have no data protection.

;o ds of protection:

i ubstances - 10 years exclusive protection from date of the
-_ aliowing approval to market the product. _
rulations — 10 years exclusive protection from date of regulatory

essMmehts — 10 years mandatory compensatory protection from date of
detision.

] generally in line with minimum periods in Australia, North America and
: are Seen as the minimum to support continuing product development and retention
axisting products in New Zealand.

Animal health products used on the farm and for pet care;
Home garden products;



o Household pest control preducts;

Public health pest control products (products used on road and railway verges, etc);
o Industrial pest control preducts; '
» Turf products (for goif courses, sports fields, parks, etc).

For obvious reasons, generics companies would not support the “10-T6
even generics companies believe that the current data protection £equiy

would support five years protection on new uses and formu!aﬁK

8. The Australia-US Free Trade Agreement

increased data protection for pharmaceuticals and agrj as ch
United States free trade agreement of 2005. The rele icle is qudte

is the key clause, but it is supported by others. -

1.1.1. Article 17.10 : Measures Refated To CerjalfTRg

he Australia-
W. Note that 1(b)

product, the submission of undisclosed testy
product, the Party shall not permit third gerse

keting of a new agricuftural chemical
{, the submission of undisclosed test or
ycl, the Party shall not permit third persons,
! information, to market the same or a similar

product, including certain ne
other data concerning safety

M

Mfitted information concerning safety or efficacy, to market the same or a
/the basis.of &Yidence of prior marketing approval in another territory, or
i w Oy efficacy that was previously submitted to obtain marketing

S

this Article, a new product is one that does not contain a chemical entity
approved for marketing in the Party.

A, ed information concerning the safety or efficacy of a product submitted to a
{ £ntity, or entity acting on behalf of a government, for the purposes of oblaining .
markéfing~adproval is disclosed by a government entity, or entiy acting on behalf of a
go nt, each Party is required to protect such information from unfair commercial use in the
man t forth in this Article. :

espect to pharmaceutical products, if a Party requires the submission of (a) new clinical
Qforrhdtion (other than information refated to bio equivalency); or (b) evidence of prior approval
of the product in another territory that requires such new information, which is essential to the
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approval of a pharmaceutical product, the Party shall not permit third persons not havin
consent of the person providing the information to market the same or a similar pharmacefi
product on the basis of the marketing approval granted to a person subrdifing the information for
a period of at least three years from the date of the marketing approvaf By/iife Party orftife ot
territory, whichever is later,’ 12 ; '

3. When a product is subject to a system of marketing approval i ce Wil h 1
or 2, as applicable, and is also subject to a patent in the territory hall not
e eveRDihat the

patent protection terminates on a date earlier than the end &6F#théeN specified in

paragraph 1 or 2, as applicable.

4. Where a Party permits, as a condition of approving if . utical product,
persons, other than the person originaily submitting A& : igal primation, 1o rely on

(a) that Party shall provide measures in its
persons from:

(O marketing a product, where that prod
(i) marketing a product for an dbproy
during the term of that patent, unles

(b} if the Party permits a third,
(i) a product during the tert

(i) a product for an appro
use,

the Party shall provi

agreeme ;

Agcarm therefofe se i free-trade agreement with the United States the following
periw prote _
\ Currently Should be
vativg substahces/new organisms 5 years 10 years
ulations zero 10 years
ts of existing substances zero 10 years

essment protection was not included in the Australian agreement as some
already in place; veterinary medicines were not included in the Ausiralian



9. Public Access

approve another product without the permission of the data owner.
In fact, overseas legislation specifically allows access to regula
under carefully specified circumstances (no note taking, n
statement that the information will not be used by a competito
Also, in overseas jurisdictions, including Australia, ‘puplic
(usually developed jointly by the applicant and the regulzi @

10. What Happens In Other Countries?

European Union

e Active substance data - 10 years data

Australia

¢ New active constit ioug :
protection plus u itiontal_protection depending on the number of minor
uses included o :
¢ New produc]
protection fi
used only for m

Unit tate

ation of new use results in exclusive protection during ahy existing 10 year period.
sive protection, plus 15 years compensatory protection from date of submission

WeEre there is a call-in data, there is 15 years compensatory protection from the date of
dJubmission of required data.
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Canada
= 10 years of exclusive protection from the date of first registratio ndable by year
for each addition of three minor uses to the label, to a maximu ddifonal vears. )
s 12 vyears nﬁandatory compensable protection status for Submj use
- expansions, new formulations, and data requested and ret¥ by the the

context of re-evaluation and special review.

- 11. Conclusion

gdcts and veterinary

: agr?‘ ? s it will allow farmers .

medicines. Greater data protection is good for Né
and growers access to a greater range of newepte

Greater data protection is also fair to the“g
researching and developing new products.

Ends



Library and information Advisory Commission
Nga Kaiwhakaraarama { nga Kohikiinga iKarero

Monday 8 December 2008

Ms Jennifer Troup :
Coordinator, Trans-Pacific Strategic Economic Pa
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade
email fipd@mfat.govtnz

Trans-Pacific Agreement Submissions _
FTP4

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade

Private Bag 18901 '

Wellington

Submission by the Library & In tion ﬁ brv¢
on the negotiations witl United States and others to extend the TRANS-
PACIFIC STRATEGIC IMIC PAR

&

Advisory Commission (LIAC), I wish to submit
public submissions on the forthcoming negotiations
Pacific Strategic Economic Partnership Agreement

tu body, established under the National Library Act 2003,
dvis ectly the Minister Responsible for the National Library on
aries and information. LIAC members are drawn from

ent, the IT industry and sectors outside central government. The
n and do not necessarily reflect those of the National Library.

&

Dear Jennifer,

is as follows:

d Information Advisory Commission, an independent statutory body, is
that New Zealand’s current domestic policy settings, as reflected in legislation
ons, should be defended as firmly as possible in the forthcoming Trans-
Agreement negotiations.

: = '
2 _
: @



In particular, LIAC considers that the New Zealand negotiating
Pacific negotiations should:

I. defend the present balance in copyright legislatio the interes

~ intellectual property rights owners and legitimate useg ormation

2. oppose any extension of the present term of copyright pr
proposed by other parties to the negotiations

3. oppose any proposal for any IP-related measu

on the ability of Maori to defend their cultura

oppose any proposals which would pose a7

4.

evidence comes from a

s the WIPO treaties), the
y Zealand to develop as a

the nedd For

objbty, apdthe Hk
Stituti fe the balance between IP rights and

permissions to be ftilted ¢ ights owners; icularly those located in overseas
jurisdictions. ' :
LIAC endorses those @ v XZVCC Copyright Committee.

economic value of access io i
knowledge cconomy and knowledge
New Zealand cultural and educationa

the view that negotiators should be alert to

» ensure the protection of their IP rights under

AC proposes that negotiators should seek support

Other states parties to the negotiations who have
their jurisdictions.

{ point A VIAC notes that the provision in New Zealand of tax-payer funded
irormition services, whether at national or local level, and including library
e various education sectors, is dealt with in the present P4 Trans-Pacific
nt Shapter 11 on Trade in Services. This is dealt with by the ‘negative list’
IAY considers that the same approach should be taken in the case of the

to extend that Agreement.

ce to New Zealand of



S

Please note that LIAC would like the opportunity to provide e ¢
to time, as the New Zealand negotiating position is developed,and Tate
of the negotiations. o -

Please note also that 1 will provide a copy of this sy
Worth, Minister Responsible for the National Libray
advising the Minister. '

Yours sincerely,

Brian Pauling
Chair, Library and Information
paulingb@clear.net.nz

o %
£

&y ~y
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LOVEGROVE, Sarah (FTU)

From: Andrew Russell [andrew.russell@mindware.co.nz]
Sent:  Monday, 8 December 2008 3:53 p.m.
To: FTP4

Subject: Feedback RE:Trans-Pacific Strategic Economic Parinership Agr;
: United States ‘

What do you see as the potential benefits of the United Statespa

Agreement?
It is always better to have multilateral agreements rather th

What do you see as the potential risks of the United S
Agreement? _ .
Not too many risks as the United states will ignore an

uncomfortable.

What impact do you think a free trade agree
business?

The biggest impact is likely to be negative dure
extensions and penalties, anti circumvent;,

As a software developer I watch the P
granted that allow the stifling of innovatrt

excluded from patent crossli
because of the hight 'start uy
size, IP litigation not on honte

The situation is getting beti€ i the S with-thé Sth circuit backing away from the State Street
verdict (Business/$g Patentsy, bufweglso run a risk of locking in the worst of the bad (case)
law in the United Stages ing toesrictive copyright, anti circumvention and patent law.

renthening in the last 20 years, which there is a substantial
backlash to in {is a risk that the RIAA and MPAA like bodies will leverage

any per

icencing laws we use for the radio and public performance industries
rec copyright Act has already taken away some of our freedoms, nothing 1

4 in this space and agreeing to aﬁy enhancement of protections is likely to

erests (United States based) usually drive these negotiations (forcing countries to

our culture and if individuals or corporations can control our culture we all lose, our
ed and cheapened,

I ent that solutions to the manifest harms will be forthcoming, with court cases and

8/12/2008

regi ¥ ybuth at the expense of the fabric of society, as well as effectively -

ts for example), please take this into account and do not sell our freedom cheaply.

o
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creative commons licensing leading the way.

Please give the Unitied States, New Zealand and the rest of the world the spaceto resolve thése
issues free from burdensome constraints of a free trade agreement.

efpent invo

Are there specific outcomes that you would like to see from a free tr
the United States? 7
No increase in IP restrictions.

General I_ssues &

I am worried that the MFAT is looking at the agreement from a-cgnsirained poif
considering the 'consuming' public in this conversation, thrg aby oyti
SUV sold into California. _
Please consider the Citizens of NZ as well as our strict bdsging hex ’
trade agreement, \
~oiheht go@or the overly restritive

. yols not i ake sensefor us please withdraw
Thank you. . _
Andrew Russell. -
027-2412500
Andrew.Russell@mindware.co.nz .
Lower Hutt. ' _

p.s. Your submission form di iebs, thinking it was invalid.

The polular wisdom about the Australian Free Trag€a
copyright law, please do not let this happen to NZ, {
from the agreement.

8/12/2008
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SUBMISSION ON NEGOTITATIONS FOR A COMPREHENSIVE US-P4+ FTA

in meltdown. The depth and ramifications of this crisis are imp®s il
Newly elected Prime Minister John Key, among other politidalNeaders
market economists, has called for the reining in of free market sxcghgs

The solution to the excesses of free market regulatiod
regulation! Tt is deeply worrying that negotiations between th
further liberalization and pro-market regulation of 1
are already well advanced.

expanding market access for Fonterra’s dair
FTA are primarily vehicles for foreign mves

deregulation agenda and to tie the ha
of highly leveraged transnational i
speculation.

Political Realities of US FTA negotiafions ;

The purpose of the currgnf conyujtation A5-nagsle af as I understand the previous US
administration set a sclredule ¥of A -ions at the end of March 2009..

An agreeme ' iqitply assumed to be beneficial. That is despite
numer gs about the redity of negotiations with the US from those who

know, S to Wod, former NZ ambassador to the US:
ited Statesnderlying stance was that the other negotiating ?arty

% W &pt its proposals, or adjust to the reality of them anyway.

ican Negotiating Behaviour” by Dr. John Wood, Adjunct Professor, School of
Ktics! Science and Communication, University of Canterbury, Public Lecture, University
Chnterbury, Christchurch, 17 October 2007. :

0.



Most of these free trade agreements are not good deals... they;re managed
trade agreements and they’re mostly managed for the advantage
States, which has the bulk of the negotiating power. '

‘Specifically in relation to a USNZFTA, Stiglitz said “one cak
Zealand would ever get anything that it cares about”. Bega
agriculture interests are head to head against those of he
agricultural lobby “you’ll 1ose”.2

pick apart any FTA that New Zealand negotiat
been secured.

To date the US Democrats who doming
’ concerned with labour and environmeni

been primarily
e use of investor

esspd concerns about the
and jobs. This will intensify
new administration can be
e interests in all FT A negotiations.

with the deepening recession and evestly b

expected to take a strong in defense O
Objective Impact As .

Given these politic
surrender. The

on its advocate
gains and that thes

the US is potentially a treaty of economic
oof i ecision to negotiate such an agreement rests
te that there is a firm prospect of genuine
{table costs before any negotiations begin. If
ssment must be reviewed at regular intervals and

iry and government to conduct a genuine cost benefit
asive FTA drawing on the following information that is

and €ingaPyre) and non-P4 states that have joined the negotiations {Australia
given that these agreements can be expected to prov1de the
platform for negotiation of a US/P4+ FTA;




> the tangible outcomes that have resulted to the above parties from their
USFTAs, noting that Australia’s balance of trade declined sigpificantly in th
“initial period following the USFTA;

» the text and political context of the US Colombia 2006
FTAs, which reveal the most recent US negotiating obj

» the special exclusions or lengthy phase in periods i
FTAs to defend its domestic interests and the polenti sistence iilar
base-lines by the US in areas of offensive interest to New Zeal

- restrictions on sale an
for GM foods;

- NZ’s strict sanit
~ grapes;

especially for pork, poultry,

gnd computer programmes;

digital media and pharmaceuticals;

US po%%nm the (already limited) exceptions proviéions on

d in@'gewghts and the Treaty of Waitangi that NZ has included
FTAs;

icsdiohs of New Zealand’s current and pending MRN obligations in
N Australia, Singapore, Thailand, China and ASEAN, and

The ade)Act requires the USTR to formulate ifs negotiating demands in FTAs
i tation with Congress and US industry. The corporate lobby is especially

lation to financial services, directly and through the financial services
ittee of the US Coalition of Services Industries. The key players since the late
ave been AIG, Citigroup, Merrill Lynch, American Express, and the big four

uhting/consulting firms. Indeed, executives from these firms claim to have
ed the financial services and disciplines on regulation of accountancy in the



GATS agreement and framed their extension in the FTAs. Those same firms have
dominated recent disclosures of reckless speculation, corporate collap and massive
government bailouts. '

The massive negotiating leverage of the US (supported by the alf of the
" UK) in the GATS and FTAs has been used to secure bidhg

commitments to the model of liberalization and light handgdyre

adoption of this model on an international scale has broken‘do

and sectoral boundaries that previously prevented the concentrati
global dominance of a few players to the point that gy
the same time the wide-ranging definition of finanég
of governments to regulate secondary players, s
operators, private equities and credit rating ag
hazard, the primary beneficiaries of these ag

purposes is tightly defined in the ¢
not permit governments to re-reguiaié
economy and employment. In s
that prevent governments from sospenting the
emergencies, drawing criticism from the IMK,

is/no publicly available information on
rer Al is logical to assume that the US has

and FTA precedents to secure further
ts’ regulatory options.

acquaric, and bad debts. Further, if the current policy
ustralian banks is changed, mergers and acquisitions of
ore interests will flow on to New Zealand.

. aristng from the current model of financial services and investments
iflel] by e investment promotion and protection provisions that are now
otnded in FTAs and are a base line for the USTR. Foreign ownership of
natural resources, financial services, utilities, transport and retail
Xon¥ others, already leaves us highly vulnerable to strategic realignments
: tterm profit taking by their owners. The increasing presence of foreign
dngipn Yefnds, private equities and other speculative investors who have suffered
dr losses in the financial crisis is of particular concern.




Given that vulnerability, alongside our chronic balance of payments deficit, we should
be looking at re-regulation of foreign investment, not further libgsalization. Our

pension funds, and the subsequent pretence that the sale was pfgRegic
‘sensitive rural land’, we should be using the current negotig{ions fosgyi

operate through special purpose vehicles with p3
cost of these arrangements is between three Apf

who are looking for stable and lug
commitments with such consortia wi

X h

Profesr g4 ISIIN
5
&5 D
&

O
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SUBMISSION ON THE CcoO TNERSHIP
_ AGREEMENT NEGOTIATIONS UNI ES

1. INTRODUCTION .
1.1 New Zealand Winegrowers @wm ,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Tr on the

1.2

1.3 er in New Zealand is a member of our organisation.

]

cogni s New Zealand's principal wine industry organisation. We
wg 618 winery and over 1100 independent grape grower members,

export market for the New Zealand wine industry and NZW is strongly
Hicipation in the Trans Pacific negotiations.

i t for the opportunity to provide comment at this early stage of the negotiations
2 United States and the P4 and would like o express our interest in being involved

nsultation opportunities as the negofiations progress.

our work as an industry delegate to the World Wine Trade Group we have fostered
lose working relationships with US wine industry contacts and would be pleased to draw on
bse linkages to assist negotiations where appropriate.




3.1

3.2

-3.3

4.

Taiifts and faxes

4.1

THE MARKET FOR NZ WINE IN THE USA

The US is the largest retail wine market in the worid by value.!

Commerce estimates that Califomia accounted for 61 percent
market, imporied wines account for 26 percent; and other

percent.

New Zealand wine exports to the US are currently val owth rate of
110% by volume and 109% by value since 1998. Thy ' a iry |8fgest export’
market after the UK and Australia. Wine is N ' 3| iggasty o the US and

‘CHALLENGES FOR NZ WINE

An import duty of 6.3 cents
14% (HTC 2204.21.40) /%

Mare importantly, the benefit of such an agreement is that it
r reduce barriers to New Zealand wine trade. We provide

ition, we are aware that a recent amendment to the Lacey Act requires importers of plant

4, n
r plant product to make a declaration detailing, among other things, the scientific name of the
nt, value of the importation, quantity of the plant, and name of the country from which the
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be accompanied by an affirmed laboratory analysis and a gov
that the practices and procedures used to produce the wine by wi _
wine is exempt from these requirements by virtue of the Klutu ceptanl:e ement on

Oenological Practices.

While we accept that this work area may be outsid f your/d hs with the US,

we would appreciate any steps taken to streal r cus mport procedtires

for New Zealand goods. %
As part of the negotiations we would also 2 o‘@ 3 clarificatioh as existence of any non-

tariff preferential arrangements that arghn_placebe V o third countries relating to

_wihe and, if so, to what extent these
GEOGRAPHICAL INDICATIONS

e New Zealand wine industry as a
raform of intellectual property and, in some

provides Parties with the means to submit a
of those terms in the {erritories of the other Parties.
ters of this kind which are formed on a bilateral or

ging done at the WTO on the proposal to create a
Article 23(4) of the TRIPS Agreement. Given that those
Zdngoing, o ence would be that any decision on the form and content of
i the Agreement with the US be postponed pending the outcome of those talks.

ivély, if the tes/decide to pursue the approach of the 2005 Agreement, NZAW

requgsts the ofp iTyto submit a list of New Zealand Gis (within the meaning of Article 22 of
the FRIPS Agreewept) for inclusion under Article 10.5.

s from all countries enjoy very liberal access into the New Zealand market in any event.

~
@ ine Institute (California}.



7.1

7.3

Yours sincerely,

CONCLUSION

market access conditions for New Zealand goods into the US,

We also note that the US’s willingness fo engage with this Asia Pacific gp y longer
term implications in that it could also reinvigorate the A rocess and also sitive for the
WTO negotiations.

New Zealand Winegrowérs would weicome invelved in any future
consultation opportunities. In the meantime, i [ ase contact Philip
Gregan, Chief Executive, or John Barker, M ip (contact details set

out below).

Phi!ip Gregan

John Barker
Chief Executive Manager Policy and Membership
Direct Dial 09 ;306 Direct Dial 09 916 1561
Mobile 027 486456 ' Mobile 021 798 353
- Email philip@nzwide)c Email john@nzwine.com




.11, 94 Dixon Street
PO Box 11915
WELLINGTON 6142

SUBMISSION ON THE

TRANSPACIFIC STRATEGIC ECONOMIC PARTNERSHIP MENT
NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE UNITED STATE

To:  Trans-Pacific Agreement Submissions
FTP4
Ministry of Foreign Affairs & Trade
Private Bag 18901
WELLINGTON

email: fip4@mfat.govt.nz

Introduction

This Submission- is from the New Z
Committee on Copyright (*Copyright Com

This submission strongly o,
otherwise strengthen copy{j

=

The New Zealand Vice ejors’ C ittee ZVCC™ represents all eight New
Zealand Universities an sac tive and advisory body for its members.
Universities are b rators a mers of copyright materials and are in the
position to benefit fro d be ged by any changes to the Copyright Act 1994

(the “Act”).

p C; mittee co&f academics with specialisations in copyright and
hors, &dqinisttators and librarians and has authority to negotiate with
any copyrigh sing erms and conditions of copyright licences on behalf of

Univgrsjties. /5 Issu tatigy to copyright are addressed by the Committee and
ions mayevtd NZVCC and individual universities as to agreeing to licences

The Copyyidl

Co ittee is required to keep abreast of national and international
te and liaise with other educational groups in New Zealand with an

ight issues. The Committee has consulted with academics with

i copyright and law, published authors, administrators and librarians



Submission

The Copyright Committee wishes to comment, in particular, on thé
and copyright aspects of the Trans-Pacific Strategic Economic Pgrig £t
Negotiations with the United States. :

The Copyright Committee is concerned that by entering &e
with the United States, New Zealand may be put into_a position whe
accept a further tipping of the balance between Aleht

Intellectual Property regime in favour of rights ow4
effect on Universities' ability to deliver their cours

*New Zealand is a net importer of 4
" and inventors of most of intelle
located overseas. (e.g. fitms, bC patented inventions or
branded products). Like man : otedy\N¥nporting countries, New '
Zealand's technological de is li y8epend quite heavily on
‘cumulative innovation”.}

negative impact on New Zéaland Ay iy siyies in particular since Universities rely
heavily on imported bo 1 . Sotty { ‘elecirgnic databases of copyright works for
their teaching and regedrely. A d~eddcational institutions play a key part in

implementing the ent’s policy directed towards developing a
knowledge based :

The extension : righ 8manded by the United States in all its free trade
agreements wi iypesé upon iversities, libraries, cultural institutions and the wider
public increéy oéts to copy credtive works. Firstly, royaities that may be higher than

eation of the relevant work; and secondly, a requirement that
Wm‘ a copyright work must obtain the rights holder’s
perio time until copyright in that particular work expires.

{ng Advisory Group for the Ministry of Education (the “Report™)
vby the NZVCC which noted the importance of maintaining the

histry’ of Economic Development "New Zealand's Intellectual Property Framework”
tt\.f:// ww.med.govt.nz/templates/page 121.aspx




progressively removed.” This is particularly significant with the rise of the digital ag
and a paradigm shift in the provision of education towards more flexibls,learning.?

The Report noted that, internationally, copyright reforms have
favour of copyright owners. Compliance with our international tr c
as the WIPQ Internet Treaties and the TRIPS agreement New Zeg!

not require granting further rights to copyright owners. T
minimum standard of protection and give individual co jies
interpret the treaties in a manner that allows individual céy¥nt
balance between the rights of copyright owners and users. In partig
requirement under the WIPO Internet Treaties and t '
duration of copyright beyond life of the author pl
“There is a danger, however, that offshore/
interpretations of the treaties will endanger Ne

bala in

re4s likely to further tip the balance
of trade in favour of the Unjtee&ia] e-Alstialian experience suggests. Under the

effect on 1 January 20 SICANG Rd he term of Copyright from 50 years plus
the life of the author :
AUSFTA there has beer

. the copyright term extension in the US was
the Motion Picturée
The Allens Reppd

ain ad
i ica, the United States Copyright Owner Group.
- io otion Picture Association of America in support
of the AUS ight tg% sion did not produce any empirical economic

evidence t Rpdried an exten of the copyright term.®

£

@ dte Minister of Education (Tertiary Education) *The Report of -
x roup March 20027 o

Agsociate Minister of Education (Tertiary Education) *The Report of
Group March 2002”7

i‘q"ﬂl’ exe

e . e
% Australia’s Free Trade Agreements
pngbv.au/library/pubs/bn/2008-09/AustFreeTradeAgreements.htm -

iting. Copyright Term Extension: Australian Benefits and Costs. A Report

:,-‘
88

8 -0
= @

yWw.allenconsult.com.au/resources/MPA_Draft_final.pdf



in particuiar,A the Allens Report failed to address the evidence of N_.o-bel Laureates about
the copyright term extension. Nobel-prize winning economist Milton Brjedman testifie

before the Supreme Court of the United States that “it is highly Apfikely that
economic benefits from copyright extension under the CTEA [Copy Extension
Act] outweigh the additional costs”.® Friedman feared that the | ould ha
detrimental impact upon the welfare of copyright consumers.

th

The Australian Digital Alliance has also provided a critiqu eficiencies 6
Allens Consulting Report. Miranda Lee observed: :

term extension in Australia; Australia remaj
materials. The report brushes over the p

ere Ry
. a primary concern for Australia’s present tra %gy and does not
provide any basis for its assertions tha{ cOpy wollld be positive for .

New Zealand, like Australia, is a net impo ' ‘ ,. and we submit would be.
similarly disadvantaged by any extens Y

s to life plus 70 years was
tates including an electronic
2/ free site devoted to publishing
Oied. Eldred was concerned that the
that’ had been previously in the public
Roy Englert Junior and including five
1chahian, Ronald Kost and Ken Arrow made
the petitioner in the resulting case, Eldred v
ing points about the economic effect of the

1. \NWger term works provides only a- marginal increase In
icipatgd compensati r an author;
2. perdy extension for existing works makes no significant contribution to an

g ic ifigentive to.create, since in this case the additional
atjon w anted after the relevant investment had already been

n, T Hazlett, C Hemphiif, R Litan, R Noll, R Schmaienseke, S Shavell, H
hauser (2002) Amici brief filed in Eldred v. Ashcroft 20 May.

Acl@ow, T Bresnahan, J Buchanan, R Coase, L Cohen, M Friedman, J
iy

Lee “The Copyright Term Extension: The Pressure Rises”, October 2003,
w.digital.org.au/issue/ipwoct03.htm



4, The legislation extends the period during which a copyright holder determin
the production of derivative works, which affects the cregtjon of new wor
that are built in part out of materials from existing works

The legal chai!enge' was pursued all the way up to the Supre (0]
States. Although the claim was ultimately unsuccessful, Justi |
judgment, discussed the serious cultural costs of the

conyTi
Honour commented: .

“This Statute will cause serious expression-related harm.

It

eiaffected copyright increases
s#is, The costs to the users of
millions, will multiply as the
: tomes more prevalent. And the
search will multiply as our children
the content of their knowledge upon
rdby condemning that which is not so
f early 20" Century history, to a kind of
/it will not easily emerge.” 1°

computer-asse
assessable,
intellectual

Suppoerting briefs
American Asspeialj

C sic.’? Copyright extension also caused abandonment of
ic_of ‘Madrice Ravel’s ‘Alborada del Gracioso’.™

N,
\Y
123 s. Ct. 769

03)123 s, Ct, 769 at 813
003)123 s, Ct. 769 at 806.

carolide Arms. ‘Getting the Picture: Observations from the Library of Congress on
@; 1g Online access to Pictorial Images’, Library Trends, 1999, Vol. 48, p. 375,405



In many instances the difficulties and attendant costs involved in having to trac
copyright owners or their estates will frequently be such that it is anAnproductive an
prohibitive exercise either encouraging lack of effort or abando of the e
entirely. '

In New Zealand there are a number of initiatives to digitise cgnie

has expired, in Library and Museum collections and make t
creative commuons licences. Any extension of the copyrigh
b

works which are currently available on line would have
made available for another 20 years. Works of unknown authorship #

pkal impact on
scholarship in these areas and the documentatio ication o Zealand history
and our cultural heritage.

For New Zealand there would be little
Justice Breyer noted:

=erm of copyright. As

t the extended term not to
tes, or te successors. And most
ote/ but to inhibit, the progress of
ning or knowledge.”**

“[The 20-year extension] pri
authors, but to their hei

domain will suddenly ¢
consumes vast amoupts The Ynited States, on the other hand, is an
ve to extend the copyright term would be

creativity.

he Joint Parliamentary Standing Committee on
a Free Trade Agreement and the copyright term

“@ of ic iterary and scientific works will be affected by the
exten of the co ht term. A few illustrations will give a sense of this

ﬁ@ sFman modernist novelist, Thomas Mann (1875-1955) wrote

but now they will be subject to copyright protection for another
went ears Albert Einstein (1879-1955) was the famous physicist and

At who won the Nobel Prize in 1921. The estate of Einstein places
{5} itions on access to the use of his scientific and non-scientific writings.
&foh material would have fallen into the public domain in Australia next year in
‘ However, it seems that permissions will have to be negotiated and fees




and royaltles paid in respect of his scientific and non-scientific writings fg
another two decades”'?

‘Any extensmn to the copyright term will also mean that many pla
will be unable to be performed as executors of estates often pr
performed without considerable costs. This will mean universijie -
of seeking permissions and paying royalties to copyright
classical works. For example, Bertolt Brecht (1898-195
domain in 2006, Any extension to the copyrlght ter
available for free use until 2026,

Parliament has recognised the importance of
institutions to question and test received wisdom /I ard new

controversial or unpopular opinions and has projeg ofi/ {0y 61(2)(a) of the
n xerted over that

academic freedom to the detriment of the agade f ' e, Some estates such
: A ¢ aureate, have been -
aggressive in taking legal action againgtN €l i deprart from the author's
strict instructions.®

Professor Peter Drahos of Regnet att{fye ' rati i niversity observed that the
copyright term extension has eng ' :

"“The social costs of thig .« Whe assi€ copyright work falls out of
protection, as did : ; &, hine in 1951 in the US, cheaper
editions and a waveig Since The Time Machine came into the
public domain it ( /print and has been the subject of five
sequels, five fijfng icHlg alét, video games and comic books. The

copyright ex Dtids to a whole range of lucrative works like
Fitzgerald’'s shwin’s Rhapsody in Blue and films such as
Gone with d a dnca. This represents a significant ‘wealth
transfer,~Ihe @natal e fom a nationwide licence for a Gershwin song, for

\ e -avbund % 50,000 mark. The Midas touch begins to pale

pated to the copyright touch.”*

U A agreement is very much in favour of companies in
alse A alia is a net importer of intellectual property.

- mer. “Damned to Fame: The Moral Rights of the Beckett Estate”, Incite,
Vol 24 (5), http://www.alia. org.au/incite/2003/05/ beckett.html.

Drahos. “Creative Pursuit”. Consuming Interest, Winter 2003, p. 26-27,

.choice.com.au/goArticle.aspx?id=1038088&p=1




The Copyright Committee also strongly opposes any proposal to repeal' the Copyright
(Removal of Prohibition on Parallel Importing) Amendment Act (the "Amendment Act”)

which would substantially increase the cost of books and other materi mbers of
Universities rely on to undertake teaching and research as libraries i Zr imp
books directly from overseas suppliers. A prohibition on parallel i ing yfould me

that books would have to be purchased through agents in New

bsta
increasing the costs and inefficiencies to libraries’ purchasing as was illu
by the submissions which lead to the passing of the Amendry :

Summary

This submission strongly opposes any proposals
shown above, the consequences of such a cha
of copyright users with no benefit for the pyklieg

estrict the rights
to the balance

The Copyright Committee w
time to time on copyrigh



artists

“alliance

he United
States of America

4

To: New Zealand Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade

Creative New Zealand.

Artists Alliance sees itself as hayiy

e to have strategic
for the benefita

Artists Allianc 1 ividu m and 54 organisational members which inciudes eight tertiary
art institutions.

ossible positive outcomes of such an agreement between New
tmerica but has concerns about potential provisions rega rding

id ask the Minister of Foreign Affairs and Trade to bear in mind the UNESCO
stion and Promotion of the Diversity of Cultural Expressions 2005, ratified by



the United States market on more reasonable terms for agricultural and pas
not at the expense of information and creative industries and individualg

We request that Artists Alliance be provided with NZUSFTA négotia i etailsd
submission and negotiation.

. Maggie Gresson
Executive Director
Artists Alliance

1 Ponsonby Road, Newten, Auckland
Phonhe: 09 3767285  Mobile: 021 220 9623

Email: maggie@artistsal[ia.nfce..o rg.nz
www.artistsallianice.org.nz | www.watchthigs

December 8, 2008
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1. BACKGROUND &
This submission is made by the Employers and Manufacturers Assogiztign (Norther '

1 C.
(EMA).

e N nd

The EMA is made up of some 8500 member business units cov
i 0 ma rs

region north of Taupo. This membership includes approxi
ranging from large to SME.

sectors including
sinesg advisors.

types and the provision of services in a
governmental, contractual, tourism, IT, banking;irs

®
i) o

The EMA supports free trade as a matter g :- : we_are also keen fo ensure
s pratections of damaging to the New

Zealand economy and has balance to pfovid directibhal beRefits once in force.

As the leading voice of business in the > thaywe actively participate in both
the submission process and in an sits or proposals for review of these
agreements.

For further contact in re!

SIS

ARQ ufacturers (N) - Trade and Foreign Policy

yers
vate Bag ]
@ ckland 1142

2. CONTACT

0-3670913
09-3670935
021-649900
garth.wyllie@.co.nz
WWW.ema.co.nz

EMA (N) Submission — Trans Pacific Agreement Negotiations Page 2 of 4



3. Submission

The EMA (N) supports negotiation for expanding the current
Agreement into the wider agreement including the US and n
APEC) now dubbed P7

This type of agreement will give consistency of trade rules
and by drawing in the US will give a suitable template fo ipate

other countries wish to join in.

a
We see the current agreement as fair and with adequ%%iotecﬁons féif intellectual

property and anti-dumping which are prime con

ur
recognise there is potential to improve the agree t r.
ISSUES | \

Investment

We note the US wishes to tighten up on inv§
current credit climate, it is important to e
regutation created as a requirement un

ROO
The use of principles with gover for
prescriptive line by line requirements. ) :
We would not wish to see the_agreement. eXparides detail to the levels used in the
Chile/US agreement as we tredygees the ability of SME's to understand

~ and take advantage of the agre
Dispute resolution
We have seen the US iaterall eas such as Lamb and Steel with considerable
adverse impact to nd ,s0 we believe that a fast dispute resolution
mechanism would b ing duld like to see should such actions occur in the
future.
Intellectual B \ ,
The US hag Hath r views on Pharmac and generic drugs and these will need {o be

: agn nt&¥en if it is to exclude anything that might inhibit the right
se or use generic materials and products such as drugs.

M' rl QI a view that this need be the case but we are aware that
hgth for and against Pharmac and the issue of centralised
o

art of the concerns that companies hold.

1pi mark protection should be retained within the agreement with both
a effective recourse for companies facing issues in these areas.

anies
fwirtual monopolies like Fonterra should be able to be addressed without

dticer boards and we believe that the US needs to understand that the removal
sive rights also allows the market to drive competition against these companies.

EMA (N) Submission — Trans Pacific Agreement Negotiations - Page 3 of 4



Agriculture ' &
All agriculture must be included with the US and exclusions or iong traf)gifion in this regard
need to be carefully thought through before accepting such pro 4 [¥)
would join and work to existing timeframes within the agreement. \ '
Unscientific agricultural barriers to trade should be incl ' {
provisions and particularly should Australia sign into the agr
legitimate protection of countries by applying “reasonable’ -sanito
domestic agriculture/horticulture, native species or maintain G e polic Id that be
required.

Manufactured goods
We need to ensure that there are no additional e
this agreement from day one of it coming into
align with existing reductions schedules of tariff

Services
Services now offer significant growth for NeWw
be retained although there may be addjtion
across borders given the current econp}

&g At it is important that this
finangid] services that are operated

Employment and Labour _ ,
>is important and recognition of

The free movement of skilied labo

particular qualifications betwee in-afe t as medicine should be addressed
where ever possible. .

Trade skills are transfera @ £ yhtries and this should be a foundation
recognition although im jOTH PO ¢ ey

implication of thig US is the other countries that will then wish to
se that already hold either agreements with New
whom this agreement would not pose any great

main the prerogative of the respective
country in respect of ne
BENEFITS - ‘
Any agreement that the & of benefit to New Zealand Inc but the wider
ragregment in e
Zealand or
concern.

OUTCQO
We wj

y belie¥e this'a a‘-?-

ler APEC =mertt that could be expanded to pick up all APEC economies over fime
wever of those economies it will be necessary to see structural changes
within th omy in order to be in a position to sign up to the agreement.
We iev¥ this agreement once the US is involved would not need significant future
chan dd most other APEC economies and therefore it would be more about those
e Svhaking their changes in order to enter the agreement.

EMA (N) Submission — Trans Pacific Agreement Negotiations Page 4 of 4
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Full name: Mr Marcel Pierre Wainohu

Organisation: Inspiraticnal Solutions Co-operative Company Limited : /Z
Address: 44 Raymond Street, Fairview Downs, Hamilton 3214 ' 4

Email: inspirational@clear.net.nz ‘ ,\\Q
Phone: 07 852 5004 B

Potential benefits: : - ) N /7 - 2

i cacuring an FTA negotiation with the United States as the world's largestg Y olds out the) ™
i asa

! and the Americas, The Trans-Pacific Partnership-bridges the Asia-Pa
1 istandard, comprehensive agreement that is consistent with WTQ,
liberalisation it will support continued ambition in the Doha roun
creation of Apec was a spur to other countries to complete the Uruguay

;benefit with the United States participating in T-PPA will be goy ’

commitment to the WTO Trade-Related Aspects of IrfsglheCy y i RIPS) Agreement

with additional provisions on cooperation, informatjisa.gxchangt iti owledge.
UNIDROIT Convention on Stolen or Hlegally Expoftec (LiPa j 24 June 1995),
convinced of the fundamental importance of the/ pf O] reri and of cultural

exchanges for the promoting of understandi hweRly D issemination of culture
for the well-being of humanity _and the progr sati ; -

Potential risks: :
"The guestion of whether more liberalis \s\@ i¥is now very much an

should soiidify the gains made so fa @ cost-benefit analy51s Dropping
tariff barrters and other forms of protettigr i ¢ ] plex piece of international
choreography the world's trade representa wes =n"at'work on the Doha round since
2001 and the potential benefit ering enough to warrant all that trouble
benefits from the Doha round ; amiplete liberalisation. The gains imptlied
by the World Bank are "noth q_scpff at”, _ emn is that "if you are going to be spending

political capital, spend thay¥ gapital it An/ make a difference”. So what is worth the
effort? Something that rpbgt 2 A 7 e a part of "trade” at all; labour mobility.
The economic effects of " W ether it is created through a guest-worker
programme, a small ip roduce significant welfare gains and those welfare
gains can be much k& iberalisation. The Convention on the Protection
and Promotion of th «predsion - October 2005. As part of the activities for
ol e Nat Assembly adopted this Convention. This
convention is fumds ] ad ~sifaly because it does not provide the necessary cultural
framework, Cok Te: - els, Cross- cred:tmg, seamless system mvestment and

) inhere

relate to the Pro £

on or promote cultural diversity. All it will create is cultural
rnational Fund for Cultural Diversity, also sets a dangerous
is estabilshed in accordance with Fmanc1al Regulatlons of

file://C:\Docwments and Settings\lovegrs\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLK... 8/12/2008
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The UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples was adopted by the UN General Assembly.
by a vote of 143 in favour, 4 against and 11 abstentions (13 September 2007). NZ was one of the
four states which voted against the adoption of the Declaration - Australia, Canada and the USA
were the others. While New Zealand took international human rights and its interpational human -
rights obligations seriously, it was unable to support a text that inciuded provisighg that were so
‘fundamentally incompatible with its democratic processes, legisalation and confItltiop
larrangement. UN Permanent Forum on Indigenous issues - Hon Parekura Ho

:representatives of both States and indigenous peoples w1il work togethed AOSidB
’and believe that this embodies the aim of the International Decade of e Warlds Indigenous
People This Decade has been important in gwlng indlgenous peopie 2

1as we move ahead together in a spirit of engagement and cooperation. W~y
lbe achieved because, to us, the Forum is about partnership. Partnership between %
lindigenous peoples internationally and the UN. Partnership is ortant themem !
realise that expectations around the world, including NZ, are :

advise and to co-ordinate. The mandate of the Forum 1s
concerns relating to economic and social development,
health and human rights. etc The Trans-Pacific Strate
a framework on which relationshlps between the Parii
culture and
humanltles aronut can contrsbute effectlvely to pubd i Zealand.

bedrock on which human societles and econo
created and conserved by real people in the.
landscapes. A new account is needed to g

riiecdge being both
- mg in specific places and
ial and economic

transformation in Aotearoa New Zealand(\

" QQY
Are there specific outcomes? (N .

The President-elect has called for "a an Amghicanfieatership” and will renew old

alllances and forge new and endurmg partn&rships. % ¥ for/Engagement with Maori on

as of developm {te national law of relevance to Maori
k i hRipgeand in partlcuiar, new internatlonal

A% part of this development of an ongoing
ck to the lead agency responsible for a particular

rency Where 8dycy

is focused on -the Ing—term mission of the business. A cooperative is a

ey A1} d by the peoplie who use its services. This means leaders of
cooperaiive ' HoUi’s jtom Ilne of economic return and social benefits for the

prr wles an _ '
iation, tf
I

g d up for over a hundred years. The National Cooperatwe
d national cooperative membershlp association in the Unitied

41 -{ B’Qomm@\\

fives an tu n these difficult times for financial busineses. What similarities their are
erating_a i and how this difference could be communicated to the public at large. It
clear tfSir Is. 2k to share and gain through collaborative engagement on regulatory and

§ govefnfnent ulation of financial busineses and the likely effects they will have on co-

|
|
!

usinesé fses that can result in definitive future actions for mutual benefits,
~N

Su rty cument 1:
. 5 o, g document 2
- ing document 3:

NN
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