Brussels/Berlin/Vienna/Bucharest/Madrid/Dublin – 10th January 2017
Re: Happy New Year and Call to support ENVI Draft Opinion on the EU-Canada
Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA)

Dear Lynn, Nessa and Brian,
We are writing to you as Irish MEPS who are Members of the Committee on
Environment, Public Health and Food Safety.
We are a number of Irish civil society organizations, representing perhaps a unique
cross-sectoral perspective writing collectively to point out that 2017 begins with a critical
decision in the hands of the European Parliament that will impact the lives of European
citizens for years to come: the CETA vote. Your Committee's opinion on CETA will be a
crucial signal to Europeans as to whether Members of the European Parliament are fully
aware how CETA can be detrimental to the EU's environmental goals.

We believe that CETA may undermine EU environmental and public health
standards in the following areas in particular:
- On high standards of environmental protectioni. CETA’s environmental provisions
cannot be enforced through trade sanctions or financial penalties if they are violated.
Victims of environmental abuse cannot bring a claim in a similar manner. Future
environment and climate policies cannot be sufficiently exempted, but will have to
comply with CETA.
- On the precautionary principle and endocrine disrupting chemicals (EDCs)ii.
European legislation on EDCs is under threat from CETA’s regulatory cooperation
provisions because Canada considers EU regulations on EDCs a trade disruptor, rather
than health protection. The EU generally takes a more precautionary approach to
chemical safety than Canada does. In order to take account of trade interests of Canada
and the US, the EU Commission has recently been shown to have sacrificed the
precautionary principle in its proposal for criteria to identify EDCs.
- On REACHiii.
The Canadian government voiced criticism of the EU’s ambitious chemicals regulation
REACH at the WTO's TBT Committee over 20 times between 2003 and 2011. CETA’s
technical barriers to trade chapter (TBT) will provide an even simpler and more direct way
for such complaints to be expressed and acted upon.
- On animal welfareiv.
CETA liberalises trade in animal products without ensuring these products meet EU
animal welfare standards which are far stronger than the mainly voluntary standards in
Canada. The meek Article 21(4)(s) requirement to exchange information on animal

welfare does nothing to stop trade-offs between economic goals and animal welfare
protection.
- On strict GMO lawsv.
CETA supports a cooperation mechanism with the objective of revising and harmonising
GMO rules in a way that would lower current EU standards.
- On hormone-free meat productionvi ,antibiotic and steroid use, and antimicrobial
resistancevii.
CETA does not prevent Canada from challenging the EU's hormone legislation. The
Commission's unilateral declaration reiterating the ban on hormones for growth
promotion in farm animals provides no legal guarantee against future weakening of this
standard. Furthermore, greater quotas for Canadian meat is likely to increase the risks of
antimicrobial resistance given its rampant use in meat production. The differing
standards and approaches to the use of steroids, hormones and antibiotic use in Canada
to the EU are also of extreme concern.
- On agriculture and food labellingviii.
European producers, particularly pork and beef producers, are likely to be undercut by
cheap imports. The EU's meat labelling scheme could well be challenged by Canada,
following Canada’s WTO victory which led to the repeal of the U.S. Country of Origin
Labeling law. CETA's regulatory cooperation agenda will favour industrial agriculture
interests and threatens to undermine the precautionary principle and the existing and
future EU standards on critical issues such as food safety, the farm to fork approach,
animal welfare and agricultural greenhouse gas emissions.

We further believe that the following EU policy areas may suffer from a
regulatory chill or a direct threat from the investor protection provisions of
ICS (International Court System).
- Climate protection: green energy transition, decarbonisation efforts and Paris
targetsix.
CETA’s provisions on investment protection, coupled with its weak protection of the
environment, may undermine or have a regulatory chill impact on future sustainable
climate and energy policy, such as efforts to stop fossil fuel-based energy production
and to promote decarbonisation. Its provisions therefore threaten any EU measures
needed to reach the goals of the 2015 Paris Agreement.
- Mining,x fracking and other extractive activitiesxi.
The extractive industry is prolific in launching arbitration lawsuits. Over 50% of global
mining companies are based in Canada. The most recent example is the Canadian
‘Gabriel Resources’ company’s action to sue Romania for not approving Europe's largest
gold mine project. Based on the 44 legal cases for which data are available, mining
companies have sued governments for a total of EUR 50.3 (USD 53) billion. If CETA’s
investment chapter goes into effect, Canadian mining companies will be able to threaten

and file similar lawsuits in all 28 Member States.
- Public health lawsxii.
CETA has the potential to undermine public health by opening the door for businesses
to challenge public health laws that are perceived as barriers to trade and limiting policy
choices for social, health, education and water services which all fall under the rubric of
"Services of General Interest."
In conclusion:
The Committee on Employment and Social Affairs voted in December to reject the
current CETA agreement, having found that it will not further EU objectives in
employment and social policy.
We call on the Committee of Environment and Public Health to do likewise and to
support the Rapporteur's draft opinion to reject the current CETA text which is
likely to work against key principles of the EU’s environmental and public health
policies.
Sincerely,

An Cláoimh Glas, Ireland
An Taisce, The National Trust of Ireland
Attac Ireland
Coomhola Salmon Trust, Ireland
Comhlámh, Ireland
Environmental Pillar, (An advocacy coalition of 29 Irish eNGOs)
Friends of the Earth, Ireland
Green Foundation Ireland
International Small Business Alliance
Irish Cattle and Sheep Farmers Association, ICSA
Irish Congress of Trade Unions
Irish Food Writers Guild
People's Movement / Gluaiseacht an Phobal
Social Justice, Ireland
Sustainable Water Action Network Ireland, SWAN
Stop CETA Alliance Ireland
The Technical Engineering and Electrical Union
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See https://corporateeurope.org/sites/default/files/attachments/greatceta-swindle.pdf and also
http://www.sierraclub.org/compass/2016/10/corporate-bias-investor-statedispute-settlement-threatens-environmental-protection.
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See https://www.euractiv.com/section/health-consumers/news/newendocrine-disruptor-rules-address-your-trade-concerns-eu-tells-us-canada/ and
note the exchange of letters between Mr. La Via and Commissioner Andriukaitis on
the subject: https://www.libre-echange.info/IMG/pdf/la_via_to_andriukaitis__edcs_ls_opinion_sept_2016.pdf .
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See http://www.ciel.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/CIEL-letter-to-Mr.Magnette.pdf.
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https://www.policyalternatives.ca/publications/reports/making-sense-ceta-2016.
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See http://www.iatp.org/ceta-selling-off-the-farm.
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