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While there is growing concern in Europe among 

citizens and some parliamentarians about the fate 

of public services under trade agreements, the 

EU’s official negotiators are all too often siding with 

corporations to expand markets into public services 

– endangering citizens’ access to basic services in 

the hunt for quick returns.

The European Union’s secretive and largely corporate-

driven approach to trade negotiations has attracted 

strong criticism from civil society. Research has 

revealed the close links between corporations and 

the European Commission’s DG Trade, entrusted with 

leading trade negotiations for both CETA and TTIP 

on behalf of EU member states. While Commission 

officials held some public hearings and regular civil 

society dialogues over these trade deals, these have 

been vastly outweighed by numerous parallel meet-

ings behind closed doors with big corporations and 

their lobby groups, collecting inputs for CETA, TTIP 

and other free trade agreements (FTAs).1

The resulting trade agreements threaten to be a 

veritable corporate wish-list of public services opened 

up to the free market. This will be a major blow to 

attempts to regulate markets in the public interest, 

taking decisions about these rules beyond elected 

parliamentary scrutiny and into the undemocratic 

realm of trade bureaucracy. The principle of profit  

will be enshrined in the deals, coming before public 

interest objectives to provide citizens with services 

key to their welfare and prospects in life.

The Commission has been a reliable advocate for 

corporate interests, pushing for the very same 

liberalisation of services and opening of markets 

as the European business community, whose 

views they have courted. After each TTIP negotia-

tion round, DG Trade representatives have refined 

their joint strategies with business lobbyists, 

while trade unions, consumer groups and other 

NGOs have been sidelined. 

Despite the many assurances from the European 

Commission claiming public services will remain 

unaffected by TTIP and CETA, analyses of texts  

and drafts of these agreements prove the contrary. 

The recently published consolidated CETA text as 

well as the latest draft of the TTIP services and 

investment chapter contain many provisions that put 

public services in severe jeopardy, not to mention 

the aim of governing them in the public interest. 

The CETA process is far more advanced than  

the TTIP talks, and so give us some idea of what 

may be coming with TTIP, as core elements 

of both agreements are likely to be similar. 

However, when it comes to the detail, the first 

TTIP drafts point to an agreement with even 

harsher liberalisation commitments going 

beyond those already contained in CETA. 

Both agreements closely mirror corporate 

demands, promoting the opening-up of ever-

more public services to private competition, the 

liberalisation of public procurement at all levels of 

government, as well as the locking-in of current 

liberalisations and potential future deregulations. 

By doing so, CETA and TTIP put democratic 

decision making into a dangerous straitjacket, 

impeding reversals of past privatisations which 

have so often proved to be outright failures. 

These dangers, coupled with the privileged access 

of business representatives to the Commission, 

are fueling growing public discontent with these 

trade agreements, with citizens increasingly 

questioning the democratic legitimacy of the 

European Union as a whole. 

7


