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Introduction by Sean Kelly MEP
I greatly appreciate the contributions from various 
groups and stakeholders to this consultation on the 
negotiation on a Transatlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership.

We are fully aware in Ireland of the importance of 
trade with the US and the flow of investment between 
the two countries.

I am especially pleased that observations have been 
received from a diverse group of organisations 

spanning various sectors of industry, farming environmental and 
representative organisations.

Because the EU-US trade relationship is already the biggest in the world 
– every day we trade goods and services worth €2 billion, - every trade 
barrier we remove could result in significant economic gains, millions of 
euros of savings to companies and creation of hundreds of thousands of 
jobs.

It’s expected that every year an average European household would gain 
€545, as our economy would be boosted by 0.5% of GDP, or €120 billion 
annually, once fully implemented. 

Trade deals must be mutually beneficial - there can be no losers.  The 
extra economic growth will benefit everyone; boosting trade is a good 
way of boosting our economies by creating increased demand and supply 
without having to increase public spending or borrowing.

Negotiations on TTIP are on-going. There are concerns regarding certain 
aspects of the deal but this is why all stakeholders are being consulted 
and negotiations are continuing. 

The European Parliament’s International Trade Committee and other 
relevant EP committees are closely monitoring negotiations as they 
develop and will subject any final draft agreement to comprehensive 
analysis. The Committees will not hesitate to propose whatever 
amendments are necessary to ensure the best possible deal for Ireland, 
Europe and its citizens.

Seán Kelly MEP
Member of International Trade Committee
Member of Industry, Research and Energy Committee



have an exceptional record in terms of FDA inspections, and are rated 
extremely highly. TTIP aims to eliminate expensive and time consuming 
double testing without compromising safety standards.

The Internet allows Small and Medium Businesses to sell their products 
easily across the world but exporting can be difficult. They can be 
hindered in their exporting abilities by having to comply with a variety of 
customs rates and import rules for all the different products they sell. By 
eliminating tariffs and streamlining customs procedures, it will become 
easier, faster and cheaper for online retailers to ship their products and 
access markets that were simply too complex to tap into before. 

In February 2012 the EU and the US reached a mutual recognition deal 
for Organic Products, by which goods certified as organic by one region 
could be labelled and recognised as such in the other. While the agreement 
contains exceptions, it serves as a model of how reducing red tape and 
cost can be achieved by recognising broadly similar standards, and can 
be applied to many more sectors. 

U.S. and EU regulators have been working together for more than two 
decades, including concluding ambitious cooperative arrangements in 
some sectors such as Airplane Safety, but have never compromised the 
high levels of protection they are mandated to protect. 

Key horizontal principles for a successful agreement would include: 

• Regulatory cooperation and coherence: A focus on enhanced 
cooperation in EU and US regulatory processes will create a more 
efficient regulatory environment and enable a consistent and certain 
operating environment for businesses.

• Concept of broad mutual recognition: While regulatory cooperation is 
a long-term priority, in some areas, mutual acceptance of regulations 
and standards is a shorter-term goal to explore within these discussions.

• Elimination of tariffs: Although tariffs are already low between the EU 
and US, they remain high for specific sectors and are still a tangible 
nuisance to economic actors. Moreover, with complex global supply 
chains, these tariffs simply act as an unnecessary cost to companies 
seeking to compete on equal terms with companies in emerging 
economies. 

• Common regulatory impact assessment procedures: Impact assessments 
of future regulations could benefit from a joint EU-US approach by 
identifying potential barriers to trade and investment upfront. 

American Chamber of Commerce - Ireland
The American Chamber of Commerce Ireland supports an ambitious and 
comprehensive agreement, including strong provisions on regulatory 
coherence and cooperation both at the horizontal and the sectorial level.  
We are of the view that the agreement is urgently needed on both sides of 
the Atlantic for both economic and strategic reasons including; building 
on the existing strength of our economic ties to generate jobs and growth; 
addressing duplicative and unnecessary administrative hurdles for the 
trade of goods and services; elevating the strengths of our respective 
regulatory systems by enhancing coordination between regulators and 
encouraging the recognition of equally acceptable high standards; 

As a key partner in Corporate America’s EU global network, Ireland is likely 
to emerge as a significant beneficiary of a successful and comprehensive 
transatlantic free trade deal. TTIP would increase the volume and value of 
transatlantic trade and investment, create employment opportunities and 
boost incomes in both the US and EU, and improve global competitiveness 
of both parties. A recent analysis by Copenhagen Economics for the Irish 
Government suggested that Irish GDP could increase by 1.1 per cent with 
an additional 8,000 jobs created as a result of a new trade and investment 
agreement that would drive a 2.7 per cent increase in Irish exports, a 1.4 
per cent rise in wages, and a 1.6 per cent rise in investment.

A comprehensive TTIP agreement would be of great benefit to businesses 
of all sizes throughout Ireland. Barriers to trade are a nuisance for any 
business, but larger companies can generally cope with the inconvenience 
and compliance costs and still do business globally. However, smaller 
companies do not always have the resources to deal with these issues and 
will often avoid exporting altogether. Simplified trade rules would deliver 
efficiencies and consumer choice through greater SME participation. 
Ireland exports 80% of everything it produces; meaning tens of thousands 
of Irish jobs depend on good foreign trade relationships.  Reducing barriers 
to trade will have important implications for businesses of all sizes across 
the county. These barriers have a real impact on Irish businesses and their 
reduction, or removal, would have significant consequences for sectors 
in which Ireland is commercially active. For example;

Pharmaceuticals is one of Ireland’s biggest industries – with nine of the 
top ten global pharmaceutical companies located here – and having a 
set of common standards would increase safety while cutting costs. Irish 
pharmaceutical products are thoroughly tested here so they can be sold 
throughout the EU, but they have to undergo costly testing again to enter 
the US market. This is despite the fact that Irish pharmaceutical plants 



generate increased levels of trade between the EU and US. This will be 
of particular benefit to SMEs who often struggle with the burden of the 
customs bureaucracy and costs of trading internationally.

Mutual recognition of standards and increased regulatory coherence will 
also be a vitally important catalyst for a growth. Cooperation will ensure 
that the highest regulatory standards are maintained in both the EU and the 
US, but that businesses are not unnecessarily burdened with the very high 
costs of conforming to two parallel sets of regulatory requirements. SMEs 
are disproportionately burdened by the costs of regulatory compliance, 
so a single set of standards will have the effect of opening markets for 
SMEs, and facilitating the development of innovative products by new 
market entrants.

An effective TTIP will also ensure that the EU and US adopt the role of 
global standard setters for trade and regulatory compliance. This will 
help ensure that global standards in trade and commerce are elevated to 
EU/US levels rather than being eroded to the level of the lowest common 
denominator in a global marketplace.

Chambers Ireland believes that the following elements must form the 
core priorities of the negotiation process:

- There must be a dedicated ‘SME Chapter’ in order to ensure that small 
and medium businesses can realise the benefits of a transatlantic trade 
agreement.

- We also believe that investment, and consequently effective investor-
state dispute mechanisms, are a necessity for any comprehensive 
agreement to be successful.

- Transparency in public procurement for both the EU and US must be 
addressed as part of the wider process of opening markets.

Given the risk of ongoing stagnation of the global economy, the stimulus 
to global growth and employment that could be provided by the agreement 
of a comprehensive trade agreement between the EU and US cannot be 
underestimated. Chambers Ireland urges the Trade Committee to do their 
utmost to support a successful negotiating process.



• Common risk assessment procedures: A shared approach to science-
based risk assessment would provide clarity and confidence for both 
operators and consumers in EU and US markets.

• Coherence with international trade rules: We support comprehensive 
trade agreements that reinforce the long-standing principles of the 
global rules-based trading system, including national treatment, non-
discrimination and objective policy-making based on sound science. 

• Regulation based on sound science/evidence and consumer/
environmental protection: No trade agreement prevents governments 
from regulating in the interest of the general public to protect the 
environment or human, plant or animal health.

The Chamber believes this EU-US trade and investment partnership 
agreement is the single best opportunity we have to accelerate growth and 
jobs throughout the transatlantic community. But only if we do it briskly 
and only if we do it right. Importantly, this commercial relationship isn’t 
based solely on commercial interests, it’s also based on common values—
democracy, civil liberties, and the rule of law, not to mention a long 
and rich history of friendship and strategic partnership. TTIP is unique 
because of its potential to set high global standards for 21st century trade 
and investments agreements around the world in such areas as protecting 
intellectual property, cultivating the digital economy, and combating trade 
and investment protectionism. Hence, the Chamber is very supportive of 
an ambitious and comprehensive agreement, including strong provisions 
on regulatory coherence and cooperation.


Chambers Ireland 
Chambers Ireland is the largest business network in Ireland. With over 
50 member Chambers, we represent the interests of those doing business 
in every region and industry sector in Ireland. Chambers Ireland fully 
supports the efforts of the EU and the US to agree a comprehensive trade 
and investment partnership.

The TTIP represents an unprecedented opportunity for two of the world’s 
largest economies to cooperate in order to remove barriers to trade and 
commerce, increase growth, and create jobs across two continents.

At a minimum, a transatlantic trade agreement will cut unnecessary 
red tape and bureaucracy, reduce customs duties, and reduce the cost of 
trade for businesses. This will open up new markets for businesses, and 



We are opposed to trade agreements between the EU and the USA and 
Canada, and between the members of the World Trade Organisation which 
would serve the interests of corporations at the cost of citizens’ rights 
and interests and those of our environment, and which would serve to:
• undermine democracy and the rule of law: The agreement allows 

foreign corporations to sue countries for punitive damages in secretive 
arbitration proceedings when countries pass laws that could reduce 
their profits. – 

• promote the extension and intensification of economic institutions 
and practices which undermine the health of the planet and its ability 
to provide for humanity, by marginalising sustainable development 
rather than putting it at the heart of global economic activity in line 
with the commitments entered into at the Rio Earth Summit in 1992 
and in many subsequent international agreements.

• open the door to privatization: The agreement will make it easier for 
corporations to earn profits from the public water supply and health 
and education systems.

• endanger our health and environment: Practices that are legally 
allowed in the U.S. and Canada would be legally permitted also in 
the EU. This would clear the way for fracking and the production and 
import of genetically-modified food and hormone-treated meat. The 
agreement weakens animal welfare standards and small scale family 
farming and grants the agribusiness industry even more power.

• undermine freedom: The agreements open the way for even more 
monitoring and surveillance of internet users. Excessive copyright 
regulations restrict free access to culture, education, and science.

• are practically irreversible: Once agreed upon, the contracts are 
essentially no longer amendable by elected politicians as any change 
requires the agreement of all parties. No country could unilaterally 
decide to withdraw from the contract, as it is the EU which enters into 
the agreement.

As a consequence the Environmental Pillar will: 
• support the European Citizens’ Initiative against the TTIP and CETA.
• work with other Irish NGOs to raise awareness and campaign to open 

up these processes to public scrutiny and participation
• work to ensure that the EU does not sign up to any agreement that has 

any of the consequences outlined above.

This Policy was developed using the Environmental Pillar processes but is 
not necessarily the policy of each member group in the Pillar.



Dublin Chamber of Commerce
The Dublin Chamber of Commerce would welcome a successful 
Transatlantic Trade & Investment Partnership agreement as it offers 
significant potential for Irish business. The estimated impact of increasing 
the EU & US economies by €120bn and $95bn, respectively, offers 
significant opportunity to some companies directly but to many more 
the economic growth caused by it will help their businesses. However, 
the impact is matched by the complexity of these trade talks which are 
a larger undertaking than perhaps initially appreciated but given the 
scope and potential impact it is a process that requires being resourced 
and supported so they can be done right. The objectives have focused on 
trade barriers for a wide range of sectors, including tariffs but even more 
importantly non-tariff barriers. Work on the non-tariff barriers, which 
include technical regulations, standards and approval procedures, will 
assist indigenous and FDI business in being able to cost effectively access 
a major and culturally similar market. 

As a small open economy which seeks to attract FDI from the US, TTIP 
is of particular importance to Ireland and Ireland should use its unique 
transatlantic relationships to smooth passage of the agreement both in 
Europe and the US. This should include raising awareness in Brussels of 
the concerns expressed by US investors in Ireland and US politicians in 
relation to issues such as the protection of the intellectual property of US 
firms, access for US services exports and the need to maintain adequate 
mechanisms for dispute settlement. 

Dublin Chamber recommends that Irish MEPs be supportive of the work 
of the negotiators and help to remind local constituents of the major 
value this agreement will bring. It is doubtless that in a negotiation of 
this complexity that there will be a need for critical feedback to the text; 
however, the ambition and tone of MEPs and other politicians should be 
towards a positive transatlantic partnership.


The Environmental Pillar 
The Environmental Pillar denounces the lack of transparency of the 
negotiations, the lack of democratic participation in the development 
of the negotiation mandate and the lack of democratic control over the 
negotiations regarding the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership 
(TTIP) and the Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA) 
currently being negotiated between the EU and the USA, and the EU and 
Canada, respectively, as well as the Trade in Services Agreement (TISA).



German Irish Chamber of Industry and Commerce
The German Irish Chamber is a strong advocate of an ambitious and 
comprehensive agreement with the US: TTIP will benefit our economies 
over the long term, preserving consumer rights and environmental 
protection.

TTIP is also important from a political point of view. In a fast changing 
world with rising new economic powers, closer transatlantic cooperation 
is an opportunity to improve the common strategic position of both 
parties.

Concerns have been raised on the possible impact of a transatlantic trade 
deal. It is important to take these concerns seriously. The protection of 
investments and the Investor-State-Dispute-Settlement mechanism have 
become sensitive issues in many Member States in the context of TTIP.

Winning public support is crucial and will take time. It is important 
therefore that engagement of citizens is prioritised in the TTIP negotiations. 

It is necessary to ensure that the entitlement to challenge national law 
to protect investment is governed by the need to present a prima facie 
case in the country where the challenge is being initiated. The Australian 
cigarette case is a point in case. The very existence of the case damages 
trade negotiations.

TTIP must go beyond the elimination of customs. Non-tariff trade barriers 
have to be reduced considerably. It is especially important to ensure 
improved cooperation in the field of standards, norms and certifications. 
In sectors where safety requirements are standard and generally similar, 
mutual recognition should be the objective.

In industries in which the rules are less comparable, work should begin 
on negotiating future standards.

Other areas that require attention are those of trade facilitation and 
customs clearance. TTIP negotiations should capitalise on existing 
provisions in areas such as standardization of processes and underlying 
rules for determining the origin of goods.



Galway Chamber of Commerce
Galway Chamber is a privately constituted organisation that works for 
the interests of businesses and the economic development of the City 
and region. These activities include influencing decisions and lobbying 
on behalf of businesses, business networking, export documentation, 
providing trade information, business promotion and encouraging 
mutual business support between members. Our members comprise of 
multi-nationals, SMEs, and sole traders from a range of business sectors 
including manufacturing, professional services, education, tourism, etc. 
We directly represent over 500 members with an employment base of 
over 15,000.
The TTIP aims at removing trade barriers in a wide range of economic 
sectors to make it easier to buy and sell goods and services between the 
EU and US. In addition to cutting tariffs across all sectors, the EU and the 
US wish to tackle barriers behind the custom border, such as differences 
in technical regulations , standards and approval procedures. Such 
procedures often result in unnecessary costs both in time and money for 
businesses which sell their products in both markets. The free-flow of 
goods and services, as well as ease of movement of people, all contribute 
to improved economic conditions.
The US represents a significant trading partner for Ireland. According 
to recent Enterprise Ireland statistics over 626 Enterprise Ireland backed 
clients export €1.8 billion worth of goods and services to the US. The key 
sectors that offer most potential for Irish businesses in the US include: 
Life Sciences and Healthcare, Financial Software, digital media, enterprise 
software and construction.
Galway Chamber welcomes negotiations between the US and EU in 
relation to TTIP. With a small Irish domestic market, export success is key 
to Ireland’s growth. Economic recovery must be export led and in our view 
there is significant potential for Irish companies to grow international 
sales in export markets.  Strong indigenous exporting sectors are the 
backbone of individual economies across the World, providing them with 
a stable employment base and enhancing their resilience.
The TTIP aims to reduce the number of barriers to trade including tariffs 
and furthermore streamline the regulatory framework within which 
products and services must comply. Many of our members are export 
companies with a number active in exporting to the US market. Our 
members have voiced the opinion that current regulatory requirements 
in terms of product safety testing and complex tariff classifications are 
creating delays and costly burdens on their business. Measures which can 
reduce such barriers are greatly welcomed.





balanced regulatory approach to the transfer, storage and processing 
of data. This should include binding cross-border data flow provisions 
in compliance with appropriate data protection standards and rules.

• Protection of investment – TTIP presents an opportunity to put in 
place a modern, transparent and efficient mechanism of investment 
protection through an appropriate Investor to State Dispute Settlement 
(ISDS) system. Such a mechanism could become a blue print for future 
trade agreements. 

• Access to energy and raw materials markets – TTIP could establish 
transparent, non-discriminatory rules in access to energy and raw 
materials markets.

TTIP can benefit EU citizens, consumers and businesses, particularly 
SMEs who are most challenged by unnecessary differences in regulatory 
regimes. Independent economic studies of the impact of TTIP estimate 
significant gains in GDP, exports, real wages and investment. 


Irish Congress of Trade Unions
The Irish Congress of Trade Unions is the apex body for 47 affiliated 
trade unions representing 800,000 members in both jurisdictions on the 
island of Ireland.  Congress is itself affiliated to the ETUC and ITUC.
Congress has not reached any definitive conclusion about TTIP.  We are 
engaged in a process of informing and consulting our members about it 
and have scheduled a number of seminars for that purpose.
Attitudes to free trade changed radically in the Republic of Ireland with 
the first Programme for Economic Expansion in the late 1950s.   This was 
followed by the Anglo-Irish Free Trade Agreement in 1965 and ultimately 
by EEC membership in 1974.  Ireland is therefore broadly supportive of 
free trade agreements because, as a small open economy, a rules based 
system provides better prospects for fairness between countries regardless 
of size.
That said, on the basis of the available information, there are reasons for 
considerable caution about TTIP and scepticism about the potential job 
creating claims made for it.
As we currently understand it TTIP is intended to:
• Reduce regulatory (rather than tariff) barriers to trade and investment.
• Harmonise rules in relation to trade in goods and services.
• Otherwise create a common commercial environment.

Irish Business and Employers’ Confederation (IBEC)
Ibec is a committed supporter of the European Union negotiating a Trade 
and Investment Partnership with the US and welcomes the opportunity 
to share with MEPs some of the reasons why we believe that it will be 
beneficial. Ibec is the national voice of business in Ireland and represents 
the interests of business by providing a wide range of services to its 7,500 
member companies. 

Ibec believes that a Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership 
(TTIP) with the US has the potential to lay the foundation for a new 
dynamic phase of economic renewal in both the EU and the US, across 
almost all economic sectors from processed foods to pharmaceuticals and 
manufactured goods. Elements that should be part of the Agreement in 
order to maximise the most benefit include:

• Dismantling of tariffs –will benefit consumers and business on 
both sides of the Atlantic, offering a wider choice of goods at more 
competitive prices.

• De-construction of non-tariff barriers – TTIP does need to ensure the 
maintenance of existing high levels of protection of consumers and 
the environment. However, improvements to regulatory cooperation 
can provide greater transparency and collaboration that will greatly 
benefit sectors such as pharmachemical, medical devices, services and 
food and drink.

• Harmonisation and mutual recognition of standards –Removal of 
unnecessary parallel testing processes, increases in interoperability 
or other moves that increase cooperation between the parties on 
standards can lead to the development of compatible high standards 
in the transatlantic market and beyond.

• Public procurement - opening up of US federal and state public 
procurement processes would be hugely beneficial and level the 
playing field for European business.

• Inclusion of the service sectors – trade agreements tend to focus in 
the first instance on trade in goods, but modern economies include an 
important and growing share of trade in services. Clear, modern rules 
for trade in services between the US and the EU can stimulate growth 
and create jobs. 

• Data Protection and cross border data flows – Digital technology 
can help drive innovation to the benefit of EU business and citizens, 
with the ability of data to move across borders important for both 
manufacturing and service sectors. TTIP can help develop a clear and 



on its anticipated future profits.  The tobacco firm Philip Morris is 
suing governments in Uruguay and Australia for trying to discourage 
people from smoking.  The oil firm Occidental was awarded $2.3bn in 
compensation from Ecuador, which terminated the company’s drilling 
concession in the Amazon  after finding that Occidental had broken 
Ecuadorean law.  The Swedish company Vattenfall is suing the German 
government for shutting down nuclear power. An Australian firm is 
suing El Salvador’s government for $300m for refusing permission for 
a goldmine over concerns it would poison the drinking water.  Even 
The Economist newspaper, a bastion of liberalism, is opposed to ISDS 
(October 11th 2014).

• Public Services – there is a real potential under TTIP to undermine 
public services such as the NHS by forcing governments to cede 
contracts to private providers under pain of ISDS actions.

• Employment Rights – MNCs may be able to challenge collective 
agreements as ‘barriers’ to trade and investment thereby accelerating 
a race to the bottom in employment standards.

• Inequality – the period since 1980 has seen a phenomenal increase in 
inequality in developed countries which is likely to be exacerbated by 
TTIP.

• Harmonisation of US and EU labour markets – trade unions have long 
been aware of certain sections of the EU elite pursuing the objective of 
aligning EU labour markets with that of the US to the great detriment 
of workers in the former.

In summary the concern of ICTU is that TTIP is a manifestation of an 
aggressive neo-liberalism aimed at so circumscribing the policy space 
for governments that politics will be separated from economics such that 
it will not matter what kind of government is elected.  It will, in other 
words, complete the subjugation of society to markets.  Moreover, this 
issue has to be seen in the context of a European integration project which 
has lost a lot of its legitimacy in the eyes of workers over the last few 
years of austerity policies.  Many people saw deepening integration as an 
antidote to globalisation but actually it now looks as if it has exacerbated 
the impact of globalisation.  If you have free trade and free circulation 
of capital and people but destroy the social state, the temptations of 
defensive nationalism and identity politics will very likely grow stronger.



The conclusion of the North-American Free Trade Association (NAFTA) 
in 1994 was an important milestone in trade liberalisation.  NAFTA, 
which encompasses the United States, Mexico and Canada, provides a 
significant benchmark for TTIP.

The promises of benefits as a result of free trade, more competition, 
removal of barriers and harmonisation are familiar. The success of 
the European Union has been evident in the creation of a single 
European market (or something approaching a single market) while 
maintaining some aspects of a ‘European social model’ which provides 
for employment, social, cultural and environmental rights and interest. 
However, it must be noted that recent court rulings (e.g. Viking and 
Laval) in the area of national and EU cross-border employment rights as 
well as the development of a strong neo-liberal agenda in Europe with an 
overwhelming emphasis on competition, privitisation (by default), fiscal 
rules to the detriment of social outcomes and ‘structural reform’ in the 
labour market have undermined the European social model. The response 
by electorates across Europe in May of this year is a signal of a growing 
disconnect between governments, the institutions of the Union and large 
segments of European civil society. All of this is not without significance 
as context for the pursuit of TTIP at EU-USA level.

Now that NAFTA encompassing North America moves to meet up and 
join up more closely with the European Union economic trade and 
investment space can we expect a ‘levelling up’ more than a ‘levelling 
down’ of environmental and labour standards? Recent trends in both 
continents – quite apart from any specific detail in the negotiations – 
suggest the likelihood of a levelling down.  The experience of NAFTA 
suggests very mixed results with a growth in trade and in GDP in the 
countries involved but also large displacement of jobs and growth in 
precarious, low pay employment along the Mexican-US border and in 
Mexico.

The following aspects of TTIP are of particular concern:

• Investor-State Dispute Mechanism (ISDS) – this proposal is an affront 
to democracy insofar as it allows investors to sue governments in 
secret courts composed of corporate lawyers, at which other people 
have not representation, for compensation over national laws or rules 
that affect their activities.  This quasi-legal process is not subject to 
judicial review.  An increasing number of cases of this type are already 
in train and TTIP will give investors a clear and certain privilege over 
citizens.   The reality is that big business is engaged in an orgy of 
litigation, whose purpose is to strike down any law that might impinge 



• The overriding approach, which the Trade Committee of the Parliament 
should adopt, is that TTIP agreement, particularly for agricultural food 
products, must be based on fair trade not free trade.

• In this regard of particular concern is that the whole issue of sanitary 
and phytosanitary matters and regulation may be based on convergence 
or mutual recognition while the separate approaches for the EU and 
the US to these matters is left in place. The EU has always adopted the 
precautionary principle for the regulation and standards in the Agri-
food sector whereas the USA have adopted a less demanding scientific 
approach.

• If these matters are not fully dealt with and there is greater 
liberalisation of trade between the EU and the USA, the consequences 
for EU farmers and the food sector would be to place increased cost 
on the EU sector relative to the USA. Or alternatively the EU will 
have to significantly alter a wide range of regulations on production 
processing including animal welfare, environment and climate change 
issues. The danger is that these changes will prove politically difficult 
if not insurmountable, leaving farmers to absorb the cost of mutual 
recognition without convergence of standards.

• The Beef sector: Even if the ban on hormone-based beef production 
remains in place, the liberalisation of beef trade would further 
undermine if not completely erode the profitability in the beef sector. 
It must be emphasised that the current level of profitability in this 
sector is very small and in some cases non-existent. Therefore there 
is an absolute requirement to limit beef imports to the existing tariff-
rate quota of 45,000 metric tonnes which bear zero rate tariffs. It 
must be realised that this US beef is higher price cuts and has already 
has had a disproportionate impact on EU beef prices. There is no 
alternative. Unless beef imports from the US are confined to the 
existing arrangements, there would be severe and permanent losses 
and costs to Irish farmers, the national economy, regional and rural 
development.

• SPS and administrative barriers to trade:If EU exporters are to benefit 
from reduced tariffs particularly in the dairy sector, it is vital that 
the current complex and costly administrative barriers to trade are 
removed. The TTIP must contain specific provision for these matters 
and provide for a relatively short transition period for the dismantling 
of the current costly requirements placed on EU food exports to the 
US.

Irish Creamery Milk Suppliers Association
The comments below have endeavoured to summarise the ICMSA views 
on the important aspects of the current negotiations and probable TTIP 
agreement. Analysis would suggest that EU Agri-exports to the US would 
increase by 60 percent and EU imports from the US would increase by 
over 20 percent by 2025. But as stated in the Report the elimination of 
tariffs alone would have no effect and that the real issue is the overall 
reduction in the non-trade barriers (NTB). While EU exports to the US of 
beef and dairy would increase, the largest increases in EU imports from 
the US would also feature dairy and beef but would be substantially 
greater.

Of particular significance is that while exports to US would increase, the 
overall value added of EU agriculture is predicted to fall by 0.5 percent. 
If all of this reduction in value added is absorbed by farmers which 
is likely be the case, farmers’ incomes would actually decrease despite 
the increase in exports to the US under TTIP. In our view this would be 
particularly the case for Irish beef farmers.

While the EU dairy sector can gain under TTIP provided there is a 
substantial reduction to NTB, the TTIP could have serious and permanent 
adverse consequences for the beef sector unless sufficient and meaningful 
measures are taken to protect the sector.

If trade is liberalised without regulatory convergence, EU farmers in the 
Agri-food sector would face increased adverse competitive effects due to 
the high costs and limitations imposed by more rigid EU constraints than 
that which applies to US farming.

Specific issues which should be addressed and dealt with in the 
negotiations on TTIP.

• There is a danger that agriculture and the food sector may be seen as 
a marginal issue given the potential losses for parts of EU agriculture 
relative to the overall gains from a successful TTIP agreement. 
This danger is accentuated given that the downside would not be 
geographically distributed but will be concentrated in a number of 
Member States or Regions. Paradoxically the gains from food exports 
to the EU may actually flow to Member States which suffer very little 
downside from liberalisation of trade in agriculture and food. While 
this may be seen as an internal issue for the EU itself and not one for 
negotiations between the EU and the US, clearly the EU negotiation 
position must deal with these matters.



Beef
Beef production costs in the US are significantly lower than Irish or EU 
levels based on a number of factors: 

• Lower feed costs in the US, due to the use of technologies (GMOs) in 
feed production 

• Fewer and less onerous animal welfare and environmental requirements 
in the US.

• Higher labour and energy costs in the EU.

IFA is clear that the domestic EU beef sector cannot be sacrificed as a 
bargaining chip in the TTIP negotiations to secure a trade deal. In the 
negotiations, Ireland must insist on:

• Equivalence of standards – all US imports must meet the same animal 
health, welfare and environmental standards as is required of EU 
producers

• Designation of beef as a sensitive product, with access granted under 
TRQs on a fair basis. This must mean access based on ‘natural fall’ of 
beef cuts.  Existing tariff lines were developed in a carcass beef era 
and need to be adjusted now to reflect the changing export market, 
based on beef cuts. Management of this approach can be achieved 
through ‘Specified End-Use’ quotas in addition to chilled / frozen split 
on quotas. EU negotiators must recognise that the relevant EU market 
is 650-700,000 tonnes of high value steak cuts (not 8m tonnes overall 
market).

• Retention of low tariffs on all imports, including imports qualifying 
for a TRQ. 

• Negotiations undertaken based on a, maximum TRQ ceiling on imports 
arising from all trade deals (e.g. TRQ for beef from EU-Canada trade 
deal to be factored into any discussions on TRQ within TTIP). 

Dairy
IFA believes that the opening of the US market, through the agreement 
of increased TRQs and the resolution of certain non-regulatory barriers, 
could provide a new, high-value export market for Irish dairy products.  
Opportunities exist in the short term through increased TRQs for 
branded/consumer products (butter, cheese), with longer term potential 
for ingredients. 

• Trade distorting US farm supports: There is no question but that the 
current level and nature of USA support in recent Farm Bills are not 
alone trade distorting but are actually designed to be countercyclical. 
US Federal support by offsetting farm income losses during periods 
of low commodity prices can actually accentuate price volatility on 
global markets. This may result in longer and deeper periods of low 
prices and market disruption. Indeed the nature and design of the 
supports for USA agriculture is far more distorting than the export 
subsidies which were operated widely by the EU in the past. These 
supports must be dismantled in the context of any TTIP as was the 
case of EU coupled payments.


Irish Farmers Association
The Irish agriculture and agri-food sector supports 300,000 jobs across all 
parishes and towns in Ireland. It is Ireland’s largest indigenous industry, 
and is playing a critically important role in Ireland’s economic recovery.

Ireland has a strong trading relationship with the US but the US is not a 
large trade partner for Ireland’s agri-food sector. In 2013, Irish food and 
drink exports to the US were €465m, or about 5% of our total food and 
drink exports of almost €10 billion.

While the TTIP offers opportunities for Ireland overall, IFA is clear that 
the interests of European and Irish agriculture must not be sacrificed by 
EU negotiators in pursuit of an overall trade deal. Farmers are already 
facing significant adjustments arising from the recent CAP reform. 

For the Irish agriculture sector, there are significant threats posed by the 
potential opening up of the EU import market to large volumes of US 
beef products.

A European Parliament report identified that if there is a reduction 
of trade barriers without regulatory convergence, EU producers will 
be disadvantaged by the extra costs they incur in complying with EU 
regulations. EU negotiators therefore must insist on equivalence of 
standards – all US imports must meet the same animal health, welfare, 
traceability and environmental standards as is required of EU producers.

The remainder of this submission outlines IFA’s specific proposals on the 
main agriculture sub-sectors.



Irish Film Board
The Irish Film Board (“IFB”) has the remit to “assist and encourage by 
means it considers appropriate the making of films in the State and the 
development of our industry in the State for the making of films”.  The 
IFB provides development funding, production funding and cinema 
distribution funding as well as organising and funding screen training.  
The development and production funding is provided for feature films 
(including animation feature films), feature documentaries, animation TV 
series and TV drama series. IFB capital budget for film funding is €11.3m 
per annum and the administration budget is €3m per annum.

The provision of this production funding is cleared pursuant to EU State 
Aid Rules under the Cinema Communication 2013 and Audiovisual Media 
Services Directive 2010 which apply ‘the cultural exception’ to what 
would otherwise be State Aid funding for particular industries which is 
contrary to the EU Treaties (Article 107). Subsidies for film and quotas 
for television production has long been part of EU wide policies pursued 
by individual Member States to support their cultures.  The subsidies 
include funding such as (i) that provided to the IFB (ii) the television 
licence fee which is provided to RTÉ (and BAI Sound and Vision Fund) 
in Ireland (iii) the annual award to TG4 (€32m) and (iv) the Section 481 
film tax incentive (which has an equivalent in many EU countries e.g. 
UK and France).  Without these subsidies, there would likely be little or 
no indigenous production of feature films for cinema and local television 
programming particularly in the areas of drama and animation.

Because the USA exports a very large amount of entertainment content 
(e.g. Hollywood feature films and TV drama series which the US regards as 
an industry not a cultural activity), it has in the past regarded EU cultural 
subsidy for film and TV as potentially distorting competition in relation 
to the sale of US entertainment products in Europe.  Equally because 
Hollywood films dominate the European cinema market and (historically 
at least) US TV programmes dominated TV screens, EU policy saw it as 
vital that support be provided to the making of European feature films 
and TV programmes on a cultural basis.

The European film and TV production sector would see it as vital therefore 
that the “cultural exception” for audiovisual content be maintained and 
that any attempt to limit subsidies or quotas for film and TV programme 
production in TTIP would be resisted.  

Also some Member States currently fund their audiovisual cultural 
subsidy systems through levies on cinema tickets, DVD sales, television 
broadcasters and more recently internet service providers.  Supporters of 

In the negotiations, Ireland must ensure that:

• EU Dairy Hygiene provisions are recognised as equivalent to US Grade 
A standard; 

• The securing of recognition of Geographical Indicators (PGIs) by 
EU negotiators must not be at the expense of other market access 
opportunities, as PGIs are of little or no value to the Irish dairy sector.

• The risks posed by the threat of speculative US exports into the EU 
market, potentially causing a significant price disturbance, must be 
quantified at EU level and taken into account in the discussions on 
tariff reductions/TRQs for US dairy products.  

Pigmeat and Poultry
A significant price differential exists in pig and poultry meat production 
between the EU and US, due to differences in production standards.

Therefore, a large increase in US imports would have a negative impact 
on the EU price and EU production. In the pigmeat sector, the US is likely 
to target exports of cuts valued by EU customers, such as ‘loin’, ‘back’ 
and ‘ham’. At the same time, given the higher value placed on ribs and 
belly, there may be a potential export opportunity for EU producers into 
the US market. 

The Irish pigmeat sector exports over 60% of its output onto the EU 
market and any large sustained fall in price could have a very damaging 
effect on this industry. As an intensive industry with a small number 
of producers, further concentration of these numbers would potentially 
undermine the overall viability of the sector. 

In the negotiations, it is critical that Ireland insists on:

• Equivalence of standards for US imports, including a continued 
prohibition on the use of growth promoters and feed additives, and 
equivalent animal welfare standards;

• Designation of pigmeat as a sensitive product

• TRQ allocation on a sub-category basis for each individual product 
(CN-code) line for both pigmeat and poultry. This must take natural 
composition and a split between fresh/chilled and frozen products and 
products with or without bones into consideration; and

• Reduction of non-tariff barriers for US authorisation of EU export 
plants.





The IHF believes that TTIP will benefit Irish consumers and businesses 
and would expect to see significant gains in GDP, exports and investment 
as a result. Therefore the IHF strongly supports the partnership and are 
available if required to assist at any stage.


Irish Small and Medium Sized Enterprises (ISME)
ISME, the Irish Small and Medium Enterprises Association, is the only 
independent voice of Small & medium business in Ireland, representing in 
excess of 9,000 members across all sectors. The Association is owned and 
run by owner managers and is independent of big business, government 
and unions. 

ISME believes the removal of export barriers for SMEs should be a primary 
policy goal of both the Irish Government and the EU. The stated aim of 
the TTIP to remove trade barriers in a wide range of economic sectors 
to make it easier to buy and sell goods and services between the EU and 
the US. This will assist in allowing SMEs to access markets previously 
closed to them. The small scale of the Irish market means many of our 
enterprises must begin exporting at an early stage of their development 
in order to remain viable. It is essential that that their access to export 
markets is aided by minimal red tape and obstacles. 

The efforts in the TTIP negotiations to reduce customs barriers such as 
technical regulations, standards and approval procedures will also be 
particularly beneficial to SMEs who often do not have the resources 
needed to overcome such barriers. ISME is broadly in favour of the 
reduction in customs barriers but a full judgment on TTIP cannot be 
made until the proposed terms of the agreement are made public. 

Concerns about the effect of TTIP on food safety and the introduction of 
genetically modified organisms (GMOs) have been raised by our members. 
TTIP’s ‘regulatory convergence’ agenda will seek to bring EU standards 
on food safety and the environment closer to those of the US. But US 
regulations are much less strict, with 70 per cent of all processed foods 
sold in US supermarkets now containing genetically modified ingredients. 

By contrast, the EU allows virtually no GM foods to be produced or sold 
on at present, with only test crops currently being grown. The concern 
is that the adoption of TTIP may mean we see GM foods appearing on 
the Irish market. The Association believes that prior to the adoption of 
TTIP a full debate on GM foods and GMO regulations must be carried 
out across Europe. A further concern is that the entry of GM foods into 

the cultural exception in the EU would argue that they should be allowed 
to continue to do so to promote cultural diversity (see UNESCO Treaty on 
Cultural Diversity 2005) and there should be no provisions in TTIP which 
would prevent or limit this.


Irish Hotels Federation 
The Irish Hotels Federation (IHF) is the Employers Representative body for 
Hotels and Guesthouses in Ireland. One of the largest markets for Tourism 
to Ireland is from the United States of America and as such we strongly 
support the EU negotiating a Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP) 
with the US. We believe that this will be a very beneficial development 
for our industry.

The IHF believes that any support for increased trade between the two 
countries is good for tourism. We would agree with the comments made 
by IBEC in their submission.

The IHF would feel that it is important for TTIP to maintain the existing 
high levels of protection of consumers and the environment. Improvements 
in this area will allow for greater transparency and collaboration which 
will greatly benefit the services and food and drink sectors.

In recent times we have seem a big change in the ownership structure 
of Irish hotels. The investment protection outlined in TTIP would assist 
US investors when making decisions about investing in the Irish Hotel 
sector.

The opening up of US federal and state public procurement processes 
would be hugely beneficial and level the playing field for businesses 
in the EU. However, consideration must be given to ensure that such a 
procurement structure would not disadvantage SME’s.

Ireland has developed an excellent reputation for its food internationally. 
TTIP must ensure that this high quality of food is not undermined in any 
way. This would include all foodstuffs from the raw materials to finished 
product. 

Digital technology can help to drive innovation to the benefit of business 
and citizens across the EU, with the ability to move data across borders 
which is important for the service sector. A clear and balanced approach 
needs to be taken to the transfer, storage and processing of data.



to be sold in the US under their respective names and there should be 
no compromise on our high standards in terms of these products. While 
Ireland has a very limited number of products classified as GI’s, Macra 
understands it is a particularly contentious issue within the negotiations.

GMOs: US and EU legislation on Genetically Modified Organisms are 
subject to very different legislation. As is already the case, GMOs can be 
sold in the EU if they have been approved for use as food, feed or sowing 
as crops by the European Food Safety Authority (EFSA). The safety 
assessment used for these applications should not face any changes as a 
result of the TTIP negotiations. 

Sanitary and Phytosanitary: should be based on science and international 
standards where possible.

Where scientific evidence is not sufficient, measures taken must be applied 
only to the extent necessary to protect human, animal or plant life or 
health, and must be developed in a transparent manner and reviewed 
within a period of time, as well as with the objective of minimising 
negative trade effects.

Overall, on the current evidence, Macra believes the benefits of achieving 
a Free Trade Agreement between the EU and US in terms of Agriculture 
outweigh the potential risks involved. Macra will further engage with its 
members on the opportunities and threats a potential TTIP agreement 
offers.


Nevin Economic Research Institute
A process of consultation on TTIP is to be welcomed. My main concerns 
focus on the following four areas:

• Employment rights and standards where corporations could challenge 
collective bargaining rights as ‘barriers’ to trade and investment.

• Environmental standards (e.g. in regards to such matters as Genetically 
Modified crops or extraction of shale gas).

• De-regulation of the financial services sector.

• The operation of the Investor-state dispute mechanism (ISDS) by 
which investors can sue governments for compensation over national 
laws or rules that affect their activities. An increasing number of ISDS 
type cases have already been taken by corporations in Europe and the 
USA in recent times.

the Irish market would also threaten the viability of our indigenous food 
producers. 

The finalised TTIP agreement should protect European regulations 
concerning GMO’s and food safety. 


Macra na Feirme
Macra na Feirme welcomes the opportunity to contribute feedback on the 
TTIP negotiations. Macra is at the initial stage of getting feedback from 
its members on TTIP and plan to further discuss TTIP with its national 
agricultural affairs committee and some of our European young farmer 
organisation counterparts. As a result the following comments at this 
stage are very general. While TTIP will have a significant impact on 
many sectors of the economy, Macra will just comment on Agricultural 
related issues:

The growth and expansion for agricultural output and value projected 
under Food Harvest 2020 is very positive for Ireland. Young farmers 
are optimistic about the opportunities in agriculture and this is reflected 
in the large numbers engaged in agricultural education. Access to 
markets with large volumes of consumers with high disposable income 
is important when exporting high value added food products. The US is 
one such market with potential for Irish agricultural products especially 
dairy, however current access is difficult due to a combination of tariffs 
and Non Trade barriers Tariffs and Non Trade Barriers: Many Irish and 
European agricultural products are currently subject to particularly high 
US tariffs, for example potentially up to 25% on certain cheeses from 
Europe.

These products are also subject to significant number of Non Trade 
Barriers which limit access to the US. The current Non Trade Barriers 
are generally differences in regulations and standards which sometimes 
prove unnecessary.

Hormones: This is a potential threat for Irish and European beef and meat 
producers. There must be no risk to current EU legislation and regulation 
when it comes to hormones in beef products. Laws which are there to 
protect human life and health, animal health and welfare, or environment 
and consumer interests should not be part of the negotiations now or at 
any future stage. Geographical Indicators: In terms of the negotiations 
it is very important to guarantee that particular foodstuffs or beverages 
from a specific place in Ireland and Europe are the only products allowed 



is assessed differently in US versus EU. For instance, what one region 
would consider a major change could in the other region be an annual 
reportable change? 

It is recommended that the US and EU work an agreement for annual 
reportable changes as a first step.

• Harmonisation of Pharmacopoeia 

Given the globalization of the pharmaceutical industry, it would be 
beneficial to also have a global standard for pharmacopoeia, starting 
with those for the EU (Ph Eur) and US (USP). In reality, the different 
requirements rarely show any differences in the quality of the raw 
materials or products, yet the cost to industry of unnecessary multiple 
testing is significant without any improvements in efficacy, quality or 
safety to benefit the patient.

Whilst recognising that there has been some progress on harmonisation 
over the past 20+ years (e.g., via the Pharmacopoeial Discussion Group 
in the 90’s and ICH Q4B in 2003), this has been a slow process and more 
effort is needed. An EU-US common standardization initiative could re-
vitalise this activity, irrespective of the different regional status of the 
issuing bodies (the Ph Eur is issued by the European Directorate for the 
Quality of Medicines (EDQM), a European authority, whereas the USP is 
a private organization).

• Good Manufacturing Practices (GMP) Certification 

The EU has reformed the rules for importing into the EU APIs for medicinal 
products for human use.  As of 1st January 2013, all imported APIs must 
have been manufactured in compliance with standards of GMP at least 
equivalent to the GMP standards of the EU.  As of 1st July 2013, this 
compliance must be confirmed in writing by the competent authority 
of the exporting country and the certification accompany the API being 
imported. 

It is recommended that discussions should commence as soon as possible 
between the US FDA and the EC with a view to determining a way forward 
so as to prevent the construction of a trade barrier to the exportation of 
APIs from the US to EU countries. Possible ways for resolution include 
application by the US for assessment of GMP equivalency, or acceptance 
by the EC of the current or a modified Certificate of Pharmaceutical 
Product as satisfying the need for written confirmation.  Failure to 
resolve this issue will result in the reduction of trade between the EU and 
US, and the possible creation of drug shortages in the EU resulting from 
the unavailability of APIs manufactured in the US.

• Public services are under threat in many European States where 
outsourcing, privitisation and competition is the order of the day. 
There is a concern that TTIP could reinforce the ‘completion of the 
single market’ in public service areas such as health and education. 
At the very least these latter two sectors should be explicitly excluded 
from any TTIP agreement.

• TTIP is a large-scale and complex process.


Pharmachemical Ireland
This paper provides 4 regulatory harmonization and standardization 
proposals affecting the EU and US pharmaceutical industries for 
consideration by the EU-US TTIP negotiators.

We concentrate on the needs for a Mutual Recognition Agreement, 
Regulatory Assessment of Changes, Harmonisation of Pharmacopoeia, 
and Good Manufacturing Practices (GMP) Certification.

• A Mutual Recognition Agreement (finished drug products and active 
pharmaceutical ingredients (APIs))

In the late 1980s considerable exchange took place between the US FDA 
and the EU to establish a Mutual Recognition Agreement (MRA)  in the 
field of GMP Inspections for pharmaceutical products. A joint inspection 
programme piloted in 2009 was deemed such a success at the end of 2010 
that a continuing FDA-EU cooperation was confirmed in January 2012.  
However, the joint inspection program is limited (to only a few sites), 
uses a duplication of resources, and does not meet the need of today’s 
challenging regulatory environment.

It is paramount to have a mutual agreement between the US FDA and the 
EU as soon as possible giving immediate savings in inspection resources 
to agencies on both sides of the Atlantic; allow EU and US Agencies to 
refocus their inspection efforts to 3rd countries -where no mandatory 
inspection of API and final dosage form suppliers is currently in place; 
and would benefit the health of EU-US citizens. It would promote EU-US 
trade and lead to further harmonisation of GMP standards aligned with 
International Conference on Harmonisation (ICH) process.

• Regulatory Assessment of Changes

From the pharmaceutical regulatory perspective there is also a concern 
that a certain type of change in the manufacture or control of APIs 




