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(EXCERPT) These so-called “free trade agreements” 
are not trade agreements. The purpose of the 
“partnerships,” which were drafted by global 
corporations, is to make corporations immune to the 
laws of sovereign countries in which they do business. 
Any country’s sovereign law whether social, 
environmental, food safety, labor protections—any law 
or regulation—that impacts a corporation’s profits is 
labeled a “restraint on trade.” The “partnerships” permit
corporations to file a suit that overturns the law or 
regulation and also awards the corporation damages 
paid by the taxpayers of the country that tried to protect 
its environment or the safety of its food and workers.

The law suit is not heard in the courts of the country or in 
any court. It is heard in a corporate tribunal in which 
corporations serve as judge, jury, and prosecutor.

In other words, the “partnerships” give global corporations
the power to overturn democratic outcomes. Allegedly, 
Europe consists of democracies. Democracies pass laws 
protecting the environment and the safety of food and 
labor, but these laws democratically enacted reduce profits.
Anything less than a sweatshop, with starvation wages, no 
environmental protection, no safety legislation for food or 
worker, can be overturned at will by global corporations 
under the terms of the “partnerships.”   
---------------------------------------------------------------

“AND THE SECOND ANGEL SOUNDED,
AND AS IT WERE A GREAT MOUNTAIN

BURNING WITH FIRE WAS CAST INTO THE SEA:
AND THE THIRD PART OF THE SEA BECAME BLOOD;

AND THE THIRD PART OF THE CREATURES
WHICH WERE IN THE SEA, AND HAD LIFE, DIED;

AND THE THIRD PART
OF THE SHIPS WERE DESTROYED.“

REVELATION 8:8-9

 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE DEALS
OR GLOBAL GOVERNMENT

INFRASTRUCTURE?

Presently, three supposed ‘trade’ deals are being proposed by US President Barack Obama,
to be signed by major trading nations (except Russia, China, and the other BRICS nations):
TPP with Asia, TTIP with Europe, and also (but only for financial and other services) TISA

with Europe. The promised benefits in all three cases are said to be economic.

Three independent economic studies have been done, two of Obama’s TTIP treaty with Europe,
and one of his TPP treaty with Asia, and all three independent economic analyses find that the
public in each participating country will suffer, and that the owners of international corporations
(especially in the US) will benefit, it the proposed ‘trade’ deal goes into effect.

The latest such study to become available to the public was made public due to a Freedom of
Information  Act  lawsuit  in  the  UK,  which  forced  the  British  Government  to  release  that
independently produced study. It was actually the first of the three to have been done, dated
three years back, in April 2013. It was titled,  «Costs and benefits of an EU-USA Investment
Protection Treaty».

Its bottom line was:

«we conclude that an EU-US investment treaty that does contain ISDS 
[Investor State Dispute Resolution, ending national sovereignty] 

is likely to have few or no benefits to the UK, while having meaningful
economic and political costs. Removing ISDS from the treaty would be

unlikely to have an appreciable impact on the (already negligible)
benefits of a treaty with ISDS, while largely removing the costs of the treaty
to the UK. While we have not conducted a full cost-benefit assessment of an
EU-US investment treaty [that] does not contain ISDS, such a treaty would

likely be a less costly policy option from the perspective of the UK». 

This study explained, better than any other, that the template for all of Obama’s ‘trade’ deals is
demanded rather  insistently  by Obama and is  unlikely  to  be  able  to  be  changed  much by
anything that America’s negotiating partners might attempt to do to modify them – and that this
template strongly favors US-based international corporations over international corporations that
are based in other countries.

Excerpt  From:  “TTP,  TTIP:  Obama’s  Proposed Trade Deals  Would  Produce “Economic
Harm”. Studies”, The Centre for Research on Globalization, 5-3-16 (map is hypothetical)

http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2015/04/whats-obama-up-to-with-his-tpp-ttip.html
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/260380/bis-13-1284-costs-and-benefits-of-an-eu-usa-investment-protection-treaty.pdf
http://www.globaljustice.org.uk/news/2016/apr/25/foia-reveals-governments-assessment-ttips-corporate-courts-%E2%80%93-lots-risks-and-no


TURKEY WARNS OF COLLAPSE
OF EU DEAL ON REFUGEES

"All the agreements we have achieved until now, built on confidence, goodwill, taking responsibilities, and also taking
political risks, is facing a very dangerous moment," Turkey's EU Affairs Minister Volkan Bozkir told a news conference

with European Parliament President Martin Schulz in Strasbourg, France, on Wednesday.

He also challenged the EU, which says it will not lift Schengen visa requirements on Turks until Ankara
meets five more standards, saying his country has fulfilled the provisions of the agreement.

"This is not a mathematics problem. This is a political problem," Bozkir highlighted, adding,          

"Our interpretation is that we have fulfilled our expectations sufficiently enough.”

He also reiterated President Recep Tayyip Erdogan's opposition to changing Turkey’s anti-terror law,
which is among the five of the 72 benchmarks still to be met.

"This change in anti-terror law is completely impossible. Plus we think that our law is relevant to the
European standards," Bozkir said.

Ankara  says the law is necessary given the ongoing clashes with Kurdish militants in the country and the threat of
Daesh terrorist group in neighboring Syria and Iraq. Rights groups, however, accuse Turkey of using the broad anti-

terrorism legislation to silence opposition and arrest critics, including reporters and academics.

Analysts  say  the  problem  of  changing  the  anti-terror  laws  could  endanger  Turkey-EU refugee  deal  which  has
prompted a sharp decline in the number of refugees crossing from Turkey to Greece.

Under the EU-Turkey deal sealed in March, Ankara agreed to take back all the asylum seekers and refugees, who
had used its territory to illegally reach the EU shores, in return for a number of commitments from the EU, including
financial aid, visa liberalization and progress in its EU membership negotiations.-PRESS TV



Weaponizing the Term “Conspiracy Theory”:
Disinformation Agents and the CIA

By Dr. Gary G. Khols, Global Research-May 11, 2016

‘Conspiracy theory’  is  a term that  strikes fear  and anxiety  in the hearts of  most every public figure,
particularly journalists and academics. Since the 1960s the label has become a disciplinary device that
has been overwhelmingly effective in defining certain events as off limits to inquiry or debate. Especially
in the United States, raising legitimate questions about dubious official  narratives destined to inform
public opinion (and thereby public policy) is a major thought crime that must be cauterized from the public
psyche at all costs… CIA Document 1035-960 played a definitive role in making the ‘conspiracy theory’
term a weapon to be wielded against almost any individual or group calling the government’s increasingly
clandestine programs and activities into question. – From CIA Document 1035-960  

It wasn’t very many years after the world-wide web became operational that it was contaminated
by secret disinformation agencies and also by individuals that were eventually called internet 
trolls. Trolls (defined below) began interjecting themselves – uninvited and unwanted – into 
otherwise useful and productive conversations involving web-groups of like-minded individuals.

These trolls, intent on scurrilously confusing various website commenters, seemed to delight in 
angering up certain online groups. Typically, a lot of time and effort was wasted in such fake 
arguments before members of the group finally realized that they had been ambushed by a 
disinformation agent.

Many folks might recall how promising were the prospects for the internet’s new method of 
communication that was affordable, quick and paperless. Many envisioned an internet that was 
“without commercial interruptions” and a way to promote healthy interactions between well-
meaning people of different races, religions, politics, commitments, lifestyles and cultures.

Progressive-thinking folks without ulterior motives saw the internet as a new way to explore and 
solve some of the common threats to them or the planet. Peacemakers saw the internet as a 
tool that could expose the ideological enemies of the exploited 99% and perhaps even unite 
against the predatory elites in the ruling 1%. Some saw opportunities to expose and then 
eliminate fascism, racism, militarism, corporatism, bigotry, pollution, over-population and income
inequality (and, more recently, global climate change) and to foster understanding and 
cooperation between various cultures.

Tragically, before you could say “corrupt crony capitalism”, the web was dominated – 
and then essentially owned – by profiteering corporations that saw world peace and 
cooperation as a threat to their greedy profiteering goals. (Peace is never as profitable 
as war or the rumors or war.)



Admittedly, America cannot on its own generate a more united Europe—that is up to the Europeans,
especially the French and the Germans—but America can obstruct the emergence of a more united 
Europe. And that could prove calamitous for stability in Eurasia and thus also for America's own 
interests. Indeed, unless Europe becomes more united, it is likely to become more disunited again. 
Accordingly, as stated earlier, it is vital that America work closely with both France and Germany in 
seeking a Europe that is politically viable, a Europe that remains linked to the United States, and a 
Europe that widens the scope of the cooperative democratic international system. Making a choice 
between France and Germany is not the issue. Without either France or Germany, there will be no 
Europe, and without Europe there will be no trans-Eurasian system. In practical terms, the foregoing
will require gradual accommodation to a shared leadership in NATO, greater acceptance of France's
concerns for a European role not only in Africa but also in the Middle East, and continued support 
for the eastward expansion of the EU, even as the EU becomes a more politically and economically 
assertive global player. A Transatlantic Free Trade Agreement, already advocated by a number of 
prominent Atlantic leaders, could also mitigate the risk of growing economic rivalry between a more 
united EU and the United States. In any case, the EU's eventual success in burying the centuries-
old European nationalist antagonisms, with their globally disruptive effects, would be well worth 
some gradual diminution in America's decisive role as Eurasia's current arbitrator.                           

-Zbigniew Brzezinski, The Grand Chessboard, 1997
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