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Abstract

2009 was the year that the beginning of the negotiations of the Comprehensive Trade 

Agreement (CETA) with Canada initiated. Eight years have passed since the negotiations 

started and full implementation unachieved. During these years, criticism against the treaty 

has been immense and slowed down the process. This treaty is now, to provisionally apply in 

September 2017 to 90% of its content. The process to obtain implementation provisionally 

has been long, and it is in this context of this slow process that the purpose of the paper 

formed. The aim of this essay is to answer the question: How do diverse actors impacted by 

EU policies argue on an implementation of CETA and why? Respond to this question, a table 

of standpoint will be constructed to display each player view on content in CETA. Also, usage

of an argumentative model understands reasons behind each argumentation.  By analysing the 

actors’ standpoints, the argumentation concludes that the slow process was not the caused by 

harmful trade policies, but by the fear of a changed EU.  

Keywords: CETA, Argumentative analysis, free trade agreement, EU, 
Standpoint
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Introduction

“It is the policy of an autonomy rate of interest, impeded by international preoccupation….. 

twice blessed in the sense that it helps ourselves and our neighbours at the same time” John 

M. Keynes on free trade (Dunkley, 2004: 48). 

   Globalisation has created new challenges for the world but has also introduced plenty of 

new possibilities for states.

The increasingly globalised world evidently led to a decline in political and economic power 

for the west in gain for the developing countries. Western countries have been the financial 

capital of the world, since the inception of the industrial society and mass production. In light 

of this, to uphold their political and economic power within the world EU signs trade 

agreements with other states (Held & Mcgrew, 2007:73). 

   Primarily, the EU clings to their economic position through these Free Trade Agreements 

(FTA’s). Before 2006, FTA´s accounted for a 25% of EU trade and in a few years from now is

forecasted to account for 66% of EU Trade.  By 2012, EU had 28 FTA’s, and the 

implementation of the Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA) with Canada 

is the most controversial because it might change the framework of FTA’s (European 

Commission, 2016: 10).  Trade Commissioner Cecilia Malmström representative of the EC at 

the negotiations described the positive vote by EP:

 "This vote is the start of a new era in EU-Canada relations - together we are sending a 

strong signal today. By building bridges rather than walls, we can face the challenges that 

confront our societies together. In these uncertain times, with rising protectionism around the 

world, CETA underlines our strong commitment to sustainable trade. Canada is a close ally 

of Europe. We share values and ideals, and a commitment to open markets and fair social 

policies. Canada is an important economic partner, with yearly trade between us worth 
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nearly a 100 billion euros*. Once the Canadian parliament has ratified this agreement, the 

next step is to put it provisionally in place, which I hope can be done swiftly and effectively. 

Citizens and companies on both sides of the Atlantic should start reaping these benefits very 

soon." (European Commission, Press release 2017)

   CETA is uniquely designed while being highly controversial and together with the 

Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP) could reshape world trade and 

investment possibilities around the world (Bjorklund, et, al. 2016:1). CETA with its immense 

significance has remained under discussion since 2009 and includes elements of political, 

economic and judicial traits. The treaty sought to be a guide and enhance the previous treaty 

with Canada, Framework Agreement for Commercial and Economic Cooperation signed in 

1976 (European Commission, 2013; European Commission, 2016). 

Statement of issue

   The statement of the issue presented in this paper is the argumentation by the opposition of 

CETA. Currently, it is in debate and lack of knowledge regarding the position of important 

European-actors. Negative argumentation towards this treaty has spread through grass root 

marketing and gathered lots of media attention. CETA has with since establishment in the 

media gathered strong resistance (Petersmann, 2015:579). 

   Opponents argue that elements of the treaty are controversial and discussed in secrecy. 

Furthermore, people opposed to this agreement have brought up elements of it that threaten 

the values of EU. Lastly, opponents of CETA portrays it as the EU selling the governing 

power of the member states to MNC, giving them the right to sue a state for prevention of 

profit. Bongardt and Torres (2017: 165) argues that the process of implementation is 

undemocratic while eroding the European model.  That is if the economic policies 

implemented throughout the CETA treaty is not correspondent with the wishes of society and 

that it will undermine its very intent of benefiting the EU economy. The consequences of this 

opposition are that the treaty has slowed down its implementation, while, advertises EU as a 

problematic trading partner without a lacking a collegial voice. The Commission, However, 

argues that this delay prevents European corporations from gaining and establishing offices 

and markets in Canada (European Commission, 2013). 
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Purpose:

The purpose of the essay is to categorise different standpoints of significant European actors 

of EU-Canada relations and their connection to selected concepts. Illustration through the 

usage of CETA treaty to construct an ideal types table comparing perspectives with concepts 

and examining underlying reasons of own standpoint.

Research questions: 
In what areas do the arguments presented by the selected actors towards CETA linked to the 

chosen concepts? To what extent do the positions and argumentations of these different 

players divergent or how do they share similarities with each other? 

Theory:

   The objective of the essay is to categorise personal standpoints of the selected actors and 

break them down into a simplified form. My theory is establishing a conceptual chart that 

classifies and evaluates both the discourse and logic of the argumentation. Chosen concepts 

are Economy, Democracy, Trade and Culture. These were selected to simplify and emphasise 

the variation of opinions of different actors.

  Selection of these concepts is based on critical areas of the treaty and focuses to some degree

on economic part of it. Narrowing down the paper on the economic parts of CETA, some 

concepts had to be disregarded such as Legal, Environmental and Safety Standards. The 

inclusion of these is possible since they are relevance and controversial about to the treaty but 

does not align with the economic aim of this paper. Also, these concepts are very complex for 

this early stage of the process and would likely instead present an unmethodical paper and 

unclear result.  In addition to these four selected concepts, explanation of investment part of 

the treaty is included in economy concept as one of the biggest critiques against the treaty and

is needed to ensure economic growth. The decision of whether an argument is positive or 

negative constitutes from an EU-perspective and what that EU will acquire from including 

this into the treaty. Furthermore, when using this theory, the objective is to classify actors 

based on the conceptual and the table of standpoints. The categorization will not only be 

focused on their professional or private argumentation, but also of their view on the concepts 

in general. To conclude, the perspectives of specific individuals within an actor (MEP of the 

EP etc.) will not be the focus of this essay. 
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   This paper is a theory-consuming essay that aims to categorise argumentations of different 

actors and position them by corresponding positions of respective concept. A theory 

consuming case and the aim is to break down the conceptual table and present the key traits of

each position. The reason for this is displaying the connection between a less active 

standpoint towards CETA and a pessimistic tendency towards free trade. Furthermore, this 

will impact their affiliation to CETA, through a syllogism of unfortunate penchant, coupled 

with a cynical argumentation conferred. Since this is a theory consuming paper, the single 

case of CETA will be the focus of this study and constitute the table of concepts suitable 

concerning the dimensions presented in the treaty (Esaiasson et. al, 2012:41). 

   Previous research conducted on this treaty has mainly examined the economic benefits that 

this agreement would entail for each of the respective actors. In the previous research, 

founding out that Canada will have a higher economic benefit from this treaty with the 

accessed to EU27. Therefore, categorising different standpoint from a European perspective is

increasing attractive (Kitou & Philippidis, 2010: 15). 

Definition of the concepts

Earlier research

    Earlier research has shown that concepts that represent a liberal world view benefit state 

that embraces it. However, there is no clear indication that an increased market economy and 

privatisation is the optimal way of governance. Economies like China has gotten a rapid 

growth despite having relativity closed economies. Apparent in the thought of global 

democracies in general, which conceived as an optimal way of obtaining financial growth 

which is disproven by the same state (Dunkley, 2004:5; Held & Mcgrew, 2007: 133).  

   The current, financial system supports the idea of a market economy and free trade through 

the establishment of the Bretton Woods system and the liberal ideas that follow. Financial 

International institutions with the World Trade Organisation (WTO) work as the “invisible 

hand” for western countries to spread their thoughts. WTO, as the organisation in charge of 

policies towards international trade, strive towards the establishment of a free trade world, 

with no trade barriers (Dunkley, 2004: 188; Held & Mcgrew 2007:17).

  The concept of state-orientated economies controlled primarily by domestic politics, instead 

of accused globalisation.  The connection between the market economy and free trade spawns 

an intertwined climate between the nation state and globalisation, which higher exposure 
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leads to increased benefits. On the other hand, increased repercussions if the global economy 

plummets (Ibid, 2007:17; Hirst & Thompson 2000: 56). Hirst and Thompson (2006:57-58) 

presents statistics showing that states with higher trade percentage in relations to their GDP 

are more associated with welfare states. Perration (2000: 63) argues, however, that even 

though welfare states provide social security, globalisation has created higher financial and 

political cost to developing and expanding the welfare states.

Concepts

   In this part of the paper, an explanation of what is characterising for each of the comparison 

dimensions demonstrated within the selected concepts.  Selection of these two comparison 

dimensions with each concept is to simplify the analysis further on in the paper and contribute

to a more streamlined result. These two dimensions of each concept are going to be used to 

categorise the actors by the explanation of the aspects below. 

Neoliberal economy/state-orientated economy

   A neoliberal economy as a dimension of an economy is to construct a comparison point with

no market restrictions and a governing power that will only act to help the market to prosper. 

The market controls implemented policies and to what extent. Aid from the Government is 

primarily provided to help the market expand. Public services should privatise, and services 

associated with the states should be up for offering from to private companies. Government 

procurement is open for everyone and winner is the actor with the best economic plan for the 

structure of the service. Profits are allowed but not at the expense of the quality of the service 

or goods provided. The idea is that companies that meet the standards set have the right to 

profit. Neoliberal economy seeks to establish an efficient market-based system that provides a

service or good economically optimal. Through this system, the aim is to simplify the tasks 

that the governments are in charge of and have a government that controls the legislative 

power and regulatory power of the service. However, outsourcing the executive power, 

creating a competitive and dynamic provider to improve the productivity, while regardless of 

the geographical position of the actor (Held & Mcgrew, 2007:17, 25,170).

   A state-orientated approach is protecting areas from the market and privatisation to ensure 

the right standards.  This method has an increased government influence of the market and 

has a tighter control over the market regulations. Public procurement offered here, but 
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government rarely deregulate and has a limited outsourcing. Also, seek to limit the profits that

can be taken out by companies working in public sector. A state-orientated economy exists to 

provide services, protect and to take care of its citizens. The approach sets to reduce 

competition in the public sector, for social benefits correlating with higher public 

expenditures and taxations. It establishes a “safety nets” for social issues for its citizens as 

well as a “cushion” for anomalies in international trade (Hirst & Thompson, 2000: 56-57).  

Global democracy/National democracy

“Democracy entails a political community in which there is some form of political equality 

among the people” (Held, 2006:1)  

   Global democracy strives to establish international institutions to promote democracy 

around the world through the usage of globalisation, spreading a pluralistic worldview. 

Embedded into this is a multi-dimensional values system that should exist for all and cannot 

be taken away, values “Natural rights”, “Free and equality”. Through this approach, they seek 

to establish global demos to address supranational issues, which can on a global level be 

figured out. It advertises that certain areas of national management attempted to be replaced to

rest on international governance instead (Parker, 2017:279). Advocates of a global democracy 

approach implied that the distinction between a domestic and global issue, such as democracy 

is fading away and is becoming harder to differentiate. Ensuring democratic values is, 

therefore, becoming a complicated issue to respond to (Held, 2006:59, 303-304). 

   National democracy is about the executive power believing that they are only accountable to

the domestic population. Constitutes national demos to control the governing power and holds

them accountable. Furthermore, they consider that democracy functions exemplary when it is 

established in a geographic area to increase its efficiency. There exists a symmetry between 

voters and the national systems makers, that is unachievable through a global democracy.    

The approach argues that by overturning national governance to the international community, 

it loses its legitimacy (Bellamy & Jones, 2000:203).

Free Trade/ Protectionism

   Free trade is the dimension that transactions between states should be encouraged through 

the abolishment of tariffs set by states to ensure the domestic market remains. This approach 
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aims to promote an open society that does not protect the local market to at the expense of 

others. Free trade promotes globalisation instead of a regionalisation to provide equal trading 

terms.  This approach shares similar traits of a market economy that seeks to make 

governments more efficient and prioritise deregulations. Free trade strives to produce trading 

without artificial barriers to promote a free flow of goods and services. Failure to remove 

these obstacles will result in an inefficient economy and higher import costs according to free 

trade as a dimension (Dunkley, 2004: 9,22).

   Protectionism argues that the social benefits occurring when protecting the national market 

outweigh the benefits from free trading. Protectionism is the dimension that believes that 

domestic products need isolation from globalisation. International trade, regarded as 

secondary to national trade that is the primary focus of this aspect. Ideally there, should only 

exist states and other domestic markets.  Protectionism is advocates of sizeable states and 

critical approach towards the dimension of free trade (Dunkley, 2004: 76-77). 

Global culture/National culture

   Advocates of global culture promote the idea that through an understanding of other cultures

and their unique traits are essential in solving a some of the global issues. This view argues 

that what separates cultures from each other in their traditions, customs and languages, but are

identical in the values that they share. Furthermore, they believe that the national cultures and 

states are socially constructed and that all cultures have similar goals. National culture is 

argued to be obsolete in modern society, through global communication (Held & Mcgrew, 

2007:33-35). 

   Advocates of national cultures believe that national sovereignty should be prioritised and 

not threatened by the increase of cross-border cultural exchange. National values, such as 

identity associated with the state and country should be an essential way of forming a 

community. States, with a shared history, unites people in a national culture defined by a 

geographic position and their boundaries. National culture advocate believes as a dimension 

that there does not exist a common culture that all states share. They seek to reject the notion 

of globalisation influencing culture and changing the definition of “culture”. Lastly, national 

culture argues that the idea of a “universal culture/history” of humanity on is rejected and 

instead specified in the way described above (Ibid, 2007, 38-40). 
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Conceptual Chart
Table 1.1

Economy Neoliberal economy: 

Minimal government interference, govern 

by economic interests, market controls the 

policy Privatisation 

State-orientated economy:

Limit profits made in certain 

areas.  Increased government 

involvement. Put restrictions on 

the market.  
Democracy Global democracy: 

Spread domestic democratic values to 

other parts. Multi-dimensional 

phenomenon International institutions. 

“Disjuncture” 

National democracy: 

Accountable to the nation. 

National demos. Democratic 

power in a geographic position. 

Symmetry between voters and 

national decision makers 

Trade Free trade:

Freedom of good and services promotes a 

healthy middle class. Free trade promotes 

a globalisation rather than a 

regionalization. Liberty and efficient 

government

Protectionism: 

Eliminate the role of markets, 

exchange, etc. Protect national 

economysocial benefits Nurture

domestic industries and cross-

board capital flow
Cultural values Global culture:

Understanding different idiosyncratic 

cultures. Share similar values as others. 

Universal humanist aspirations. National 

culture constructed 

National culture: 

State sovereignty, National 

identity, No “global 

culture/history” States are 

primarily actor of uniting people. 

Nationhood bounded territory. 
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Shared history.

Held, 2006:59, 303; Held &Mcgrew, 2007:17, 28-30,30-33,79-80, 198; Holden 2013:18, 21

Analysing concepts:

   In conclusion, some dimensions intertwine with each other: Market Economy, Free trade, 

global culture and global democracy are all associated with similar political directions and 

worldviews. These dimensions are also creations of the West and based on the idea of 

liberalism. These aspects ought to be spread to developing countries by the developed world, 

in the developed nations’ terms. 

   Free Trade and market economy are dimensions ideally associated with a liberal governing 

that discards factors such as; geographical position and trade barriers to function ideally. 

Lastly, advocates of both these dimensions seek to promote a minimal and efficient 

government (Dunkley, 2004: 22).  Global democracy shares similar values with global 

culture. They are both advocating transnational experiences to establish a consolidated earth 

in acceptance of different idiosyncratic cultures (Held & Mcgrew 2007: 36-38). 

   By comparison, national culture, national democracy, protectionism and a state-orientated 

economy describes governance differently. The first three dimensions are closely intertwined, 

through their aim of protecting the state sovereignty, national citizens and dismissal of foreign

intervention in domestic affairs. A state-orientated economy is a hybrid form of protectionism 

and a market economy, where in which to protect an aspect of the internal affairs from foreign

involvement and privatisation.  Maleki & Hendriks (2015:982-983) display the correlations 

between the performance of democracy with culture in the figure below. 
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Figure 1

Figure 1: The triangular correlation between Culture, Democracy and democratic performance. 

Methodology

“Argumentation is a verbal, social, and rational activity aimed at……[] justify or refuting the 

proposition expressed in the standpoint” ( Eemeren & Grootendorst, 2004: 1). 

The Case of CETA:

   The paper will consist of an examination of the FTA between EU and Canada (CETA).  The 

treaty consists of concepts from a diverse area of a society and impacts a lot of spheres of 

society. The importance of CETA, as the first FTA with an actor with similar values, is that it 

can be a framework moulded to apply to future treaties like TTIP or with the United 

Kingdom. Successful implementation and governance of this agreement, seen as a success for 

the access to another market.  The magnitude of this treaty, if it is successful in its 

implementation could help re-evaluate the content of an FTA and the areas it can be 

implemented successfully into (Bergström & Boréus 2012: 126-127). 
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Theoretical perspective 

   This paper will use a deductive theory consuming approach to examine the argumentation of

the opposition of this treaty primarily.  A deductive approach will be used to test whether 

some actors have a negative attitude towards free trade or global democracy, also deductively 

holds a negative opinion on CETA. The selection of a theory consuming paper has its 

limitations on the external validity that is impacted by that the knowledge obtained is harder 

to generalise and constitute a clear standpoint. The strength is that through this approach we 

can gather a substantial basis for internal validity and the opportunity to comprise a resolute 

syllogism in accordance to the dimensions composed of the conceptual table.  Using charts 

and tables makes the discern more simplistic between the standpoints of the relevant actors 

while simplifying their notions on the concepts. The weakness of this approach is that a 

fraction of the selected players does not have a clear standpoint on the concepts, causing the 

risk of presenting an unjust perspective. The motivation behind the selection of the concepts 

presented in the conceptual table is to address critical components of the treaty and show the 

subsequent critique against it.  These concepts will assist in displaying a general increased 

acumen and comprehension of the actors’ position.  Simplifying, the chosen argumentation of 

each actor by creating a broad and understandable overview, through illustrations by figures, 

charts and tables.

   To determine the evidential power of each argument and whether they are logical and 

rational about CETA, the third purpose of (Bergström & Boréus 2012:93) will be used.

 

Selection of actors

  Selection of the four actors: European Commission, Parliament, NGO/Civil Society and 

Scholar is to represent a different view on EU and governance. When selecting actors, an aim 

has been to pick two various institutions in the EU to observe whether there is an immense 

difference of opinion concerning the treaty and their position on selected concepts. 

   The EC is communicating a collegial message while the European Parliament cannot agree 

on a united standpoint, preventing the generalising of this actor, but has voted through the 

treaty, despite the criticism (European Parliament, 2016:3; European Commission, 2016). The

civil society/NGO and scholars are to get an overview of how the argumentation looks outside

the EU as well get a view of the negative argumentation. The NGO/Civil society is where a 

majority of negative argumentation originate and thrive. Furthermore, the selected actors one 
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could argue represents an overall view of EU opinions from different perspectives. Scholars 

are also divided on whether this treaty is benedictory or not, based on governing preference. 

This actor is, however, included to have a more neutral player that examine the content of the 

treaty objectively.  

   The selection to not bring up arguments from actors as the member states are because each 

member states have different political affiliations, prevent a decisive conclusion.  The focus 

on EU actors in the paper and not bring up the intention of the Canadian government, is a 

deliberate choice to narrow down the aim in this essay. In addition to this intentional 

selection, the vastly different opinions of Canada as a whole would create difficulty in 

comprehending the position of Canada in light of this treaty.

Gathering of material/ Source critical 

   The time perspective of the accumulated material is between 2009-2016 since this is when 

the negotiations of CETA have its relevance and provide epistemological knowledge. Since 

this trade agreement is rather unfamiliar to the academic world, difficulties consist of 

uncovering different actor’s clear opinions on the treaty through the material gathered. 

   Material gathered for this essay will be through reviewing CETA, academic text, documents

from both the European commission and Parliament, news sites and through books. Books are

to motivate the methodology and construction of my theory as well as the construction of my 

conceptual table. These books will be used to define of each concept within the conceptual 

chart will be defined.  The definitions in David Held’s book on democracy and globalisation 

and Barry Holden’s book on global democracy is required to construct my conceptual chart. 

   Books, however, will also be used to analyse different argumentation and how an 

argumentative analysis should look Books explain this is Frans Eemeren “A systematic theory

of argumentation: the pragma-dialectical approach”, on how to construct an argumentative 

essay and to analyse argumentations.  Also, a book on critical thinking by Burton Porter 

fundamentals of critical thinking will be used to highlight the need for critical thinking and 

fact based argumentation. Selection of literature is constructed on the premise that the closer 

the actor is to the issue, the higher reliability and validity the source has. The paper seeks to 

address the underlying reasons behind an argumentation.  Usage of books regarding Toulmin

´s model of argumentation is essential to the analysis. 

   Usage of academic texts and EU documents presented by both the selected actors within the

EU will be the primary source of knowledge for the analysis and empirical research on them. 
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This material holds usage throughout the paper because of the intended to sort out arguments 

presented.  To access the standpoint of the NGO/civil society, usage of newspapers on their 

opinions contributed, as well as accessing their websites. Lacking material from the NGO

´s/the civil society could entail a wrongful portray of their position. Presenting a challenge for

this paper since NGO’s and civil society are two different actors that do not always have the 

same aim.  

   The research available on this is topic elementary and is lacking for the majority of actors in

both the quantity as well as the quality of it. Actors rightfully represented was the EC that you

could analyse through examining the treaty and EP through their statements. Other actors 

were lacking in either quality as scholars did or in both as NGO/Civil society did.  

Operationalisation

“The aim of an argumentation is convincing other to agree to your position” (Bergström & 

Boréus 2012:91)

   The operationalisation of this paper consists of three steps: Firstly, to selecting the concepts 

and actors which have a high relevance to the treaty and current debate.  Secondly, creating a 

table of standpoints of the argumentation of each actor in relations to CETA and use the 

conceptual table to position them. Thirdly, constitute a syllogism of the argumentation by the 

actors and view whether this argumentation is empirical. The first two steps take a look at 

CETA and what controversial concepts discussed frequently. Initially, the selection the 

concepts necessary to the treaty and simplistic describing them to simplify the comparison 

later on. The second step is observing what opinion each of the actors has on the selected 

concepts while comparing it with the conceptual chart in table 1.1. For the third step, usage of

Toulmin´s model of argumentation will be operationalised to assist in the process of 

argumentation. Toulmin´s model is profoundly malleable in an analysis of different academic 

fields which the treaty is (Eemeren & Grootendorst 2004:45-46).  
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   An argumentation consists of three parts: Logos, Ethos and Pathos, according to this model. 

Toulmin´s model explores the underlying reasons for an argumentation to be able to conclude.

An argumentative analysis focuses primarily on the logic (logos) part and secondly on the 

creditability (Ethos) and feelings (pathos). In light of this, the essay will focus primarily on 

the logos part which would accommodate this paper best(Bergström & Boréus 2012: 91-92, 

130). Toulmin´s model consists of terms such as; Data, Claim, Warrant and Backing to 

explain how an analysis of an argumentation function. The model is used to present prior 

knowledge as data, and a claim is a standpoint taken by an actor on any given issue. The 

warrant is the way that perspectives communicated and the intention that the sender has with 

the communication. 

   Warrants consist of two different types; empirical Warrant and Institutional Warrant. An 

empirical warrant is supported “from below”, proven through observations.  Institutional 

Warrant, on the contrary, is supported “from above” through our understanding of 

constitutional conventions.  Usage of institutional Warrant is primarily used to be able to be 

map out the actors deductively. The institutional warrant will be utilised in this essay as it 

applies accessible to the case of CETA. Lastly, a backing is about falsifying claims, 

reinforcing them and to examining whether the argument is empirical justified or not.  The 

validity of a standpoint is dependent on whether an argument gets reinforced or proven 

unjustifiable. The usage of this model will assist the promoting of epistemological knowledge 

and argumentation, improve and reassure the internal validity of the essay (Freeman, 2009: 

194; Porter, 2002: 134-135).  Figure 2 will provide a graphic illustration of the model and 

how it functions. 

Figure 2

Data                                 Claim

Warrant

Backing 

(Eemeren, Grootendorst 2004: 46-47).
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   Usage of a deductive approach towards this model will assist in scrutinising claims against 

CETA and discard the underlying reasons of the opponent. The aim of a deductive paper is to 

strive towards a deterministic correlation between analysing a text and previously known facts

(Porter, 2002: 178). Difficulties with operationalising this method are results conceived as 

uncertain as it requires extensive time and space.  A positive side of this process, compared 

with the pro et Contra (for and against) model that is just a list, is that if conducted properly 

becomes simpler to understand and carries more validity. Toulmin´s model structure is a graph

instead of a list, which provides a more simplified display of understanding argumentation.  

The main weakness of this model is that it is considerably more time-consuming and requires 

a great deal more room to be explained accurately (Bergström & Boréus 2012: 112-113). 

   Lastly, figure 3 presented in (Held &Mcgrew 2007:186-187) will be used in the conclusion 

of this paper to illustrate and give visual aid to the different position of the actors.

Figure 3 
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Held &Mcgrew 2007:186-187

Summary of methodology 

   This essay will be an argumentative analysis of the CETA treaty with Canada from an EU-

perspective.  Actors selected is based on obtaining an authentic EU view from several 

different positions in the EU. The analysis conducts a comprising analysis into diverse 

perspectives with fascinating dimensions within; Economy, Democracy, Trade and Culture. 

Tables created to explain; definitions of the concepts selected and in the second one the 

portraying the standpoint of selected actors. The objective of this is to observe whether 

advocates of a state-orientated economy are less in favour of free trade than an actor 

promoting the neo-liberal economy. The strength of this essay is that it only examines from an

EU-perspective, which is narrowing it down. The weakness of the case of CETA is that it is a 

modern FTA and that limited research is available on the actors, besides the EC. Comparison 

of the argumentation of present will be examined using Toulmin’s model of argumentation to 

review the validity of each argumentation and standpoint.

   The concepts obtained is through using academic books focusing on democracy, economy, 

culture and trade to be able to define what each concept represents and their view on 

governance. Gathering of material on standpoints by the EC will come from CETA and 

official EU-commission documents to portraying them. Examining the perspective of the 
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European Parliament will also be done by accessing the Parliament website and their press 

releases of regarding the treaty and selected concepts. The obtained standpoint of the Civil 

Society/NGO is through looking at news articles on their opinion consider the agreement, also

check internet sources including, but not exclusively their websites. Lastly, the obtained 

standpoint of scholars will be through looking at academic text on the CETA and articles 

related to the selected concepts. 

CETA: Background, Process and Content

Background

   Canada as an industrialised actor already has bilateral investment agreements with eight 

different member states in the EU, CETA has the objective of replacing these.  Furthermore, 

implementation of CETA will improve the ISDS with the improved ICS to simplifying the 

work between different levels of the judicial system, as well as creating more transparency 

(European Parliament 2016:3; Treaty of CETA, 2017).

    CETA consists of 1057 pages, and 30 different Chapters are variating from how to solve 

disputes over trade, treatment of nations, definitions, government procurement and 

cooperation, etc.  Also, to these various sections, CETA consists of three annexes and 

reservations for specific regions in both the EU and Canada that exclude trade from the 

agreement. The different annexes are explaining different things within the treaty. Annexe I 

contains the reservations in the trade liberalisation, while annexe II contains the restricting for

future procedures. Lastly, annexe III has further restrictions on financial services between the 

actors. Reservations in this treaty made by EU is valid either throughout EU or in individual 

member states. For Canada, restrictions are valid either nationally or in specific province or 

territory. 

   CETA aims to increase the flow of goods and service while promoting investment 

possibilities benedictory for both parties, achieved through removal of tariffs on 99% of the 

goods and services between EU and Canada. The last percent is regarding as sensitive 

agricultural products that are fundamental to the economy of the concerned party. From an EU

perspective, seen as the as the first comprehensive economic agreement with another western 

industrialised economy (Treaty of CETA, 2017). 
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   The commission presents CETA as a way of assisting in creating new EU jobs in Canada as 

well as help EU companies establish businesses in Canada. The previous FTA’s with South 

Korea supported an increased EU trade on both goods and services with 55% and 40% 

respectively to South Korea.  CETA will be the first trade agreement to provide broad benefits

to EU companies outside of the EU. These advantages include an opportunity for EU 

companies to be able to bid on public procurement contracts of all levels of government, 

province and territories contracts within Canada.  EU will be the first foreign actor to be 

included in the negotiations of these contracts. Allowing them the most favourable terms even

provided by the Canadian government to an external actor (Ackhurst, 2016: 61). According to

European Commission implementation of CETA will eliminate duties on goods worth of 500€

million on goods originated in the EU.  Also, both partners will not only benefit economic but 

as well through a simplification of the trading rules and trade liberalisation (Ackhurst et.al, 

2016, 59).

   Globalisation presents states with opportunities if they are cooperating with each other or a 

great challenge if they cling to the national sovereignty.  CETA recognise the importance of 

cooperation in international trade to solve social and welfare questions.  Furthermore, CETA 

is aiming towards an optimal development for developing states, while protecting the 

standards set by both parties ensured through a continuity dialogue.  Lastly, spreading 

democratic values to developing countries to raise their living standards and supporting their 

commitment to sustainable development and international trade (Treaty of CETA, 2017). 

 

Process
    

   Since the implementation of the Lisbon Treaty in 2009, the exclusive competence of trade 

agreements is held by the EU Commission. However, as the treaty covers areas not included 

in the exclusive jurisdiction of the EC, it will instead be presented as mixed agreement 

between EU and its member states to decide (Ackhurst et.al, 2016: 58-59, 61).

   The process of CETA started in 2009 with the authorization of the European Council, for the

initiation of negotiations between the European Commission on behalf of EU and its 

Canadian counterpart. In 2016, an accepted translated version of the treaty was available in all

EU-languages, and the commission recommended three actions for a future process; Sign the 

treaty, provisional application and finalisation of the negotiations. 
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 (European Council: Council of the European Union, 2016). In February 2017 the European 

Parliament gave its consent to the treaty and its framework. The process for CETA is 

described in figure 4 and see the whole process from its inception to the adoption/ratification. 

Figure 4

 (European Parliament 2016)

   This agreement assists in the movement of personnel as well as goods. The mutual 

recognition of qualification for professionals will increase the movement of staff and people 

between these two parties. Also, assistance in consulting from sectors will be easier to get 

through this treaty, as well as the movement of temporary personnel. Trade becomes 

liberalised with CETA except for specific excluded areas. This approach is called a “negative 

list” and is the opposite of “positive list” used in NAFTA and previous EU FTA´s (Ackhurst 

et.al, 2016: 58-59, 61). 

    The process has, however, undergone some criticism on areas of investment based on fear 

of an arbitrary court system through this treaty. Addressing the controversy of equal 

investment, CETA reinforces the already existing ISDS with the creation of the ICS to 

reassuring fair conditions for all parties, regardless of geographical position. The new 

investment protection will settle legal disputes in a neutral and objective matter. Written in 

CETA on the Treatment of investors and covered investments, specifies in cases a legitimate 

complaint could end up at the ICS. Breaching these investment terms can arise when one or 
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multiple of these scenarios occur: 

1. Denial of Justice in Criminal, civil or Administrative proceedings;

2. A fundamental breach of due process, including a fundamental breach of transparency, in 

judicial and administrative proceedings. 

3. Manifest Arbitrariness 

4. Targeting discrimination on manifestly wrongful grounds, such as gender, race or religious 

belief;

5.Abusive treatment of investors, such as coercion, duress and harassment 

(European Commission, 2016; Treaty of CETA, 2017). To create transparency any new 

additions, regulations or amendments are to be presented to the public through the internet. 

The aim is to give people time to comment on the acquisition and provide feedback on it. All 

updates of regulations shall be published on the web before the implementation and accessed 

by the public at any time, ensuring a democratic process to European standards.

Content

   The treaty concerns market access to; goods, services, investments as well as sustainable 

development and dispute settlement, as well as removal of tariffs. The aim is that within seven

years all customs duties will be scraped on industrial products.

 CETA will provide EU business access to the Canadian market in industries such as: 

    -> Financial services 

    -> Telecommunication

    -> Energy 

    -> Maritime transport

   As previously mentioned it is founded on a “negative list” access and trade liberalisation 

happens unless an explicit reservation prevents it.  The agreement specifies that by 

implementing the “negative list”, also grant foreign competitors the Most Favoured Nations 

(MFN) status and stops favouring domestic actors over international ones in trade (Treaty of 

CETA, 2017).

     However, the previously described ICS is under hard criticism on the foundation that 

through this mechanism US companies that have offices can sue EU states on the loss of 

profit. Eventually, this will lead to that large corporations dictate the governance of countries. 

The controversial area investment in the Treaty is defined this way in article 28.3 of the CETA

defines investment as “every kind of asset that an investor owns or controls, directly or 
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indirectly, that has the characteristics of an investment” (Ackhurst, et. al, 2016: 62). CETA 

creates a framework for investors of both parties so that they will be treated equally in the 

economic and trade possibilities regardless of one’s domestic market. The local investment 

system is reliable but has difficulty with the investment system towards foreign investors, and 

this treaty seeks to address this. In light of this, CETA article 8.9 Investment and regulatory 

measures of CETA constitutes that governments can regulate their laws in a way that will 

affect the profit of investors without breaching the investment terms. Also, EU´s state aid law 

does not constitute a violation of the investment protection standards (Treaty of CETA, 2017).

  Described in CETA is that ICS will become a permanent settlement-disputed institution to 

reinforce the current framework and prevent an arbitrary system. ICS will consist of 15 judges

that are picked from EU and Canada to remain independent of occurring cases and investors 

involved. Judges responsible, for the cases, will be randomly selected to guarantee their 

impartiality. Ensuring this through an ethics code in article 8.30 of CETA to prevent conflict 

of interest in the permanent tribunal (Treaty of CETA, 2017). ICS consists of the permanent 

tribunal and an appeal tribunal; to review decisions taken by the permanent Tribunal and ICS. 

ICS does not handle all cases regarding investors set in article 8.18 Scope in CETA. They only

handle cases regarding non-discriminatory treatment and investor protection, which is a 

matter that poses a threat to the core issue of the investment section (ibid).  Exclusively, 

written in article 8.1, is that EU and the Canadian government can challenge a decision 

regarding an excluding foreign investors and but the investors are not allowed to challenge the

sovereignty (ibid). Implementation of ICS will make the investors more protected and 

provided a better legal instance in which they can bring forth their claims of discrimination or 

breach of the investor protections clause. This court also prevents the continuing of double 

compensation from different courts as well as the possibility of various verdicts stated in 

article 8.22 and 8.24 (ibid).

   Commission has addressed the investment issue through creating clear rules to address this  

-> A code of conduct

   -> Government control over arbitrators 

->Fully transparent proceedings.

(European Commission, 2016).

The rules set by the ICS is to ensure the objectivity of the tribunal as well as assuring the 

democratic values by CETA. The treaty has clarified that it will be impossible for investors to 

challenge the state on how they govern themselves, as well as influence their governance. 
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Coupled with, that CETA does not prevent states from regulating their domestic policies in 

relations with the public interest and disinterest of investors. CETA also, ensure the EU- 

standard and will not be dismissed for commercial gains (European Commission 2017). 

   The procedure in ICS stated in article 8.39 is that claims trialled and lost are paid by the 

defeated party, preventing governments from paying for victorious cases as well. 

Governments have the right to create input on cases they are not involved to be able to 

influence the interpretations of the rulings. Governments, also have the right written in CETA 

to refuse an implement binding interpretations by ICS if it goes against domestic legal 

framework stated in article 8.31 and 8.38. Lastly, the ICS has the right to reject frivolous 

claims to handle the weighted claims instead (Treaty of CETA, 2017).The ICS is a component

of CETA, have been under heavy critique for creating loopholes in the legislation, allowing 

large corporations to increase influences on governments being able to sue governments for 

missing profits (Welle, 2016). Fear of a scenario where US companies use Canadian 

subsidiaries to create an “unfair” investment environment (Ackhurst, 2016:59-60).  The 

member states have not fully achieved a collegial voice in regards to the ICS. Therefore it is 

not constituted in the interim agreement of the CETA. 

 
Earlier Treaties 

 “The EU negotiates agreements through its worldwide network of trade relations. It engages 

with a huge range of partners, mostly through free trade agreement” (European union, 2016) 

   In observing previous treaties, an examination of the positioning of relevant actors in 

regards to a similar FTA with the EU will be the focus.  The treaty that will be under 

examination is the EU-Singapore Trade Agreement (EUSFTA) from 2011. The objectives and 

challenges of EUSFTA are similar as it was with the agreement with CETA. Likewise, in both

cases, there was a debate regarding the entrusted priori competence of the EU and the member

states. The justification for the EU exclusive competence is displayed through the “centre of 

gravity” theory invented by the European Court of Justice (ECJ) to determine whether the 

competence should be an exclusive, mixed or supportive role in different EU institutions 

(Kleinman & Kubek, 2016:5). In the process of EUSFTA, EU requested the ECJ, to provide a 

second opinion on the matter of competence. When the outcome of this verdict comes, it will 

likely shape future trade agreements for the EU and its process (European Parliament, 2016:3;

European Parliament 2016: 10, Ng, 2015:2). 
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   The aim of EU trade policy is ensuring sustainable economic development, but the issue of 

competence regarding FTA’s has remained controversial and slowed down the several FTA’s 

(Jorgensen et. al 2006: 528-529). Lessons from the EUSFTA is that alike the CETA is the first 

trade agreement in a new geographical position. EUSFTA was the first trade agreement with a

country within the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), while Canada is the 

first Trade agreement with a North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) (Ministry of 

Trade and Industry Singapore, 2015). EUSFTA is similar to CETA in the regard that both are 

unprecedented treaties and therefore, constitute a high internal validity, but has difficulties 

obtaining an external validity. Christofer Fjellner, a Swedish MEP of the European people’s 

party (EPP) in the European Parliament argues in (Borderlex, 2016) that the commission has 

let down the Singaporeans regarding this treaty and as the largest economy on the planet. 

   His opinion is that EUSFTA is different from the CETA in the way that EU is “bullying” 

Singapore to accept the treaty on EU terms, wherein CETA there is more a discussion on the 

provisions of the treaty.  However, the EUSFTA is not yet implemented as CETA and has been

sending to the ECJ for legal consolation. In light of this delay, a new requirement from the EU

has arisen, to connecting Singapore to the newly established ICS, should be implemented as 

soon as the ratification of CETA is done. The parliament is positive towards a trade agreement

with Singapore but condones the process that the commission has used to portrays EU as a 

trading partner.  The commission has started the negotiations with Singapore and EUSFTA but

has never finished them fully and instead focused on the debate regarding investment 

protection in the internal market (Borderlex, 2016). Lastly, according to (McKenzie & 

Meissner 2017: 844) the EU ratification of this treaty is interpreted as an acceptance of the 

inhumane practices of the Singaporean government of with their death penalty. The criticism 

against the EC is that they are only focusing on economic factors at the expense of ensuring 

democratic values. 

Analysis:

General

   The discussion of FTA´s is the exclusive right of the EC, which entails that they are strong 

advocates of the content in the treaty.  However, elements included goes into aspects that do 

not cover the exclusive right of the EC. The other actors are, therefore, critical about certain 

aspects included and written into the treaty. The analysis has attempted to remain equal in the 

distribution of information presented by each actor. However, some actors do provide clearer 
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information about their standpoint to a greater extent than others. Resulting in players such as 

the EC and EP has retained a larger portion of the content on several concepts, at the expense 

of less evident and informative actors such as Civil society/NGO´s. In the case of this player, 

gaining information to conduct an overall standpoint has been more difficult and therefore 

resulted in less content. 

   Lastly, scholars, possess the quantity but is lacking the quality and the deterministic 

research that would be optimal for this paper, also resulting in a small portion of the writing.  

After analysing each concept, construction of a simplified table of standpoints to illustrate the 

results.  

Economy

   The inspiration behind the economic position of the EC is neoliberal philosophy, in the 

sense that offering public procurement to the private sector will contribute to a more efficient 

operation. They argue that the offering of public procurement to the private sector is 

beneficiary to the economy and the governance of public goods. Testing whether the services 

provided are in equilibrium with market demands regarding price, quality or accessibility and 

coherent with the general interest. Government procurement view of the EC basis on article 

17 in CETA explains the view on competitive policies (Treaty of CETA, 2017) 

   This governance is however critiqued by the EP, fearing a public market similar to one in 

the US, coupled with a distrust towards an unsafe market-based framework. In regards to high

health care costs and inequality in health care provided due to the inclusiveness of private 

sector in public services. Furthermore, EP has issues with the framework on public 

procurement, since differentiating between private companies seeking to offer an improved 

civil service or an asset stripping business is difficult. The possibility of public acquistion of 

EU Health systems by Canadian companies (Or American ones using this treaty to get access 

to EU health market) is threatening the quality and equal health care across the EU (European 

Parliament, 2016). Scholars support this view and argue that the EU public market is not 

similar to the one in Canada and fears the damaging policies implemented due to the public 

procurement article 19 (Treaty of CETA, 2017).  On the other hand, the EP believe that the 

treaty is economically positive and will simplify the process of employment in Canada as well

as the establishment of EU business in Canada. Also, access to the Canadian labour and 

knowledge market will assist in the economic development of the EU.  

   Abolishment of tariffs between these two actors will help in creating additional jobs in the 

EU as well as getting access to consumer goods from Canada at a cheaper cost.  Scholars 
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agree and consider CETA to be a precursor for future FTA´s and from an EU standpoint is a 

“light version” of TTIP with the US. This treaty can assist in expanding the Atlantic economy 

and increase its competitiveness in regards to other parts of the world. CETA will support the 

economic cooperation between these parties and direct the EU towards a more market based 

or neoliberal governance. Scholars believe that this agreement will benefit the economy of 

respective side overall, however, as with the global economy, certain industries benefit more 

than others (Hubner 2014:38-39, 44). Criticism against the economic features in the form of 

investments as an issue that can spawn hostility between national and international legal 

systems (Bjorklund, et. al, 2016: 1). Overall, the section of the treaty that addresses economy 

is greatly disapproved by NGO/Civil Society.  They believe that the economy side of the 

treaty appears to benefit MNC and provide them with arbitrary legal rights.  Arguing that the 

establishment of the ICS and the ICSID grants companies rights to hold states accountable for

are pursuing policies that are financially damaging to them. 

   One of main criticism against TTIP that would have allowed investors to sue states when 

actions taken against their interests.  Furthermore, this part is seen as a backdoor by US 

companies to access the EU market and deregulate European single market for their benefit. 

   NGO/Civil society consider that the current structure and framework of the CETA has an 

uncertain structure and is prone to do negative internal changes to the EU economic climate 

(Breda, 2016). The criticism presented by the NGO/Civil Society is based on a state-

orientated economy, whereas states put restrictions on the market to limit their exposure and 

ensure social security. 

Democracy

   The EC reassure that in CETA the democratic values set in European countries and 

recognised the importance of a constitutional treaty. To reassure this, the EC aims to include 

the Universal Declaration of Human rights into this treaty, ensuring democratic rights. The EC

seeks to spread the perceived European framework as democracy throughout the world stated 

in the preface of the treaty (Treaty of CETA, 2017). This treaty is a way of responding to the 

increasing “internationalisation” that is happening in democracies and disjunction of 

boundaries between domestic and international politics (Held, 2006:303). EP similar to the 

EC recognises the democratic process made in EU and wants to share this regional democracy

to other parts of the world. 
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   European scholars have agreed that the procedure of this treaty is efficient and should be the

future democratic framework for FTA’s. The “Trading together Declaration” is a document 

signed by 60 scholars from 15 different European countries that support the process of signing

the CETA. The statement is a testimony to the commitment of academics to improve the 

economic capacity of the EU without infringing on its democratic structure. They believe that 

the current constitutional structure of the EU is satisfying the symmetry of holding 

representatives accountable for decisions made. Also, the democratic function of the EU 

reassured through multi-level institutions (Trading together, 2017) Fractions of the EP, believe

that the treaty violates democratic values, by not involving the EP to a greater extent in the 

negotiations. Therefore, the EP believes that the treaty is lacking conventional features and 

partly neglecting accountability as the member states demos is absent in the negotiations of 

this treaty (European Parliament 2016:9).  

   The issue, whether EC should have exclusive competence to negotiated trade agreements or 

a mixed competence with the EP creates a slow governance and impedes an essential 

component of EU trade policy, signing FTA’s. Through the mandatory ratification or 

acceptance of the each of the member states and the EP the issue of national democracy 

between voters and national decision makers represented in the EP is being addressed (Holden

2000:18,21). Advocates of the civil society/NGO’s emphasis as do parts of the EP the 

importance of accountability and symmetry between voters and elected officials is a crucial 

element to take international decisions. Those actors believe that this treaty has failed in that it

violates the sovereignty of the member states, through sovereign decisions by the EC.  The 

argument is valid by the fact that the EC is not elected by citizens of the EU, but rather 

assigned by the respective government. Scholars also argue that this treaty is lacking 

egalitarian features but from the Canadian side. Shown in that neither the Canadian 

Parliament or its citizens were present at the negotiations of this treaty. Scholars, therefore, 

does not approve of the democratic process and does not consider this to uphold the essential 

democratic values advocated by the EU. Also, scholars believe that it is a tendency of putting 

economic interest goes ahead of the democratic one in regards to this treaty (Al Attar & 

Clouthier, 2016:467-468). NGO/Civil Society agrees with the scholars’ argumentation and 

believes that this treaty undermines the rule of law system, in exchange for a system managed 

for economic gain. Another critique is that it creates an arbitrary legal order that can be 

manipulated by MNCs. NGO’s/civil society believe that the acceptance of this Treaty result in

a system that allows investors to sidestep domestic democratic legal regimes and use the 

system to acquire economic gains (Pavlic, 2016) Moreover, this treaty impairs EP’s just 
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power and the sovereignty that they possess within this institution. Also, fearing that this 

treaty is only the inception and a back door towards the signing of the TTIP (Maurice, 2016). 

Trade

   Trade possibilities presented in the treaty of an increased export and import that the EU is 

likely to benefit both business and consumers, through the abolishment of tariffs on goods 

going to and from Canada. The EC believes that an undistorted trade is the most efficient way 

of ensuring economic growth for both parties. As a staunch supporter of equal trade and 

competitive business climate, EC emphasises the benefits associated with free trade. CETA 

attempted to prevent further regionalisation of the EU economy and instead promote 

globalisation (Treaty of CETA, 2017). 

   Actors have expressed concerns over the practical implications of this treaty and are 

concerned about setting too high trade barriers towards the developing countries and 

preventing their development. Also, NGO’s argues that the existing framework of CETA 

establishes independent trading rules excluding other business regions (Cusli Export 

Roundtable Report, 2015:205). These rules are not considering the damaging effects it will 

have on the developing world and discard social benefits experience by Europeans right now 

while making the wealthy richer. Through this treaty trade with Canada is calculated to 

become cheaper and will inevitably lead to lower willingness to trade with other states. The 

aim of CETA described by the EC is not to undermine the already established trade 

framework within the WTO and the GATT, but create the structure around it. The EP wishes 

to promote free trade across the world in a similar manner as with the one-market system in 

EU, but also the supranational governance that entails. They also believe that the negotiations 

with the Canadian counterpart have been undemocratic, inefficient and unjust similar to the 

EUSFTA (Borderlex, 2016) 

   The EC is using a free trade argument, which is to limit the bureaucracy involved in the 

trade of this treaty and focus efforts elsewhere. EP is divided on this issue, between the trade 

benefits of a free trade system with increased freedom of goods with a projected increase of 

EU export of 24% to Canada. On the other hand, the EP is scared that CETA might negatively

impact the trade with developing countries and EU though less willing to trade with others 

(European Parliament, 2016). Scholars, on the other hand, are favourable to the removal of 

tariffs on 99% of the goods coming to and from Canada and promote an increased global 

dependent economy (Cusli Export Roundtable Report, 2015). They also recognise the 
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unwillingness trade issue expressed by the EP which would impact developing countries. The 

process of moving away from the one-market contained in EU is a welcoming step towards an

increased open market, advocated by EP and scholars. Lastly, (Bjorklund, et, al. 2016:1) argue

as an academic that even though this is a progressive development of free trade, tensions 

between national and international legal trade jurisdiction is inevitable with these 

controversial FTAs´. 

Cultural values

   It is the position of the EC and other actors that the promotion and insurance of global 

culture are essential in work towards signing the CETA and other future FTAs’.  The cultural 

values that each geographic area possess are idiosyncratic and should be nurtured, instead of 

rejected. However, the EC, as well as civil society, recognises that an increase in cultural 

diversity might lead to a conflict based on resentment or rejection of other particular groups or

cultures. Expanded the exposition to different cultures, as well as the knowledge of them, do 

the benefits outweigh the possible consequences. 

   Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU) is a guideline when constructing 

CETA, of an increasingly global culture approach and acceptance of others (Treaty of TFEU, 

2012; Treaty of CETA, 2017). The recognition of the cultural aspects of CETA overall actors 

displays an increased willingness of cooperation between different cultures. They believe that 

there is a role to play in the national culture of the present time and that it would benefit from 

being open to new cultures and knowledge (European Parliament, 2016:5). Civil society 

argues, however, that this treaty will culminate into an immense problem over national culture

with a view that culture needs to exist within nationhood and a geographic area. Also, 

NGO/Civil society argues that the diminishing pace of national culture is faster than needed to

be and this Treaty is contributing to this negative trend. This newly accepted treaty will unite 

actors from both sides of the Atlantic and threaten to rapidly decrease of Canadian culture, in 

favour of European (Culture Action Europe, 2017). Scholars argue that with the inception of 

the CETA in practice will inevitably lead to Canada embracing the EU culture to a greater 

extent than the other way around.  The recent presidential election in US and threat of US exit

from NAFTA encouraged Canada to seek new trading partners and partners to share culture 

with (Al Attar & Clouthier, 2015: 474-475).
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European 
Commission

European Parliament Civil society/ 
NGO

Scholars

Economy Economic interest 
entrusted to one or 
more undertakings 
by the state. 
Enterprises 
subjected to the EU
´s competitive rules.

Negative: Public 
procurement in EU on 
healthcare, hard to 
protect from asset 
stripping companies.
Positive:
Help EU enterprises to
establish in Canada.  

MNC’s will 
control the ICS in
matters of 
compensation of 
loss of profit. 
(Trojan horse of 
US).Revaluate 
economic rules 

Positive: 
Determine 
whether a product
is “made in 
Canada” and 
therefore tariff 
free 
Negative: Public 
Procurement

Democracy Reaffirming secure 
attachment to 
democracy and 
fundamental rights 
set in Universal 
Declaration of 
Human Rights 

Implementation of an 
international treaties is
should it be exclusive 
right of the EC? 
“Mixed Agreement” 
has to be ratified by 
member states 

Treaty violates 
the rule of law 
and the 
Constitution. 
Limit the power 
of parliament in 
EU. 

Economic 
interests before 
Democratic: 
Canadian 
parliament or 
public not 
included in 
negotiations. 
Trading together 
declaration

Trade An importance of 
free and undistorted 
competition. Anti-
competitive 
undermine the 
benefits of trade 
liberalisation 

Positive: export to 
Canada up 24% 
Negative: Developing 
world countries 
excepted to minor 
welfare losses because
of the treaty

Treaty will 
establish new 
“general” trade 
rules in the world,
independent from
developed 
countries. 

Cheaper to trade 
with each other, 
lower willingness
to trade with 
others. Positive:   
Removal of 
Tariffs on 99% of 
goods

Cultural values Value of diverse 
international culture 
to address the 
challenges and 
opportunities of 
globalisation 

Increase movement of 
similar cultural 
exchange and values

Create new 
opportunities  and
cultural 
challenges for 
both actors 

Canada will 
likely adapt and 
further embrace 
its affiliation with
EU culture to 
great extent than 
the other way 
around

Standpoint of actors 
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Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement, article 2.3, 23.1-23.3, 17.2-17.3; Scarpetta, 2016; Welle, 2016;

Pavlic, 2016, Breda, 2016; European Parliament, 2016; CUSLI Roundtable Report, 2015: 203-205; Al Attar & 

Clouthier, 2015:468; Trading together, 2017. 

Identifying positions using Toulmin’s model

“A standpoint is selfdom an utterance whose acceptance is clearly evident” (Eemeren et, al. 2002:38) 

    As previously mentioned the essay will use the logos part of the Toulmin’s model since this 

is the primary tool of an argumentative analysis. The logic or logos can be presented from 

data of different parts of society to validate a claim. By using the structure of Toulmin’s 

model, an analysis of each actor’s standpoint or claim will be conducted based on the reasons 

behind their data, claim, warrant and backing. Analysing each actor with Toulmin´s model of 

argumentation, the EC is demonstrating their logic (logos) the treaty on pursuing economic 

interests. The EC base their claim on the data that the EU is losing its market position in the 

world and sees CETA as a way of ensuring its competitiveness. Primarily, EC focus on the 

economic possibilities of this treaty and in what way it will assist the economic development 

of the EU. Using Toulmin’s model, the EC is using institutional warrant as an understanding 

of EU international relations through FTA’s. Finally, the backing use earlier treaties such as 

the one with South Korea that started in 2007 that provided empirically economic success 

(Lakatos & Nilsson 2017: 192.193)

   The opinion of EP on the treaty is that they are fragmented because they consist of an 

elected body from several different countries with divergent interests. Using Toulmin’s model,

their claim rests on the data of being appointed by the national demos, which validate their 

decisions. Therefore, they seek to ensure a democratic process in the ratification and 

implementation of this treaty to satisfy the national demos.  The message given through an 

institutional warrant is that they are primarily concerned with the constitutional negotiations 

of the treaty, but believe in the positive economic prognosis of it. Backing the claim is the 

lack of transparency existing in the cancelled negotiation of the TTIP treaty. Furthermore, 

CETA was intended only to be accessible when it’s resolved and if it affected domestic 

policies (Bullock 2017).

   NGO’s/Civil Society has a negative standpoint towards this treaty and is constructing their 

logos on the premises of ensuring social security and European economy. Their claim is using 

the data and perception of the current economic system in North American to introduce a fear 

of a negative development of similar to this in the EU. Quote by Roosevelt “purchase their 

future economic security, instead of depending on the whims of current or future taxpayers” 
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describes that citizens should acquire their social security instead of relying on the 

government to provide it (Hoskins 2010:82). The message or warrant that NGO’s and Civil 

Society are concerned about is the security that the European model means for its citizens and

that a ratification and implementing could risk changing the framework of it. The backing is 

the perception of North America as using “cowboy capitalism” with limited safety in social 

security and an economy with an abate administrative capacity of implementing economic 

policies. Also, (Byrne, 2017:1-3) argues that the current social security systems in the US are 

unsustainable and that in the future their social system will run out of money. 

   Scholars are moving towards this treaty and believe that from a European standpoint it is 

economically positive while having a strong democratic legitimacy. However, their claim is 

that it is beneficiary for the EU this treaty but that from other actors it might be hurtful. The 

data of the Canadian parliament being absent in the negotiation of this treaty has resulted in 

an increased fear of an undemocratic treaty. Their institutional warrant is that this treaty is 

good, but that the EU should be wary of the effect it has on other actors. This claim is 

receiving backing from the 1990’s where the signing of EU’s SEM and the NAFTA threaten 

other states to become marginalised in the world economy as a result (Robles 2008: 185).

Conclusion:
   The treaty is set to be implemented provisionally implemented on 21 September 2017. 

Implementation is going to be 90 % of the content in CETA will be included then, and ICS is 

part of the 10% not covered then. Seen as a way of ensuring competitiveness, CETA is 

essential in competition with other world economies (International Centre for Trade and 

Sustainable Development, 2017). Understanding is that all actors consider this treaty would 

be monetary beneficiary for EU and that it would increase the trade between EU and Canada. 

However, they disagree with the Neoliberal approach set by the EC on aspects of governance. 

Therefore, there are four major critiques towards this treaty. As specified in the table of 

standpoints they consist of; the function of the ICS, the effect of public procurement on social 

security, undemocratic process of CETA and establishment of new trading rules excluding the 

developing world. In this following part, the aim is to present why each of the criticism is 

unjustifiable as well as answering my first research question of: In what areas do the 

arguments presented by the selected actors towards CETA linked to the chosen concepts?

   The criticism against the ICS part of CETA is responded to in article 8.20 and 8.30 through 

including a paragraph about an independent mediator of disputes is determined by the 
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disputing parties. Furthermore, decisions made in the ICS are invalid and none-applicable if 

they contradict with the domestic law of one of the disputing parties stated in article 8.31 

(Treaty of CETA, 2017). In the area of the economy, NGO/Civil Society as the biggest 

opposition against the neoliberal economic approach suggested by the EC. Also, affiliated 

with a state-orientated economy with leaning on the state to provide a “safety net” against 

market forces. 

    Scholars and the EP possess a negative argumentation on Public procurement by both, 

addressed through article 19.7 of CETA. It articulates that to be eligible to participate in the 

acquisition it is essential that you possess: legal, financial and technical abilities required to 

manage this entity.  In addition to this, article 19.4 and 19.2 specifies that if victorious in 

procuring entity, the services and goods provided shall be up to the previous standard. As 

well, it prevents companies from dividing business when procuring them and specifies that 

procurement is on the whole entity exclusively (Treaty of CETA, 2017). Preventing asset 

stripping companies from entering the debate of acquisition and ensure that the quality of 

public goods. The argumentation presented by both Scholar and EP is similar that they share 

traits of a state-orientated economy, which makes them fearful of an external actor control 

public services and relying so heavily on them. 

   Notably is that most actors considered the treaty of a lack of democratic values and 

negotiated in the absence of the public and democratically elected officials. The treaty was at 

its inception regarded as the exclusive right of the EC under area; trade. However, the 

increased criticism and areas included in the treaty has made the EC consider this a “mixed 

agreement”. Which is to say that it now requires the approval of the EP upon which it has 

received, but also the support of member states and regional government to be fully 

implemented.  The provisional implementation in September is without the approval of 

member states and local governments, and the full implementation waits until this has been 

achieved (European Parliament, 2017). EP and NGO’s share concern over the undemocratic 

implementation of the treaty. They both share that global democracy is the optimal approach, 

but seeks to ensure that the ideal democratic spread is ones with transparency and 

accountability. 

   Finally, a discussion of the issue of trade exclusion of the developing world in article 21.3 of

CETA, it states that trade should occur and be constituted around already existing cooperative 

arrangements such as the WTO and GATT. The business part of CETA is built on the GATT 

and WTO as seen in article 1.4 of CETA, which reaffirms the rights of each party to 

previously signed treaties. (Treaty of CETA, 2017). 
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   Ensuring an open market for all trading partners and prevent neglecting parties outside of 

CETA. They have inscribed articles about transparency and anti-dumping laws set in the 

article VI of the GATT agreement (World Trade Organization, 2017). This criticism is both 

based on establishing new trading rules and decreasing trade with others, issues expressed by 

all actors expect the EC. They are promoting less of a free trade approach and more of a 

protectionist view since other actors are so highly dependent on EU trade. In this part, an 

answer to my second research question: To what extent do the positions and argumentations 

of these different players divergent or how do they share similarities with each other?

   The result of analysing the standpoint and argumentation of all actors has concluded that 

Scholars and the EP do share similar views on most concepts. They are both promoting a 

slower version of the neoliberal approach by the EC, as well issues with the current trade 

theories on excluding other trading actors. Also, like all actors, they promote the global 

culture dimension. The EC and NGO/civil society are opposites in most of the concepts of 

this paper, EC advocates neoliberalism and NGO’s supports state-orientated economy. The 

issue of ICS on economy and democracy is explained by the two actors differently. EC 

consider it to be a safe instance for investors, that reaffirms a democratic legal system. 

NGO/civil society believes it to be a way for MNC to sue states and violate the rule of law 

currently in the EU. Lastly, EC thinks that the treaty is assisting in promoting free trade, while

NGO/Civil society believes that it will result in less trade with developing states. 

   All things considered and to illustrate each actors position; figure 2 will demonstrate and 

provide a short explanation before. The EC is globalists with a tendency of cosmopolitanism. 

EP does have a similar approach but does have a lower tendency of globalist and a higher of 

communitarianism.  Scholars is a very divided actor and are therefore position more towards 

the centre of the figure with an opinion on both side of the spectrum, but is a bit more inclined

towards cosmopolitanism and globalists. Finally, we have the NGO’s/Civil Society that is 

extremely critical towards to treaty and that seek to preserve the European model, similar to 

the ideas of Neoconservatives (Held, 2007: 187-202).

Figure 5
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Held (2007: 187).

Future research

   Continuing on this research could be after the implementation of this treaty to access the 

statistics of whether the concepts described in the paper has been affected and to what degree 

have they changed. Also, it would be interesting to observe the debate about this treaty after it 

has been implemented for a while and see if the same criticism is present or if it has changed 

or even disappeared. Moreover, examine the reasons behind the criticism would be an 

interesting point to observe if it has remained the same, modified or withdrawn? To conclude, 

the observation of the post-implementation argumentation would be an interesting subject to 

research. It would tell us whether the argumentation made by the actors were justified and 

occurred or were addressed adequately with the treaty. 
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