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Abstract 
 

The aim of the article is to analyse The Comprehensive Progressive Agreement on Trans-Pacific Partnership (CPTPP), which is 

the mega-regional trade agreement signed by eleven countries of the Asia-Pacific region in 2018. CPTPP uprising was a direct 

consequence of US President Donald Trump's decision to leave the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP). The paper indicates the 

circumstances of the CPTPP creation, main changes in relation to the original TPP format, as well as the prospects for further 

expansion of the discussed trade framework. The conducted analysis showed a limited scale of changes in the original TPP 

agreement, which largely comes down to suspend controversial legislation and concessions dedicated to the American side. 

 

Keywords: Trans-Pacific Mega-Regionalism, Trade, CPTPP. 

 

Introduction 
 

Eleven Asia-Pacific countries, ie. Australia, Brunei Darussalam, Chile, Japan, Canada, Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Peru, 

Singapore and Vietnam signed the Comprehensive and Progressive Agreement for Trans-Pacific Partnership (CPTPP) on March 8, 

2018, in Santiago (Chile). The establishment of CPTPP was a direct consequence of the withdrawal of the United States from the 

Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) signed on February 4, 2016, in Auckland (New Zealand). CPTPP - also known as the TPP-11 - 

entered into force on December 30, 2018, as a result of ratification by the governments of Australia, Japan, Canada, Mexico, New 

Zealand, Singapore and Vietnam, in case of the last of these countries, it has become legally binding in January, 2019. In the same 

month, the governments of Australia, Canada, Mexico, New Zealand and Singapore conducted a second round of tariff reductions, 

in the case of Japan, the process took place in April 2019. 

 
The main objective of the paper is to characterize the newly established mega-regional trade agreement - CPTPP, to indicate the 

circumstances of its creation, the content of its revisions in relation to the original TPP format, as well as outline the prospects for 

further expansion of the discussed trade framework, taking into account the successful ratification of the process by the signatory 

countries. The study used the methods of descriptive statistics and comparative analysis. 

 

Literature Review 
 

The concept of regionalism can be identified with the institutional and instrumental process of regional economic integration, 

that distinguishes it from the concept of regionalization, understood as a bottom-up process of strengthening relations as a result 

of economic interdependence of the region's states. Regionalism in itself is linked with the translation of globalization and 

integration trends onto the regional level. Trade regionalism is considered in the literature as one of the forms of economic 

regionalism, next to financial regionalism. Goode [2003, p. 302] identified trade regionalism with a set of actions undertaken by 

governments to liberalize or facilitate trade in the region, taking the form of regional trade agreement (RTA) or preferential trade 

agreement (PTA). Hamanaka [2010, pp. 124-126], in turn, proposed a broader approach to trade regionalism, distinguishing its 

four basic forms: regional trade meeting/forum, regional trade cooperation, regional trade agreement, economic partnership 
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agreement (EPA), pointing at the level of formalization, costs for the countries involved, including the dominant country - the 

so-called institution provider - and the scope of potential impacts on regional trade architecture. Both conceptual and practical 

aspects of RTAs were studied by Ravenhill [2003, pp. 299-317]. Goode identified trade regionalism with the phenomenon of 

shallow integration, Molle - market integration, and Tinbergen - negative integration [Bobowski 2018, p. 44]. Meléndez-Ortiz 

[2014, p. 13] identified the concept of trade mega-regionalism with a deep integration partnership in the form of a regional trade 

agreement between countries or regions with significant shares in global trade, investment flows and gross domestic product 

(GDP), where two or more signatory states occupy a dominant position, also serving as hubs in the global value chains. Among 

the basic premises of mega-regional agreements, the cited author points to the improvement of market accessibility, regulatory 

compatibility and the reduction of divergence in the business and investment climate among the involved countries (see also: 

Bobowski 2020, pp. 18-20]. Bhagwati [2008, pp. 16-17] pointed to the threat to free trade related to preferentialism under mega-

regional agreements, while Bobowski [2018a, pp. 251-266] studied the implications of mega-regionalism in trade for the 

multilateral system under the auspices of the World Trade Organization (WTO). 

 

CPTPP, despite its relatively short history, has received several in-depth economic analyzes. Wang [2019] studied the process of 

convergence of trade standards in the CPTPP and Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA), proving the 

convergence of regulations on trade and investment flows - with an indication of dispute resolution mechanisms and regulatory 

discipline - partly due to the suspension of the controversial provisions of the TPP regarding the investor-state dispute settlement 

(ISDS) mechanism and intellectual property protection, as well as compliance of intrusive RTAs with the rules of the WTO. Ciuriak, 

Xiao and Dadkhah [2017, pp. 343-384] applied a dynamic computational model of the general equilibrium Global Trade Analysis 

Project (GTAP) taking into account the flows of foreign direct investment (FDI). The authors proved significant benefits for the 

signatories from the implementation of CPTPP, in the case of some variables exceeding even those resulting from the original TPP 

format with the participation of the United States. Bobowski [2019] studied intra-industry flows in the hard disk drive industry 

(HDD) of selected CPTPP economies, using the Grubel-Lloyd formula, and verifying their horizontal and vertical patterns, by 

adapting Balassa's formula. The implications of CPTPP for a third country on the example of Pakistan using the computable general 

equilibrium (CGE) model were studied by Khan, Zada and Mukhopadhyay [2018], the impact of the agreement on access to 

pharmaceutical market products was discussed by Pusceddu [2018], and the context of climate change and healthcare was captured 

by Jones, Menkes, Freeman and Monasterio [2018, pp. 7-12]. 

 

Genesis of CPTPP 
 

The CPTPP agreement largely transposes the provisions of the TPP - signed on February 4, 2016 in the twelve-country format - 

conditionally suspending, not eliminating, 22 out of more than 1,000 provisions with the option of restoring them in a modified 

form based on consensus. The TPP, which included the US, accounting for 37.96% of global GDP and 22.30% of global exports, 

was a comprehensive, high-quality free trade agreement covering twenty-one areas under thirty chapters. These are, in turn: (1) 

introduction, (2) access to the goods market, (3) rules of origin, (4) textiles, (5) trade facilitation, (6) trade measures, (7) sanitary 

and phytosanitary measures, (8) technical barriers to trade, (9) investments, (10) services, (11) financial services, (12) temporary 

movement of people, (13) telecommunications, (14) electronic commerce, (15) public procurement, (16) competition, (17) state-

owned enterprises, (18) intellectual property, (19) work, (20) environment, (21) cooperation and competence development, (22) 

competitiveness and business facilitation, (23) development, (24) small and medium enterprises (25) regulatory coherence, (26) 

transparency, (27) administration, (28) dispute settlement, (29) exceptions, (30) final provisions. The negotiations, which lasted 

over five years, were initiated in March 2010, the agreement was reached in October 2015. In the period March 2010 - July 2015, 

thirty-five rounds of negotiations were conducted at the level of chief negotiators and ministers. The negotiation process was 

hampered by significant discrepancies in the priorities and interests of the parties, as a result the TPP regulations did not provide 

for complete elimination of tariffs, limiting its scope in the coming years. Work on the final content of the TPP was complicated 

by numerous contentious issues, such as market access, intellectual property law, competition policy, public procurement, 

investment flows and environmental regulations. As a result, the issues, ie market access, were negotiated on a bilateral level 

among twelve TPP countries. This meant that, as in the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), the tariff schedules 

were negotiated each time in a bilateral format among TPP countries. On the other hand, regulations on trade and investment 

flows were discussed in a multilateral format. 

 

On January 23, 2017, the newly elected president of the United States, Donald Trump, signed a decree on the withdrawal of his 

country from the TPP agreement, which he treated as a threat to the American economy, domestic industry and the labor market, 

demonstrating a symbolic retreat from multilateralism and mega-regionalism in trade, in favor of nationalism and protectionism 

under the banner of “America first”. Withdrawal of the United States from TPP meant that it was not possible to make the 

provisions legally binding pursuant to Art. 30.5.2, as the necessary condition for the entry into force of the agreement was the 

ratification by at least six signatory states representing jointly at least 85% of the GDP of the grouping being formed. Considering 
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that the two largest TPP countries, i.e. the United States and Japan, jointly accounted for over 80% of TPP countries' GDP, the 

decision of the US administration ruled out the possibility of implementing the agreement in this shape. Interestingly, Japan was 

the first signatory state to ratify the agreement three days before Trump signed the decree. On May 11, 2017, New Zealand also 

did so, acting as the depositary of the agreement. 

 

The TPP-11 agreement, finally adopted under the form of the CPTPP, lacked the essential attributes of the original agreement, 

primarily related to the presence of a strong core in the form of a bilateral free trade agreement between the United States and Japan, 

the world's first and third largest economy in nominal terms, respectively, with highly convergent trade and investment interests that 

seek to sanction their own standards and regulations in the field of commodity trading, including the agricultural and automotive 

industries, capital flows, and market access in the Asia-Pacific region. The CPTPP is undoubtedly an agreement with a lower 

potential to affect the regional trade and investment architecture than TPP, therefore it does not constitute a real alternative to 

integration initiatives in the East Asia region which are strongly influenced by the growing position of China, with the mega-regional 

trade framework of the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP), signed on November 15, 2020, at the forefront. 

RCEP involves ten countries of Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), plus Australia, China, Japan, New Zealand and 

the Republic of Korea. The TPP project promoted by the administration of President Barack Obama was to be an integral component 

of the "pivot to Asia" strategy aimed at securing a leadership role in the new regional trade architecture, while Japanese Prime 

Minister Shinzō Abe appreciated the long-term implications of TPP for the country's security. as part of a bilateral political alliance 

with the United States. However, what is an attribute of CPTPP, analogous to TPP, is the fact that within one trade framework the 

developed and developing economies are involved, implementing an advanced, highly intrusive agenda of economic cooperation 

including WTO-Plus components, while rejecting the rules of special, differentiated treatment of signatories with lower levels 

development, except in special circumstances.  

 

In the context of the above, an undoubted challenge faced by the originators of the TPP-11 format - headed by Japan - was to 

convince the partners that the trade framework, after the world's largest economy left it, could still generate real benefits of strategic 

importance - it is necessary to be aware that for many of the signatory countries, led by Vietnam and Malaysia, the essence of TPP 

was to obtain preferential access for labor-intensive imports to the large US market at the expense of countries such as China, India 

or Bangladesh, in exchange for the adoption of restrictive rules and trade standards consistent with developed economies. 

 

Nota bene, in the face of Trump's decision, the Japanese side doubted the existence of TPP-11, but over time it adopted an active 

attitude, conducting extensive consultations with other signatories of the agreement, so that on May 21, 2017, on the occasion of the 

Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) summit in Hanoi (Vietnam), lead to the issuance of a joint declaration by 

representatives of 11 TPP signatory states regarding the final implementation of the agreement, despite the resignation of the US 

side. Moreover, there was no doubt that the TPP-11 variant naturally had to reconcile the interests of Japan with the interests of 

other countries in the region, not necessarily willing to engage in confrontational actions against China, such as Singapore or 

Malaysia. Without resolving the dilemma expressed by Hawke, whether TPP is a "sleeping beauty" or "organ donor", it can be 

argued that the Japanese side did not exclude, and even counted and still counts on the return of the US side to the trade framework, 

perhaps under partially modified rules, as did the Trump administration for the NAFTA agreement. Trump has led to the 

renegotiation of NAFTA provisions, particularly on environmental issues, labor market regulation, and the protection of intellectual 

property rights. On November 30, 2018, three countries signed a modified United States-Mexico-Canada Agreement (USMCA). 

Summing up, it should be stated that the CPTPP can constitute, not only from the perspective of the Japanese administration, a solid 

foundation, if it does not also become an “organ donor" for future institutional forms of international cooperation in the Asian region 

for inclusive, sustainable trade, based on innovation economic growth and high standards. The successful ratification of the CPTPP 

by all the countries involved, which may result in the expansion of membership to other countries in the Asia-Pacific region, in the 

wake of signing RCEP, may make the agreement studied here the foundation of the region's future trade and investment architecture. 

Both the US and China may attempt to influence on CPTPP, however, sooner the former may prospectively return to the framework 

– considering election of Joe Biden for the next US president in November 2020 and expected retreat from protectionist, nationalist 

trade policy - than the latter will sit down to time-consuming, extremely difficult negotiations. 

 

It is true that the CPTPP is less important in terms of the shares in the global GDP and exports than the United States-Mexico-

Canada Agreement (USMCA) signed on November 30, 2018 in place of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and 

the European Union (EU), but it remains the fourth largest mega-regional trade agreement after the EU-Japan Economic Partnership 

Agreement (EPA) signed on July 17, 2018, the Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA) signed by Canada and the 

European Union on October 30, 2016 and  (Table 1). 
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Table 1: Selected regional frameworks in the global economy and their shares in the global GDP and exports of goods 

and services (%) in 2018 

 

Regional framework Shares in global GDP Shares in global 

exports 

CPTPP (Australia, Brunei Darussalam, Canada, Chile, Japan, 

Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Peru, Singapore, Vietnam) 

11,18% 14,76% 

USMCA (Canada, Mexico, United States) 23,83% 14,43% 

EU (Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, 

Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, 

Ireland, Italy, Lithuania, Latvia, Luxembourg, Malta, Netherlands, 

Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden) 

16,16% 31,89% 

EU-Japan EPA (Japan, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, 

Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, 

Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Lithuania, Latvia, Luxembourg, 

Malta, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, 

Spain, Sweden) 

21,18% 35,61% 

CETA (Canada, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech 

Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, 

Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Lithuania, Latvia, Luxembourg, Malta, 

Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, 

Sweden) 

17,90% 34,12% 

RCEP (Australia, China, Japan, New Zealand, Republic of Korea, 

Brunei Darussalam, Cambodia, Indonesia, Lao PDR, Malaysia,  

Myanmar, The Philippines, Singapore, Thailand, Vietnam) 

25,47% 26,39% 

Source: The Global Economy 2021; World Bank 2021. 

 

CPTPP vs. TPP - discrepancy protocol 
 

As already mentioned, the vast majority of the CPTPP agreement transposed the provisions of the TPP, but suspended several 

dozen, often highly controversial, provisions of the original agreement (Table 2). 

 

Table 2: Fundamental changes introduced in the CPTPP agreement in relation to the provisions of the TPP 

 

The essence of the change The characteristics of the change 

No possibility to sue the government for breach of an 

investment agreement. 

Suspended provisions of the investment chapter: Art. 9.1 

definitions of "investment arrangement" and "investment 

authorization"; art. 9.19.1-a (i), B, C; b (i) B, C; art. 9.19.2, 

art. 9.19.3 (b), the phrase "investment authorization or 

investment agreement"; art. 9.22.5; art. 9.25.2; annex 9-L 

The scope of the ISDS mechanism has been narrowed, albeit 

with a strong government mandate to protect the public 

interest and prevent unjustified claims. The signatory 

countries have secured their regulatory independence in areas 

such as public health and education. Suspensions in the 

investment chapter render inadmissible claims in relation to 

contracts and investment permits. The CPTPP therefore 

deprives private companies of the possibility of using the 

ISDS clause in the event of a dispute with a government that 

is party to an investment agreement 

Limiting the possibility of influencing the regulations of the 

financial services market 

Suspended provisions: Art. 11.2.2 (b); the phrase "article 9.6 

(minimum standard of treatment)" and annex 11-E 

Minimum standard of treatment suspensions in the field of 

financial services reduce the risk of applying the ISDS clause 

Restoration of the original term of copyright protection 

Suspended provision: Art. 18.63 

The CPTPP countries have been released from the obligation 

provided for in the TPP provisions to extend the copyright 

protection period from 50 to 70 years. In the case of 

copyrights to films and sound recordings (including music 

recordings), this period expires 50 years from the end of the 
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calendar year in which they were made or published. The 

copyright for books, scripts, music, texts and artistic works 

will expire 50 years after the end of the calendar year in which 

the author died 

There is no obligation to protect data or the market for new 

drugs, including biological drugs 

Suspended provisions: Art. 18.50 and art. 18.51 

Under the CPTPP, there is no requirement for any country to 

modify data protection and market regulations for new drugs, 

including small molecule drugs, biological drugs (drugs 

produced in or derived from a living system, such as plant or 

animal cells), and drugs containing a previously approved 

active ingredient 

Increasing the flexibility of the patent system 

Suspended provisions: Art. 18.37 par. 2 and the last sentence 

of Art. 18.37.4 

CPTPP does not limit the applicability of national regulations 

in the field of patent protection for new applications of known 

products, with the increasing possibility of applying patent 

protection for products of animal origin 

No new obligations to extend the patent period 

Suspended provisions: Art. 18.46 and art. 18.48 

Signatory countries are not obliged to change the law to allow 

applicants to apply for an extension of the term of the patent 

after unjustified delays 

Public procurement procedures remain unchanged 

Suspended provision: Art. 15.8.5 

The CPTPP establishes rules to ensure open, fair and 

transparent conditions of competition in public procurement. 

Article 15.8.5 was originally included in TPP to assist 

contracting entities in promoting international labor rights 

under national procurement procedures. The suspension of 

the said article does not invalidate this assumption 

Delay in negotiations on extending the scope of public 

procurement 

Suspended provision: Art. 15.24.2, the phrase "not later than 

three years from the date of entry into force of this 

Agreement" 

Any negotiations to extend the scope of the procurement 

chapter, especially with regard to government contracts, will 

be delayed. The parties will start talks on this matter no later 

than five years after the entry into force of the CPTPP 

There are no new regulations on breaking digital locks on 

copyrighted works 

Suspended provision: Art. 18.68 

The obligation provided for in the TPP provisions to extend 

the scope of technological protection of copyright by the 

signatory countries was waived 

No changes to the provisions governing the protection of 

rights management information  

Suspended provision: Art. 18.69 

CPTPP countries are not required to provide more extensive 

protection of rights management information that identifies 

the copyrighted work, the copyright holder, and, where 

applicable, the terms of use of the work 

No liability of Internet Service Providers (ISPs) 

Suspended provisions: Art. 18.82, Annexes 18-E and 18-F 

ISPs' liability for online copyright infringement remains 

unchanged under the CPTPP, and signatory countries remain 

flexible to adapt them in the future 

There are no new regulations for cable signals 

Suspended provision: Art. 18.79 

CPTPP countries have been released from the obligation to 

extend the protection of encrypted satellite and cable signals, 

for example as part of pay-TV services 

Commitment to combat the trade in endangered species 

Suspended provision: Art. 20.17.5, the phrase "or other 

applicable law" 

A suspended fragment of Art. 20.17.5 would require parties 

to take action to combat violations of wildlife trafficking laws 

in countries that were not parties to the CPTPP. Some 

signatory states pointed to the practical difficulties related to 

obtaining the required evidence, indicating the competent 

authority to take action, as well as recognizing the provisions 

of third countries in this matter. Apart from this one 

suspension, the chapter on trade and the environment remains 

unchanged from the provisions of the TPP 

No duty to review express customs duties 

Suspended provision: Art. 5.7.1 (f), second sentence 

With or without reservation, all CPTPP countries retain the 

right to regulate and review express customs duties as they 

see fit. The provision does not apply to the right to impose 

internal taxes such as GST 
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No changes to the telecommunications dispute resolution 

system 

Suspended provision: Art. 13.21.1 (d) 

The suspended provision allowed for the reconsideration of 

decisions taken by telecoms regulators 

Limiting monopoly discipline in the postal services market 

Suspended provision: Annex 10-B, par. 5 and 6 

Sole postal operators may continue to operate in CPTPP 

countries 

National treatment of intellectual property is in line with 

international rules 

Suspended provision: Art. 18.8, the last two sentences in the 

lower reference number 4 

National treatment of intellectual property obligations 

determine how countries must treat the intellectual property 

of foreigners. Suspension means that the CPTPP complies 

with existing international laws on national treatment of 

intellectual property 

Adjusted Commitment Commencement Dates 

Suspended Regulations: Annex II Schedule for Brunei 

Darussalam - 14, par. 3: the phrase "upon signature of this 

agreement"; Annex IV Schedule for Malaysia: 3 and 4 - 

Scope of non-conforming activities: all references to "upon 

signature of this Agreement" 

Schedule Annex IV for Malaysia and non-compliant services 

and investment measures, Schedule Annex II for Brunei 

Darussalam have been suspended. As a result of these 

suspensions, the date from which Malaysia and Brunei 

Darussalam are bound by the CPTPP Agreement is the date 

of entry into force, not the date of signature 

Source: New Zealand Foreign Affairs & Trade 2019. 

 

Of the 30 chapters of the TPP agreement with 622 pages, 10 of them were changed (trade facilitation, investments, services, 

financial services, telecommunications, public procurement, intellectual property, environment, transparency, final provisions), 

which translated into 584 pages of the original legal text of CPTPP - importantly, the agreement is accompanied by several 

thousand pages of schedules for the implementation of obligations of the signatory states, among others due to provisions in the 

area of trade in goods, services, investments, public procurement and state enterprises, nota bene, in the shape provided for in 

the TPP agreement. Most changes were made to the investment and intellectual property chapters, dedicated in particular to 

specific references to the US side - the original signatory of TPP. On the other hand, the CPTPP agreement in the final provisions 

was supplemented in relation to TPP with new provisions on the accession and withdrawal of states from the agreement, as well 

as the mechanism of its entry into force. 

 

All suspended provisions contained in Annex 2 of the CPTPP are foreseen for reconsideration in the future, in other words, these 

elements of the TPP may be restored in their original form agreed among the twelve countries. Meanwhile, however, the CPTPP 

countries are exempt from the obligation to implement these provisions at the national level. 

 

Considering that the changes to the original agreement concern several dozen regulations out of over a thousand, which resulted 

from the withdrawal of the largest signatory state from the process of ratifying the TPP, the thesis that the format of eleven 

countries significantly lowered the rank of the analyzed trade framework is debatable. This is due to at least several reasons: 

 

- first, CPTPP continues to set the standard for future trade agreements around the world; 

- second, the withdrawal of the United States from the agreement has an impact on the economic potential of the mega-regional 

trade framework, nevertheless, given the relatively open nature of the US economy, most CPTPP companies already have access 

to this market; 

- third, tariffs on the US market are generally low, with the exception of textiles, footwear and some agricultural products; 

- fourth, the US service market is open to enterprises from CPTPP economies, which are also offered the possibility of 

implementing investment projects; 

- fifth, CPTPP regulations do not deviate from the US regulations; 

- sixth, the CPTPP does not provide for changes in any of the current schedules and obligations of the signatory states in such 

areas as: access to the goods and services market, investment flows, temporary movement of people running a business, public 

procurement, state-owned enterprises. 

 

In other words, all existing annexes to the TPP agreement have been kept unchanged, and the tariff reduction schedules planned 

in the original agreement will be implemented as planned. Mutual opening of the service, investment and public procurement 

markets is to follow the provisions of TPP. No changes were made to the TPP legal texts - apart from the deletion of references 

to the United States - in the original chapters 1-4 (definitions, access to the market of goods, rules of origin, textiles), 6-8 (trade, 

sanitary and trade), 12 (temporary movement of people running a business), 14 (electronic commerce), 16-17 (competition, state-

owned enterprises), 19 (work), 21-25 (cooperation and competence development, competitiveness and business facilitation, 

development, SMEs, regulatory consistency), 28 (dispute resolution). What is equally important, the controversial regulations 
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from the TPP agreement concerning e-commerce, ISDS, dispute resolution and state-owned enterprises, remained almost 

"intact". 

 

CPTPP Plus 
 

On January 19, 2019 in Tokyo, the first meeting of the CPTPP Commission took place with the participation of representatives 

of the eleven signatory countries. Among the important decisions taken at that time was the establishment of a code of conduct 

for investor-state dispute settlement and procedures for the accession of the other countries to this mega-regional trade 

framework. In the second half of 2019, another meeting of the CPTPP committee was organized, where one of the subjects of 

discussion was the extension of the agreement to other countries from the Asia-Pacific region. So far, Indonesia, Colombia, the 

Republic of Korea, Thailand and Taiwan have expressed interest in membership. The last of the above-mentioned countries 

expressed a willingness to join the TPP as early as 2016, but due to the introduction of a ban on food imports from areas affected 

by the Fukushima nuclear disaster, the Japanese government remains unfavorable to Taiwan's candidacy. In February, 2021, 

Taiwan expressed its will to join CPTPP again.  

 

In January 2018, the British Trade Department indicated TPP in the eleven-country format as a structure creating opportunities 

to enter new export markets after leaving the European Union, which enhanced a discussion about the geographical scope of the 

agreement. The United Kingdom does not border the area of the Pacific or the South China Sea, but has overseas territories in 

the Pacific Ocean in Polynesia between Australia and South America, i.e. the islands of Pitcairn, Henderson, Ducie and Oeno 

(the last three territories are uninhabited). In October 2018, Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe officially supported UK 

membership in CPTPP after Brexit. Until a formal exit from the EU structures, Great Britain had no legal possibility to start 

negotiations and join a trade agreement [Gregory 2018]. On February 1, 2021, UK formally applied for membership in CPTPP, 

which was favorably welcomed by chair of the 4th CPTPP Commission, Yasutoshi Nishimura, Japan’s ministry responsible for 

trade negotiations. After only three months of on-line negotiations, on September 11, 2020, the UK's International Trade 

Secretary Liz Truss and Japan’s Foreign Minister Motegi Toshimitsu formally approved the UK–Japan Comprehensive 

Economic Partnership Agreement (CEPA). Both parties declare, that some components of the UK-Japan CEPA, such as  cutting-

edge digital and data provisions, were designed in line with CPTPP approach, then, goes beyond the EU-Japan EPA format in 

this respect.  

 

On January 25, 2018, the President of the United States, Donald Trump, confirmed his readiness to join CPTPP, however, under 

better conditions than in the case of TPP. On April 12, 2018, the president obliged the director of the National Economic Council 

- Larry Kudlow, and the trade representative - Robert Lighthizer to explore the possibility of returning to the trade agreement 

abandoned in 2017 [[Fabian, Needham 2018]. After presidential victory of Joe Biden, discussions on rejoining CPTPP intensified 

in the United States, including strong support of the trade policy experts, Richard L. Armitage and Joseph S. Nye Jr.  

Interestingly, in May, 2020, then, few months ahead of signing RCEP, the Chinese Prime Minister Li Keqiang declared an interest 

of his government in joining CPTPP. 

 

Conclusion 
 

The Comprehensive and Progressive Agreement for Trans-Pacific Partnership (CPTPP), also known as TPP-11, seemed to be 

meaningless after the TPP fiasco, but nevertheless, due to the determination of the Japanese and Australian parties, it was possible 

to establish a Trans-Pacific trade framework without the US with the option of suspending controversial provisions and 

concessions devoted primarily to the interests of the American side. The pragmatism of the CPTPP signatories finds justification 

when we consider the strategy of the Trump administration. Back in January 2017, when signing the decree to withdraw from 

TPP, Trump referred to this agreement, just like NAFTA, as a “catastrophe”, while, after minor modifications, he signed the 

USMCA trilateral agreement. Soon after, he also mentioned publicly about the possibility of the US returning to the CPTPP. 

These days, as it was already stated, there is much higher probability of the US inclusion due to presidential victory of Joe Biden 

in November, 2020, who actually assisted Barack Obama in establishing Trans-Pacific trade architecture as vice-president.   

 

Nevertheless, even without the participation of the US side, it is impossible to depreciate the importance of the formed grouping, 

especially due to the high quality and intrusiveness of the provisions of the agreement and its roots in WTO regulations. Moreover, 

as it has been proven, the absence of the United States among the signatory states does not exclude the possibility of close trade and 

investment cooperation with eleven CPTPP countries, the more so as the vast majority of regulations of the original TPP agreement, 

along with numerous annexes containing individual tariff reduction schedules, remained in force, while the changes concerned not 

so much the removal as the suspension of the controversial provisions of the former agreement, with the option of restoring them in 
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the future in their original wording or after modification on the basis of consensus. The value of the CPTPP is also supported by the 

interest in membership on the part of countries such as the Republic of Korea, Indonesia and Thailand. Undoubtedly, it is in the 

interest of the founding countries of the CPTPP, headed by Japan, for the further geographic expansion of the grouping, thus the 

dissemination of regulations and standards for trade and investment cooperation in the Asia-Pacific region in order to have a real 

impact on the shape of future economic relations of the world economy's key growth pole today. It should be assumed that both the 

United States and China will be interested in gaining influence over the CPTPP, or at least creating a real counterbalance to it - the 

former can be obtained by joining the framework  and the second - through the implementation of a competitive mega-regional trade 

agreement - RCEP. It seems that from the perspective of Biden administration, rejoining CPTPP might be the right step to tame 

China’s influences in the Asia-Pacific trade architecture through ratification and implementation of RCEP. On the other hand, 

eventual China’s accession to CPTPP seems to be pretty uncertain at this time, especially when considering expected shift in the US 

trade liberalization agenda under newly established Biden administration. 
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