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U.S., Mexican and Canadian unions and consumer, 
faith and environmental groups that fought against 
the North American Free Trade Agreement’s 
(NAFTA) enactment have documented decades of 
NAFTA damage in the three nations. As a candidate, 
Donald Trump hijacked progressives’ critique of 
NAFTA’s ongoing job outsourcing to win working 
class support with promises to renegotiate or end 
NAFTA. 

While NAFTA harmed many U.S. workers, Trump’s 
xenophobic narrative about NAFTA is entirely 
wrongheaded. An examination of NAFTA’s history 
and its outcomes presented in this report make clear 
that Trump’s notion of NAFTA as a plot by Mexico 
to hurt U.S. workers is absurd. NAFTA was the 
brainchild of U.S. presidents, was negotiated with 
input from hundreds of U.S. corporate trade advisors, 
and has been devastating to working people in both 
Mexico and the United States. 

Instead of the higher wages promised, in real 
terms average annual Mexican wages are down 2 
percent, and the minimum wage is down 14 percent 
from pre-NAFTA levels with manufacturing wages 
now 40 percent lower than in China. Millions of 
Mexican farmers lost their livelihoods as NAFTA 
eliminated policies protecting small farmers, but did 
not discipline U.S. farm subsidies. The economic 
havoc NAFTA caused became a major push factor in 
increased Mexican migration to the United States.

Almost one million U.S. jobs have been certified 
as lost to NAFTA under the Trade Adjustment 
Assistance (TAA) program that undercounts 
NAFTA job loss. U.S. median wages are stagnant, 
and 40 percent of manufacturing workers who lose 
jobs to trade face major pay cuts if they find new 
employment. As this report documents, among 
U.S. workers hurt by NAFTA, Latino workers have 
suffered disproportionate injury.

In this report, building on decades of the Labor 
Council for Latin American Advancement’s (LCLAA) 
advocacy for Latinos and Public Citizen’s research 
on the impacts of U.S. trade policy, we focus on 

the impact of NAFTA on U.S. Latinos and Mexican 
working people:

•	 NAFTA’s U.S. economic damage has been 
greatest in regions where the Latino population 
is concentrated. The 15 states where 85 percent 
of Latinos reside account for nearly half (46 
percent) of the more than 950,000 NAFTA job 
losses certified under the TAA program. 

•	 Latino workers were disproportionately 
represented in the light manufacturing 
industries hit hardest by the outsourcing NAFTA 
incentivized. Latinos lost 138,000 jobs in the 
apparel and textile sector and 123,000 jobs in the 
U.S. electronics industry during the NAFTA era. 

•	 As NAFTA eliminated U.S. manufacturing jobs, 
the related wage stagnation for workers without 
college educations across all industries hit 
Latinos asymmetrically. Rather than the Latino-
white pay gap closing, it increased during the 
NAFTA years. Latinos comprise 23 percent of 
workers in non-professional sectors such as 
leisure and hospitality, compared to 17 percent of 
the overall U.S. workforce. As increasing numbers 
of trade-displaced workers joined the glut of 
workers competing for these non-offshorable 
jobs, real wages have been flat in these growing 
sectors. 

•	 For Mexican workers, increased investment and 
trade with the United States failed to translate 
into per capita income growth or rising wages in 
Mexico. Annual per capita income grew less than 
2 percent in the first seven years of NAFTA and 
less than 1 percent thereafter.

•	 Real average annual wages have declined in 
Mexico under NAFTA, contrary to the promises 
by NAFTA supporters that the pact would raise 
Mexicans’ living standards. Overall, in real 
terms average annual Mexican wages are down 
2 percent, and the minimum wage is down 14 
percent from pre-NAFTA levels. According 
to analysis by Bank of America/Merrill Lynch, 
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manufacturing wages in Mexico are now 40 
percent lower than in China. Prior to NAFTA, 
Mexican auto wages were five times lower  
than in the United States. Today, even as U.S. 
wages stagnated, Mexican auto wages are  
nine times lower.

•	 Even as NAFTA made it cheaper and less risky to 
outsource hundreds of thousands of jobs from the 
United States to Mexico, and U.S. firms continued 
to build new high tech multi-million-dollar 
manufacturing plants in Mexico, the number of 
manufacturing jobs (which pay more) as a share 
of total Mexican employment dropped from 
20 to 15 percent. A United Nations Economic 
Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean 
(ECLAC) study found the loss of Mexican 
manufacturing related to China’s 2001 entry into 
the World Trade Organization (WTO) includes 
almost 50 percent of jobs in the yarn-textile-
garment chain, furniture and toy production 
sectors. 

•	 NAFTA devastated Mexico’s rural sector. Amid 
a NAFTA-spurred influx of subsidized U.S. corn, 
about 2 million Mexicans engaged in farming and 
related work lost their livelihoods. 

•	 With millions of Mexicans displaced from rural 
communities competing for the hundreds of 
thousands of new manufacturing jobs outsourced 
from the United States, and a lack of independent 
unions in Mexico to bargain for better wages, 
employers could keep wages reprehensibly low.  

•	 As NAFTA destroyed Mexican livelihoods and 
displaced millions in rural Mexico, it became a 
powerful push factor for migration. From 1993, 
the year before NAFTA began, to 2000, annual 
immigration from Mexico increased from 370,000 
to 770,000. With annual immigration on the rise, 
the total number of undocumented immigrants 
from Mexico living in the United States increased 
from about 2.9 million in 1995 to 4.5 million in 
2000 to 6.9 million by 2007 when the financial 
crisis limited job opportunities and slowed 
migration rates. 

•	 Tens of thousands of Mexican migrants who 
survived the perilous border crossing ended up 
working as seasonal crop workers in the United 
States. Over half have now been working in such 
farm jobs for over a decade. Others found work 
in landscaping, construction, food services and 
personal services and, even before the Trump 
administration’s attacks on immigrants, were 
some of the most vulnerable workers in the U.S. 
economy. 

•	 Nearly 28,000 small- and medium-sized Mexican 
businesses were destroyed in NAFTA’s first four 
years alone, spurring the El Barzon movement 
of formerly middle-class Mexican entrepreneurs 
protesting NAFTA. Losses included many retail, 
food processing and light manufacturing firms 
that were displaced by NAFTA’s new opening for 
U.S. big-box retailers that sold goods imported 
from Asia.

The data on NAFTA’s negative effect on working 
people in both countries upend Trump’s NAFTA 
narrative pitting U.S. workers against their Mexican 
counterparts and underscore why NAFTA must 
be replaced. After a year of renegotiations, the 
September 30, 2018 publication of a NAFTA 2.0 text 
revealed some improvements, some damaging new 
terms and much important unfinished business. The 
NAFTA 2.0 text that Mexico, Canada and the United 
States signed at the end of November will not stop 
NAFTA’s ongoing job outsourcing or downward 
pressure on wages in Mexico and the United 
States. That the Donald Trump, Justin Trudeau and 
Enrique Peña Nieto administrations did not deliver 
a transformational replacement of the corporate-
rigged trade-pact model that NAFTA hatched in the 
early 1990s is no surprise. However, if the pact’s labor 
standards can be made subject to swift and certain 
enforcement — and other key improvements are 
made — then the final package expected to  
head to Congress in 2019 could stop some of 
NAFTA’s continuing, serious damage to people  
across North America.
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The U.S. public was promised NAFTA would create 
200,000 new high-wage U.S. jobs per year in its first 
five years alone.1 Mexicans were promised NAFTA 
would raise wages and bring Mexicans’ standards 
of living closer to those in the United States and 
Canada.2 After 25 years of NAFTA, the reality is the 
opposite of the promised gains. 

Seizing on the anger that nearly 25 years of living with 
NAFTA’s ongoing job outsourcing and downward 
pressure on wages has generated among many 
Americans, then-candidate Donald Trump gained 
working class support by attacking NAFTA and 
promising to renegotiate it to bring back U.S. jobs 
and bring down the trade deficit or to exit the pact. 
While Trump’s critique of the damage in the United 
States reflected the data that unions, consumer 
groups and other fair trade advocates have long 
spotlighted, what he got wrong was the source of 
the problem. Trump’s wrongheaded nationalistic 
narrative focuses on the United States being taken 
advantage of by Mexico. In Trump’s narrative, Mexico 
somehow cooked up NAFTA to harm U.S. workers.

In reality, NAFTA was the brainchild of U.S. President 
Ronald Reagan, who completed its first stage, a U.S.-
Canada Free Trade Agreement, in 1988. Mexico was 
added in negotiations initiated by U.S. President 
George H.W. Bush, who signed the deal in 1992. 
Hundreds of official U.S. trade advisors representing 
corporate interests used their special access in 
the process to shape a NAFTA text that delivered 
protections and privileges for them while imposing 
constraints on government policies that guarantee 
peoples’ basic rights and safeguards the environment 
and public health. U.S. President Bill Clinton worked 
to pass the deal in the face of strong opposition  
by his own party. 

The specific NAFTA terms that have led to the loss of 
U.S. jobs and put downward pressure on U.S. wages 
were made in U.S. corporate boardrooms. So were 
the NAFTA terms that destroyed millions of Mexican 
small farmers’ livelihoods and crushed the small 
middle class that owned thousands of small- and 

medium-sized Mexican retailers and manufacturers 
that NAFTA bankrupted. While large Canadian firms 
and the powerful Mexican business elite certainly had 
a hand in shaping their countries’ positions in the 
deal, the NAFTA model was created in the  
United States.

While NAFTA included no enforceable labor or 
environmental standards, U.S. manufacturing 
interests were able to obtain terms to reduce the 
risks and costs of relocating production to low-wage 
Mexico. These interests also obtained a NAFTA 
waiver of Buy American rules that allowed them to 
fulfill lucrative contracts with the U.S. government 
with goods made in Mexico, not domestically as had 
been previously required. U.S. telecommunications 
and financial service firms secured NAFTA rules 
that created new rights to operate in Mexico, which 
facilitated the relocation of U.S. call centers and back 
office operations to lower-wage workers. 

Agribusiness giants used NAFTA to eliminate 
Mexican policies that promoted local food 
production and limited commodity imports to 
the demand not fulfilled domestically by Mexican 
farmers. U.S. pharmaceutical and seed firms obtained 
terms that extended monopoly protections to ensure 
higher prices for their products. The entire corporate 
lobby pushed for the first instance of Investor-State 
Dispute Settlement (ISDS) in a U.S. trade agreement, 
a broad set of corporate rights including extra-
judicial tribunals to enforce these rights.

What the data on NAFTA’s outcomes from both 
working people in Mexico and the United States 
makes clear is that, contrary to Trump’s xenophobic 
notions about NAFTA that pit U.S. workers against 
their Mexican counterparts, the original deal was 
designed against the interests of working people in 
both countries – even as it was cynically sold as a 
boon for all. 

As Trump has blended racist attacks on immigrants 
with his ignorant critique of how NAFTA has wrought 
its damage on U.S. workers, for many it is all too easy 
to reflexively view a defense of the status quo as the 
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only option. This report makes clear that neither 
status-quo neoliberalism nor Trump’s anti-Mexico 
nationalism is in the interest of working people in the 
United States or Mexico. 

To stop NAFTA’s ongoing damage, NAFTA must be 
replaced with new terms that are explicitly designed 
to benefit working people – not terms that are 
designed to “punish” Mexico. A new North American 
trade model that works for working people must 
raise wages, stop race-to-the-bottom outsourcing, 
cut corporate power and safeguard public health and 
the environment. This report concludes with a brief 
overview of how the NAFTA 2.0 text measures up 
against this standard.

NAFTA Has Increased the 
Economic Insecurity of Many 
Latino Families
U.S. Latinos have been among the most negatively 
affected by NAFTA. Latinos directly lost jobs from 
NAFTA because they were overrepresented in 
industries and regions that were hit hardest. They 
have also been impacted by the prevailing economic 
trends plaguing many U.S. workers during the NAFTA 
period, only more intensely.

U.S. Latino Manufacturing Job Loss Due  
to NAFTA

The economic fallout from NAFTA has been greatest 
in many regions where the U.S. Latino population 
is concentrated. Just fifteen states that are home to 
85 percent of the total Latino population5 account 
for nearly half (46 percent) of the NAFTA job loss 
certified by the U.S. government under just the TAA 
program – 440,000 of the more than 950,000 U.S. 
jobs – between the pact’s start and the latest available 
data in June 2018.6

California and Texas, the U.S. states with the biggest 
Latino populations, have lost the greatest number of 
jobs in the decades after NAFTA was passed.7 More 
than 190,000 Texas jobs and 200,000 California jobs 
have been certified under the TAA program as lost 
to NAFTA offshoring or imports between 1994 when 
the pact began and June 2018.8 Like other heavily 
Latino border cities, El Paso, once called the “Blue 
Jeans Capitol of the USA,” suffered serious job losses 
under NAFTA with more than 30,000 certified jobs 
lost in the El Paso congressional district alone as the 
garment sector relocated production to Mexico (see 
Box on Page 5).9

As well as being concentrated in the states that 
suffered the greatest number of NAFTA job losses, 
Latino workers were disproportionately represented 
in the light manufacturing industries that have been 
hit hardest by the outsourcing NAFTA incentivized. 
This includes the furniture, chemicals, electronics, 
food products, textiles and apparel sectors. The U.S. 
trade deficits with Mexico in electronics, furniture 
and apparel all exploded after NAFTA started, 
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alongside the more heavily unionized auto sector 
in which Latinos were less represented.11 According 
to the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Latinos lost 
138,000 jobs in the apparel and textiles industry from 
1995 the second year after NAFTA went into effect 
and the earliest year employment data are available, 
to 2017.12 The California garment sector centered in 
Los Angeles, with an estimated 80 percent Latino 
workforce, was one of these casualties.13 Latinos were 
also disproportionately represented in electronics 
manufacturing. While many Mexicans on the other 
side of the border found jobs in maquiladoras 
producing electronics for the U.S. market in the 
NAFTA period, U.S. Latinos lost 123,000 jobs in the 
decline in the U.S. electronics industry.14   

U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics data show that U.S. 
workers of color who lose their jobs to trade are 
even less likely than their white counterparts to 
find a replacement job.15 This contributes to chronic 

jobless rates in Latino communities, where official 
unemployment rates are several percentage  
points higher than for whites,16 alongside  
damaging “underemployment.”17

Defenders of NAFTA often note that, with Mexican 
manufacturing workers being paid a fraction of 
what U.S. workers are, some U.S. firms had begun 
to relocate to Mexico before NAFTA. That was 
true for sectors not requiring major investments to 
open factories. But NAFTA’s investor protections 
made it cheaper and less risky for U.S. firms to 
outsource high-end manufacturing jobs to low-wage 
Mexico. NAFTA’s investor protections eliminate 
many of the uncertainties that make firms think 
twice about moving production to another country 
and also provide the equivalent of no-cost risk 
insurance by empowering foreign investors to obtain 
compensation from the Mexican government when 
they claim their investor protections have been 
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Personal Stories on NAFTA’s Impact:  
Margarita Jimenez

El Paso, Texas

Margarita Jimenez, a member of La Mujer Obrera, an El Paso organization 
dedicated to creating communities defined by women.10 For 30 years  
Margarita worked in factories throughout El Paso, including a factory that 
made Levi’s jeans. Margarita’s job and that of more than 30,000 other  
El Paso workers were outsourced since NAFTA.

“When people began to speak of free trade, they would ask something 
like, “What is free trade?” And everybody said it was something that  
was going to be beneficial for us. The problem came when we saw that because of free trade, 
companies began to leave. And then we didn’t like it. Still today, and I don’t understand why, people 
say that free trade has been beneficial for those inside the United States, and that the only people 
who have been hurt are those of us in the borderlands. But we in the borderlands also make up part of 
the United States.…

“My future is very unclear. Although I understand it’s hard to find work at my age, at the same time 
I can’t stop thinking that I eat just like everybody else, and pay bills. … I also can’t retire because 
I’m too young for that. But nobody gives me work because I’m very old. So all doors are completely 
shut to me. I’ve said before and I’ll say it again, for me personally, working in the factory had a 
tremendously good impact on me because I did a lot. Personally, I believe I achieved my American 
Dream: buying a house, buying a new car, traveling and becoming a citizen. If everything is bad right 
now, which it is, it’s because of the system, free trade and all of that. But if all of that hadn’t come into 
play, we people in the borderlands probably wouldn’t be going through this. I’d be happy there [at the 
factory], waiting for my moment to retire with a good pension and benefits.”



impaired. These new investor protections –  
combined with the reality that, because Mexico does 
not have independent unions, U.S. corporations 
could rely on wages staying low – facilitated a flood  
of job outsourcing.

After NAFTA, U.S. auto and auto parts, heavy 
equipment, aerospace, electronics, appliance and 
other manufacturers built high-tech, multi-million-
dollar plants in Mexico. Mexican workers making 
less per day than their U.S. counterparts had made 
per hour toiled to make products that were then sent 
back to the United States for sale. Mexican workers 
are not paid enough to buy the cars, televisions and 
other goods they produced. And, as discussed below, 
many of the U.S. workers who used to make these 
goods – many in union factories – could only find 
new jobs that paid much less. Companies’ profits 
exploded, while U.S. workers, including tens of 
thousands of Latino workers, lost jobs and faced 
declining wages and, as Mexican wages declined, 
income inequality grew in both countries.

Latinos Are Overrepresented Among Workers 
Whose Wages Have Stagnated Since NAFTA

As well as being concentrated in the states and 
manufacturing sectors that suffered directly through 
the greatest number of NAFTA job losses, Latinos 
have been disproportionately affected by the broader 
economic trends impacting U.S. workers during the 
NAFTA period, including the stagnation of wages. 

Because the NAFTA model provides large 
multinational corporations with new rights and 
privileges but fails to protect even the most basic 
labor rights, it has empowered companies to 
undermine working conditions, job security and 
wages. NAFTA’s special investor protections and 
guaranteed duty-free access for Mexican goods to 
the U.S. market has had this damaging effect even in 
the context of workers with union representation. 
Namely, after NAFTA, U.S. companies became more 
likely to threaten relocation as a means of defeating 
union organizing drives or otherwise restrain or 
cut wages or benefits for U.S. workers in union 
contract negotiations. A study of more than 400 
union certification campaigns found that threats 

to close plants were made in 68 percent of union 
organizing campaigns in “mobile” industries (such 
as manufacturing, communications and wholesale/
distribution) versus 36 percent in “immobile” 
industries (such as construction, healthcare and 
other services). Where threats to close were made, 
18 percent of the employers directly threatened to 
move to another country – typically Mexico – if the 
union succeeded.18 The research found an increase in 
the number of such threats of relocation in mobile 
industries after NAFTA came into effect. Overall, 
unions had a lower success rate in campaigns  
where threats to close were used (38 percent)  
than in campaigns where no such threats were 
 made (51 percent).19

Widespread stagnation of wages has accompanied 
the loss of bargaining power for workers, a trend 
felt acutely by communities of color.20 According 
to analysis of 2015 Census data by the National 
Employment Law Project, 60 percent of full-time 
Latino workers earn less than $15 an hour, compared 

6



with 42 percent of full-time U.S. workers overall.21 
Latino wages lag well behind other groups: Median 
weekly earnings for Latinos are $674 compared to 
$876 for all workers.22 The Latino-white wage gap has 
remained wide over the years: In 2017, Latino men 
earned 64 cents for every dollar earned by  
non-Hispanic white men, and Latina women earned 
53 cents.23 Rather than this Latino-white pay gap 
closing over the past few decades, it increased  
slightly during the NAFTA years.24 Latinos are 
also more likely to toil in unsafe workplaces: The 
workplace fatality rate for Latinos is persistently 
higher than the national average.25

Sadly, these wage figures are not surprising. The 
impact on wages from the loss of U.S. manufacturing 
jobs has been particularly severe for minority 
workers, including Latino workers.28 According to 
the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, a total of nearly 
4.5 million U.S. manufacturing jobs have been lost 
overall since NAFTA took effect.29 Clearly, not all 
of these manufacturing jobs – one out of every four 
U.S. manufacturing jobs – were lost to NAFTA. The 
United States entered the WTO in 1995, China joined 

the WTO in 2001, and the U.S. trade deficit with 
China soared thereafter, contributing significantly to 
U.S. manufacturing job losses.30

However, elimination of so many manufacturing jobs 
has had an overall depressive effect on wages for all 
workers of similar educational levels, namely those 
without college degrees. This occurs as displaced 
manufacturing workers find reemployment in non-
offshorable service sectors that pay less.31 According 
to the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, about two out 
of every five manufacturing workers displaced and 
rehired experienced a wage reduction. About one 
out of every four took a pay cut of greater than 20 
percent.32 For the average Latino worker earning the 
median manufacturing wage of $39,500 per year, this 
meant an annual loss of at least $7,900. 

This trade-related downward pressure on wages is 
a prediction of mainstream macroeconomic theory. 
When manufacturing workers are displaced and seek 
new jobs, they add to the supply of U.S. workers 
available for non-offshorable, non-professional jobs, 
for instance in hospitality, retail and health care. 
While all U.S. workers with similar education levels 
have suffered growing economic insecurity from the 
downward pressure on wages caused by elimination 
of higher-wage manufacturing jobs, the non-college-
educated share of U.S. Latino workers is 75 percent 
relative to 56 percent of the overall U.S. population.33 

While the manufacturing sector lost about 4.5 
million jobs between 1993 and 2017, the leisure and 
hospitality sector – with an average wage of $13 an 
hour, half that of manufacturing – gained 5.4 million 
jobs during the same period.34 Latinos make up 23 
percent of workers in these sectors, compared to 17 
percent of the overall U.S. workforce.35 As increasing 
numbers of trade-displaced workers have joined the 
glut of workers competing for these non-offshorable 
jobs, real wages have been relatively flat in these 
growing sectors.36

The loss of manufacturing jobs also has well-
documented spillover effects. Each manufacturing 
job lost means less income to be spent supporting 
other sectors with high Latino employment rates, 
such as wholesale trade and retail. According to 
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the Manufacturers Alliance for Productivity and 
Innovation (MAPI) Foundation, in 2016 each 
manufacturing job producing value for “final 
demand” supports more than three other jobs in 
the supply chain – from generating raw materials to 
delivery to the customer. Each manufacturing job 
loss jeopardizes these other jobs37, as well as jobs 
at restaurants and other businesses that workers 
losing well-paid manufacturing jobs can no longer 
afford to patronize, and jobs in construction and 
other government services supported by the taxes of 
manufacturing firms and well-paid workers.38

The resulting broad-based middle-class wage 
stagnation has contributed significantly to growing 
inequality, with Latinos underrepresented in the 
small group gaining ground. Latinos make up only 
a small share of Fortune 500 CEOs and board 
members.39 Latinos are underrepresented in  
financial activities like banking,40 where the 
disproportionate returns to economic growth  
have gone in recent years.

These lost wages during their working years impacts 
Latinos’ retirement savings and places Latino retirees 
in extremely precarious circumstances. In 2014, the 
Communications Workers of America calculated an 

annual loss due to trade-induced job loss that reaches 
$35 billion in Social Security revenue.  Studies have 
found Latinos are more likely to spend retirement at 
or near the poverty level. In 2012, Economic Policy 
Institute estimated that 70 percent of Latinos age 
65 or older had incomes less than two times the 
supplemental poverty threshold, compared to 44 
percent of whites.

Most Workers in Mexico  
Did Not Benefit From  
NAFTA Either
Donald Trump frames the story of NAFTA’s 
outcomes as U.S. workers being harmed by “Mexico.” 
Implicit in this narrative is the notion that Mexican 
workers “won” at the expense of U.S. workers. The 
reality is that NAFTA has been damaging to working 
people on both sides of the border.

Devastation to Mexico’s Rural Sector Drove 
Migrants Northward

At the time NAFTA was signed, Mexico was still 
an agrarian economy. More than 27 percent were 
working in agriculture, compared to 3 percent in 
the United States and 4 percent in Canada.50 Before 
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Increasing Inequality, Concentration of Wealth On  
Both Sides of the Border During the NAFTA Era

The share of U.S. income accruing to the top 10 percent skyrocketed in the era of the in the era of 
NAFTA, the WTO and various NAFTA-expansion free trade agreements. The incomes of the richest 
10 percent of Americans increased 2 percent each year from 1981 to 1994, but in the first six years of 
NAFTA and the WTO (from 1994 through 2000), incomes of the top 10 percent grew 8.5 percent each 
year. The top 10 percent now take home half of all national income.41 Wealth is now concentrated at the 
very top: the share of wealth owned by the top 0.1 percent of U.S. families is roughly equivalent to the 
wealth of the bottom 90 percent.42

Similarly in Mexico, the massive concentration of income and wealth in the hands of the top earners 
alongside repression of wages for workers has led to a crisis of inequality. Today, the richest 20 
percent of Mexico’s population collect over half of the nation’s income while the poorest 20 percent 
take home 5 percent.43 The net worth of Mexico’s richest billionaire, Carlos Slim Helú, reportedly 
increased by $66 billion from 1994, when NAFTA was signed, to 2014 (from $7 billion to $73 billion).44  
At one point his wealth was equivalent to 6 percent of the GDP of his country.45 Slim’s Grupo Carso 
purchased government-owned telecom provider Telmex in 1990 after NAFTA talks beginning in 1989 
gave international legitimacy to privatization and other neoliberal reforms introduced after the 1980s 
Mexican peso crisis.46 Slim eventually took over the company and gained upwards of 70 percent of the 
growing mobile phone market.47



NAFTA, Mexico only imported corn and other basic 
food commodities if local production did not meet 
domestic needs. 

NAFTA eliminated Mexican tariffs on corn and 
other commodities. NAFTA terms also required 
revocation of programs supporting small farmers. 
However, NAFTA did not discipline U.S. subsidies 
on agriculture. The result was disastrous for 
millions of people in the Mexican countryside whose 
livelihoods relied on agriculture. Amid a NAFTA-
spurred influx of cheap U.S. corn, the price paid to 
Mexican farmers for the corn that they grew fell by 
66 percent, forcing many to abandon farming.51 And, 
Mexico’s participation in NAFTA was conditioned 
on changing its revolutionary-era constitution’s 
land reforms, undoing provisions that guaranteed 
small plots (“ejidos”) to millions of Mexicans living 
in rural villages. So, as corn prices plummeted, 
indebted farmers lost their land, which could be 
newly acquired by foreign firms that consolidated 
prime acres into large plantations. About 2 million 
Mexicans engaged in farming and related work lost 
their livelihoods.52

Though the price paid for corn to Mexican farmers 
plummeted after NAFTA, the newly NAFTA-

deregulated retail price of tortillas – Mexico’s 
staple food – shot up 279 percent in the pact’s 
first 10 years.53  This contradicts free trade theory, 
which predicts that gains from free trade come 
on the import side as all consumers enjoy lower 
prices, while injury only occurs to those in sectors 
directly displaced by imports. But, NAFTA included 
service sector and investment rules that facilitated 
consolidation of grain trading, milling, baking and 
retail. As a result, the relatively few remaining large 
firms dominating these activities were able to raise 
the prices paid by Mexican consumers and reap extra 
profits as corn costs simultaneously declined (see 
Box on page 8).54

This trend is ongoing. U.S. exports of corn, wheat, 
soybeans and rice are all sold below production costs, 
harming Mexico’s agricultural sector. Research from 
the Institute for Agriculture and Trade  
Policy shows that U.S. corn has been exported  
in the last three years at prices 12 percent below  
what it costs to produce it.55 Wheat has been  
exported 32 percent below the cost of production, 
and rice at 2 percent less.

As Mexicans displaced from agriculture sought work 
elsewhere, they added to the glut of Mexican workers 
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Personal Stories on NAFTA’s Impact: 
José Bernardo “Nino” Magdaleno Velasco56

Chiapas, Mexico 

José Bernardo “Nino” Magdaleno Velasco is a member of the  
Asociación Nacional de Empresas Comercializadoras de  
Productores del Campo (ANEC), a group of small farmers  
in the southern Mexican state of Chiapas. 

 “I can say that NAFTA impacted me because there is no support  
for family farm work, and also economically because now I spend  
more money on agrochemicals that will supposedly increase  
output. It has been quite the opposite. When I sell my harvest, the prices are very low and there are 
many requirements that we do not meet, because they are purely bureaucratic. Another important 
point is that all the agricultural tools we use have become more expensive, and instead of making 
more money, every day I make less. NAFTA has not only affected me, but also my family because now 
there is less income and more costs. Using the new agricultural methods brought by NAFTA, like using 
excessive agrochemicals, has made me sick. NAFTA has not benefited me in the least, maybe because I 
am a small producer and NAFTA only benefits large producers and monopolies.”



seeking factory jobs. Employment in maquiladoras 
surged in NAFTA’s first six years. – Under a special 
arrangement with the United States Mexican 
factories that can import raw materials without 
paying tariffs and export assembled goods back  
to the United States with any applicable tariffs 
charged only on the value-added, not the good’s 
total value.  But wages in these plants were almost 
40 percent lower than in heavy manufacturing 
outside of maquiladoras.57

In NAFTA’s seventh year, the United States 
and China concluded trade negotiations on an 
agreement to facilitate China’s entry into the WTO. 
Manufacturers that relocated production to Mexico 
began to shift from Mexico to China in search of even 
lower wages. Between 2000 and 2012, the number 
of Mexican manufacturing jobs as a share of total 
Mexican employment dropped from 20 percent to 15 
percent.  A study by the United Nations Economic 
Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean 
found the loss of Mexican manufacturing jobs since 
2000 includes almost 50 percent of jobs in the yarn-
textile-garment chain, furniture and toys.59  The 
authors write in a commentary on the study:

From 1994 to 2001, Mexico had a honeymoon 
with the United States. No other country 
enjoyed the same proximity and trade 
preferences. Although trade increased 
significantly between the two countries, it failed 
to translate into per capita income growth and 
rising employment and wages in Mexico. The 
honeymoon ended in 2001 when China entered 
the World Trade Organization and began 
to enjoy similar access to the U.S. market. 
We find that by 2009, 84 percent of Mexico’s 
manufacturing exports to the United States 
were under threat from China.60

The Mexican government’s response was not to 
advocate for global rules, for instance at the WTO, 
to counter this race to the bottom in wages. Rather, 
it chose the low road of competing with China 
on wages. Thus, even as employment in the auto 
sector – a sector for which proximity to suppliers 
and to markets is especially important given high 
transportation costs61 and is therefore less footloose 
than other sectors – did not decline, Mexican real 
wages did.
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Slow U.S. Wage Growth, Falling Mexican Wages, Widening U.S.-Mexico Wage  
Differential and Skyrocketing U.S. Inequality During NAFTA Period (1993 Value=100)



Mexican Wages Were Held Down to  
Attract Investment 

The Mexican constitution requires unionization 
for most formal workplaces, but only 1 percent of 
Mexican workers are represented by an independent 
union that they have elected to represent their 
interests.62 Corrupt Mexican “union” federations 
have created a business in helping employers meet 
the constitutional obligation for a fee. With such 
“protection unions” endemic, workers arrive at a 
new manufacturing plant to find that a fake union 
for which they never voted has already signed a 
“contract” with the company that locks in low wages. 

One result was that overall, inflation-adjusted 
wages for virtually every category of Mexican 
worker decreased over NAFTA’s first six years, 
even as hundreds of thousands of manufacturing 
jobs were being shifted from the United States to 
Mexico.66 With millions of Mexicans displaced from 
rural communities competing for the hundreds 
of thousands of manufacturing jobs, and a lack of 
independent unions in Mexico to bargain for  
better wages, employers could keep wages 
reprehensibly low. 

After China’s entry into the WTO, when many 
corporations abandoned Mexico and its then-$3 
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Goodyear Workers’ Struggle to Organize in Mexico

In 2017, U.S. multinational tire manufacturer Goodyear opted 
to build a state-of-the-art tire factory in the emerging Mexican 
industrial hub of San Luis Potosí, Mexico, rather than expanding 
production in the United States. At the new Mexican plant, 800 
workers earn less than $2 an hour in a facility that is a clone of a  
U.S. plant paying workers more than $26 an hour to make the 
identical product. In April 2018, 600 of Goodyear’s Mexican  
workers went on strike to protest low wages and dangerous  
working conditions. Subsequently, many were fired for violating the “contract” that the workers had 
never voted on but to which a fake “protection” union had agreed.71 These workers are now fighting to 
get their jobs back and implement a genuine collective bargaining agreement.72 

The struggle of Goodyear workers in Mexico is emblematic of the broader fight against Mexico’s 
protection unions and protection contracts. “Protection” relates to the practice of companies in 
Mexico protecting against having real unions that represent workers by signing contracts with “labor” 
organizations that are affiliated with Mexico’s business-friendly political parties and registering those 
fake contracts to fulfill the requirement in Mexico’s constitution for many workplaces to have unions. 
This creates a dynamic under which workers who try to organize real unions can be penalized for 
violating the fake contract. 

Fake “protection contracts” are endemic in Mexico. Workers arrive at a new high-tech, multi-million-
dollar plant to find that a fake union for which they never voted has already signed a contract with 
the company that the workers never approved that locks in low wages. Workers who go on strike are 
arrested for violating their “contract.” The impact of these conditions is real: Nearby the Goodyear 
plant, workers at a Continental Tire plant who have a rare independent democratic union contract, 
earn $6 an hour, several times more than Goodyear workers earn for making similar products.73

Eliminating the thousands of existing protection agreements in Mexico and eliminating this corrupt 
system going forward is critical to raising wages and conditions for Mexican workers. And such gains 
for Mexican workers are essential to stop race-to-the-bottom job outsourcing and raising wages for 
U.S. workers whose jobs and wages are jeopardized unless NAFTA 2.0 enforcement of labor standards 
raises wages in Mexico.

Goodyear tire plant workers in late 2018 in San Luis Potosí 
fighting to be reinstated. (Courtesy: IndustriALL)



average manufacturing labor cost per hour to take 
advantage of China’s then-60 cents per hour average 
manufacturing labor cost,64 the Mexican government 
pursued a strategy to keep wages low to compete in a 
race to the bottom with the likes of China and other 
Asian countries. According to government statistics 
compiled by the Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development (OECD), real average 
annual wages have declined in Mexico under NAFTA, 
contrary to the promises by NAFTA supporters that 
the pact would raise Mexicans’ living standards (see 
graph on page 10). The legal minimum wage has 
declined 14 percent in real terms since 1993.65 Out 
of about 30 advanced and middle-income OECD 
countries, Mexico now has the second lowest legal 
minimum wage relative to the median wage of full-
time workers, at 40 percent of the median, higher 
only than its NAFTA partner also running a race to 
the bottom, the United States.66

Workers in new, high-tech manufacturing facilities, 
including many outsourced from the United States, 
are paid less than $2 per hour.67 Today, Mexican 
auto workers make 9.1 times less than their U.S. 
counterparts relative to a 5.4 differential when 

NAFTA began.68 Without the wage stagnation 
experienced in the United States,69 also driven in 
part by NAFTA, the differential would be even worse. 
One example of how the wage differential continues 
to influence corporate decisions to outsource 
production from the United States: Workers 
represented by the United Steelworkers union in 
Goodyear’s U.S. plant earn more than $26 hourly. But 
when Goodyear decided to open a new plant in North 
America, it chose Mexico, where it pays workers $1.78 
per hour.70 Mexican workers have fought to improve 
the wages and working conditions in this plant (see 
Box on page 11).

Mexican wages are repressed to such a degree that 
they are now lower than those paid to workers in 
China. According to analysis by Bank of America/
Merrill Lynch, the manufacturing wage in Mexico has 
stagnated since 2003 and is now 40 percent lower 
than in China.74 For all of the legitimate concerns 
about China attracting investment and unfairly 
gaining trade advantages based on misalignment of 
its currency, China would have to depreciate the yuan 
67 percent beyond its arguably already undervalued 
level to compete with Mexico on wage levels. 
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NAFTA’s Race to the Bottom in 
Environmental Standards Costs U.S.  
Jobs and Harms Communities on Both 
Sides of the Border

Trends in the battery recycling industry illustrate 
how trade and investment under NAFTA rules  
exert a downward push on standards: When the  
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency raised air 
quality standards for lead in 2009, it became more 
expensive to recycle lead batteries in the United  
States, so lead battery recycling companies closed.  
Meanwhile, exports of lead-acid batteries to  
Mexico spiked. Instead of U.S. firms and workers recovering the lead for new car batteries here, used 
batteries in the United States were shipped to Mexico where emission rules are one-tenth as stringent.79 
The result is that the U.S. jobs were lost based on a comparative advantage created not by availability of 
capital, skills, natural resources, or technology, but rather by the ability to release more contaminants into 
the water, air and soil in Mexico versus the United States. Communities on both sides of the Mexico-U.S. 
border have suffered deteriorating environmental and health conditions. U.S. Latinos have borne the  
brunt, as according to U.S. Census figures, the population of border Imperial County, California, is 82 
percent Latino; the border county of Santa Cruz, Arizona, is 83 percent Latino; and Webb County in  
Texas is 95 percent Latino.80

Battery casings at the former lead recycling plant of Metales y Derivados in 
Tijuana, Mexico in 2000 after the U.S.-owned plant had been shut down by 
Mexican authorities in 1994. (Photo credit: Associated Press)



Living standards at the bottom of the economic 
ladder in Mexico are even worse than for those 
who found low-wage jobs in factories. Economic 
growth is essential for pulling people out of poverty 
in developing countries,75 but with Mexican annual 
growth rates at less than one percent since NAFTA 
started in 1994, over half of the Mexican population 
and over 60 percent of the rural population still live 
in poverty.76 Mexico ranks 18th of 20 Latin American 
countries in growth of real GDP per person from 1994 
to 2017, ahead of only Belize and Venezuela.77 Had 
Mexico grown at the higher rate it did prior to 1980, 
before the advent of neoliberal policies that were 
deepened and locked in by NAFTA, it is estimated 
that Mexico would today be a high-income country 
with income per person comparable to Western 
European countries.78

The NAFTA Migrants 
 
Despite predictions that NAFTA would decrease 
unauthorized immigration from Mexico,82 it became 
a significant push factor for forced migration. The 
Mexican president in office at the time NAFTA was 
passed, Carlos Salinas, declared in 1992, “[We want 
NAFTA because] we want to export goods, not 
people.”83 The next year, when the U.S. Congress was 
debating NAFTA, then-U.S. Attorney General Janet 
Reno said: “If NAFTA passes, my job guarding the 
border will be easier. If NAFTA fails, my job stopping 

13

the flow of illegal immigrants (sic) will become even 
more difficult.”84

Yet during NAFTA’s first six years, the number of 
annual immigrants from Mexico more than doubled.85 
The immigration surge coincided with a NAFTA-
enabled flood of subsidized U.S. corn into Mexico 
(see graph). U.S. corn exports to Mexico rose from 
pre-NAFTA levels particularly after the elimination 
of Mexican corn tariffs by 1996. From 1993 to 2000, 
annual immigration from Mexico increased from 
370,000 to 770,000.

With annual immigration on the rise, the total 
number of undocumented immigrants from Mexico 
living in the United States increased from about 
2.9 million in 1995 to 4.5 million in 2000.86 Between 

NAFTA: Flood of Corn, Wave of Immigration

NAFTA’s Damage to Mexican Small- 
and Medium-Sized Businesses 

An estimated 28,000 small- and medium-sized 
Mexican businesses were destroyed in NAFTA’s 
first four years alone, spurring the El Barzón 
movement of formerly middle-class Mexican 
entrepreneurs protesting NAFTA. Losses 
included many retail, food processing and light 
manufacturing firms that were displaced by 
NAFTA’s new opening for U.S. big-box retailers 
that sold goods imported from Asia.81

Source: U.S. Department of Agriculture and Pew Hispanic Center
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2000 and 2007, the number of undocumented 
immigrants from Mexico in the United States 
increased to 6.9 million. When the number of 
available jobs plummeted during the Great Recession 
and deportations reached historic levels, the number 
of undocumented immigrants in the United States 
sharply declined. As the U.S. economy has recovered, 
the number of undocumented immigrants in the 
United States from Mexico recently leveled off at 5.8 
million. These immigrants now make up a settled 
population, as most of them have now lived in the 
United States for more than 15 years.87 

Mexican Americans, who number 36 million, are 
the largest U.S. Latino group by origin. Prior to 
NAFTA in 1993, the Latino population was around 
25 million.88 Today, one-third of U.S. Latinos are 
foreign-born, down from a peak of 40 percent in 
2000. The percentage of foreign-born Latinos reflects 
the portion of the overall U.S. Latino community that 
has arrived in the country recently. The number of 
Mexican immigrants – some of them undocumented 
– is not happenstance. It is a byproduct of public 
policy, including NAFTA. 

As NAFTA created new rights for corporations, 
allowing capital to flow freely across the U.S. border, 
people did not obtain the same rights even as NAFTA 
displaced millions in rural Mexico. As the 2005 
Central America Free Trade Agreement (CAFTA) 
spread the trade-induced displacement through 
Central America, migration increased. One result has 
been a militarized U.S.-Mexico border. The number 
of U.S. Border Patrol agents steadily increased from 
5,000 to over 20,000 in the NAFTA period, with a 
plan to increase the size by 5,000 more.89 Over 7,000 
people have died crossing the U.S.-Mexican border 
since 1998.90

Instead of pushing for a system to integrate the 
more than 8 million Latino undocumented workers91 
upon which entire sectors of the U.S. economy like 
agriculture, construction, hospitality and other 
services rely, the current administration scapegoats 
immigrants and blames Mexico for their arrival. Tens 
of thousands are met with outright deportation.92 The 
separation of Central American children from their 
parents in an effort to deter future migrants deeply 

traumatized hundreds of families93 and may serve to 
normalize the infringement of Latino human rights. 
The administration keeps hundreds of thousands of 
mainly Mexican-American “Dreamers”94  and Central 
American Temporary Protected Status holders in 
limbo to bargain for funding for a border wall.95 Both 
documented and undocumented families have begun 
forgoing federal benefits, like the Women, Infants, 
and Children (WIC) federal nutrition support 
program, for fear of losing legal status.96

New Immigrants From Mexico Support the  
U.S. Economy Often Without Full Rights

Tens of thousands of Mexican migrants who survive 
the perilous border crossing end up as seasonal crop 
workers in the United States. The U.S. Department of 
Labor estimated that two in three (68 percent) of all 
hired crop farmworkers in 2013-2014 were Mexican-
born and many had immigrated within the previous 
two years. At the same time, 59 percent had been 
working in farm jobs for over ten years.97  
The ongoing fight for fair wages and working 
conditions for migrant farmworkers is at odds  
with industry arguments about the upward  
mobility of these workers.98

Meanwhile, the vast majority of workers recruited 
through the abuse-riddled H-2A and H-2B visa 
programs are Mexican. These temporary labor 
programs force workers to work long hours for 
low pay, and deny them the right to be with their 
families, settle in the United States or even change 
jobs.99 The industries utilizing exploitative guest 
worker programs overlap directly with low-paying 
service sectors where Latino workers are already 
concentrated. Industries such as landscaping, 
construction, food services and personal services 
employ some of the most vulnerable workers in the 
economy. Workers in many of these low-wage sectors 
are subject to the highest rates of wage theft,100 
misclassification and other labor violations.



The way forward is  
neither NAFTA’s failed  
neoliberalism nor Trump’s  
hateful nationalism.

Can a NAFTA 2.0 Stop NAFTA’s 
Ongoing Damage?
NAFTA created a trade agreement model that did not 
live up to the rosy promises of more jobs and higher 
wages made by its proponents. NAFTA proved to be 
so damaging to working people that its fallout ended 
decades of U.S. bipartisan congressional consensus in 
favor of trade agreements.

Instead of creating U.S. jobs, NAFTA eliminated 
them, and did so in manufacturing sectors that had 
provided middle-class wages to the 56 percent of 
American workers without college degrees. The 
devastation in once-thriving communities nationwide 
has had severe social and political consequences.

Instead of increasing Mexican wages, decades after 
NAFTA Mexican workers’ wages are down. Mexico’s 
weak economic growth rate, among the lowest in the 
hemisphere, means millions remain in abject poverty. 
Instead of reducing unauthorized immigration 
from Mexico, NAFTA increased it by destroying 
the livelihoods of millions of rural Mexicans and 
providing no alternate economic opportunities in 
Mexico that provide a decent standard of living.

 
Instead of increasing Mexican wages, decades after 
NAFTA, Mexican workers’ wages are down. And 
Mexico’s economic growth rate, among the lowest 
in the hemisphere, means millions have not been 
lifted out of abject poverty. Instead of reducing 
unauthorized immigration from Mexico, NAFTA 
increased it by destroying the livelihoods of millions 
of rural Mexicans and providing no alternate 
economic opportunities in Mexico that provided a 
decent standard of living. 

As this report documents, NAFTA’s damaging impact 
both on U.S. Latinos and Mexican workers makes 
clear that NAFTA must be replaced. The way forward 

is neither NAFTA’s failed neoliberalism nor Trump’s 
hateful nationalism, but a new trade agreement 
model that increases wages and democracy and 
reduces outsourcing and corporate power. 

A NAFTA replacement that benefits working people 
must reject the premise underlying NAFTA that trade 
and investment rules should protect property more 
than people.101 The NAFTA 2.0 text that Mexico, 
Canada and the United States signed at the end 
of November contains some improvements, some 
new damaging terms we oppose, and a lot of critical 
unfinished business. It is not the transformational 
replacement of the corporate-rigged U.S. trade 
agreement model that NAFTA itself launched  
in the 1990s.

Public Citizen and the AFL-CIO have published 
analyses of the NAFTA 2.0 text that summarizes 
the good, the bad and the ongoing work that is still 
required to improve a final NAFTA deal so that it 
stops NAFTA’s ongoing job outsourcing, downward 
pressure on wages and environmental damage.102

The NAFTA 2.0 text includes some terms to counter 
NAFTA’s reverse alchemy that helps transnational 
corporations turn good jobs into sweatshop jobs by 
outsourcing production to Mexico to pay workers 
less per day than workers doing the same jobs in 
the United States make per hour. This includes 
modest but meaningful improvements of basic labor 
standards. In addition, the NAFTA 2.0 Labor Chapter 
has clear, specific rules to eradicate wage-suppressing 
“protection contracts” in Mexico which, if enforced, 
could make a real difference over time to raise 
Mexican wages and create sustainable livelihoods. 
But, leading the category of work that remains 
to be achieved, to date the text does not include 
monitoring or enforcement provisions necessary to 
ensure the improved rules actually make a difference 
in the lives of North American workers. 

The terms that destroyed the agriculture-related 
livelihoods of millions of Mexicans are not changed, 
nor are the service-sector rules that helped American 
big-box stores flatten small Mexican retailers.

Relative to the original NAFTA, NAFTA 2.0 has more 

15



expansive monopoly protections for pharmaceutical 
firms that protect them from generic competition 
so they can keep medicine prices high. A new 
requirement that each country provide drug firms 
special 10-year exclusive marketing rights for biologic 
medicines, which include many cutting-edge cancer 
drugs, would hit Mexico especially hard. Mexico does 
not now have any special limits on access to these 
medicines, which often cost a hundred thousand 
dollars per year per patient under the U.S. regime 
that includes extended exclusive marketing rights. 

On the upside, the NAFTA 2.0 text dramatically 
reigns in the existing ISDS regime under which 
corporations have grabbed hundreds of millions 
from taxpayers after attacking environmental and 
health laws. NAFTA 2.0 terminates U.S.-Canada 
ISDS and with Mexico replaces ISDS by a new 
approach that eliminates extreme investor rights and 
remedies key procedural concerns. The notorious 
ruling against Mexico and payment of $16 million 
by Mexican taxpayers to U.S. firm Metalclad over 
denial of a permit to expand a leaking toxic waste 
facility would not have been possible under the 
rules replacing NAFTA’s old ISDS regime. But these 
changes only go into effect three years after a revised 
deal is implemented, meaning more years of NAFTA 
investor protections making it easier for corporations 
to outsource jobs to Mexico and attack domestic 
environmental and health safeguards on which 
workers and their communities rely. Additionally, 
unless a loophole preserving ISDS rights for U.S. 
oil and gas firms with contracts with Mexico’s 
Hydrocarbon’s Authority is closed, such firms could 
continue attacks on Mexican environmental and 
health policies indefinitely.

NAFTA 2.0 also strengthens the rules of origin that 
determine whether products qualify for NAFTA 

benefits. Goods with significant Chinese and other 
non-North American value now get NAFTA benefits. 
NAFTA 2.0 raises the rule of origin for autos from 
62.5 percent to 75 percent made-in-North-America. 
NAFTA 2.0 has other rule of origin improvements 
that should increase production and employment in 
North America. It also sets an important precedent by 
conditioning trade benefits on wage standards. The 
Labor Value Content (LVC) rule requires 40 percent 
of the value of autos be made by workers paid $16 
per hour or more for a vehicle to get NAFTA benefits. 
However, whether or how these terms will effect 
production location decisions or wage levels for North 
American workers remains unclear given the data 
needed to calculate the LVC’s actual impact has not 
been made publicly available.

NAFTA 2.0 Is a Work in Progress

Unless strong labor standards are subject to swift and 
certain enforcement, U.S. firms will continue to turn 
good jobs into sweatshop jobs by outsourcing U.S. jobs 
to pay Mexican workers poverty wages, dump toxins 
and bring products back to the United States for sale 
because Mexican workers will not earn enough to 
purchase the products they make. 

Unless the reining in of NAFTA’s ISDS tribunals starts 
when a new pact goes into effect, NAFTA will help 
corporations pay workers less by outsourcing more 
jobs to Mexico, and communities on both sides of 
the border will face more attacks on the health and 
environmental safeguards on which they rely and have 
millions more in their tax dollars snatched by foreign 
investors. 

Unless new monopoly rights that keep medicine  
prices high are excised from a final deal, workers 
on both sides of the border will be denied access to 
lifesaving medicines.

Unless the NAFTA 2.0 environmental terms are 
strengthened and made subject to swift and certain 
enforcement, firms will continue to outsource 
pollution and jobs to Mexico.

After 25 years of NAFTA’s damage, working people on 
both sides of the border deserve the better deal that is 
possible if these necessary improvements are achieved.
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NAFTA renegotiation remains  
a work in progress, with  
improvements needed if a  
final deal is to ameliorate NAFTA’s 
continuing, serious damage to  
people across North America.



17

Endnotes
Sept. 11, 2018. Available at: https://www.bls.gov/cps/cpsaat18.htm 
and https://www.bls.gov/cps/aa1995/aat18.txt.

13.	 Carol Amoruso, “NAFTA – A Bill of Goods?” Hispanic-American 
Village, IMDiversity.com, July 21, 2003. 

14.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Current Population Survey, “Table 
18: Employed Persons by Detailed Industry, Sex, Race, and Hispan-
ic Origin,” 1995 and 2018, U.S. Department of Labor, dated Jan. 19, 
2018, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. Available at: https://www.bls.gov/cps/
cpsaat18.htm and https://www.bls.gov/cps/aa1995/aat18.txt. 

15.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, “Displaced Workers Summary,” 
Table 1, U.S. Department of Labor, dated Aug. 28, 2018, accessed 
Oct. 18, 2018. Available at: https://www.bls.gov/news.release/disp.
t01.htm 

16.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, “Unemployment Rate and 
Employment-Population Ratio Vary by Race and Ethnici-
ty,” TED: The Economics Daily blog post, Jan. 13, 2017, ac-
cessed Sept. 11, 2017. Available at: https://www.bls.gov/opub/
ted/2017/unemployment-rate-and-employment-population-ra-
tio-vary-by-race-and-ethnicity.htm. 

17.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, “Underemployment Among His-
panics: the Case of Involuntary Part-time Work,” Monthly Labor 
Review article, dated Dec. 2016, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. Available 
at: https://www.bls.gov/opub/mlr/2016/article/underemploy-
ment-among-hispanics.htm. 

18.	 Kate Bronfenbrenner, “Uneasy Terrain: The Impact of Capital Mo-
bility on Workers, Wages and Union Organizing,” paper submitted 
to the U.S. Trade Deficit Review Commission. Cornell University 
School of Industrial and Labor Relations, September 2000. Avail-
able at: https://digitalcommons.ilr.cornell.edu/cgi/viewcontent.
cgi?referer=https://www.google.com/&httpsredir=1&article=1002&-
context=reports. 

19.	 Kate Bronfenbrenner, “Raw Power: Plant-Closing Threats and the 
Threat to Union Organizing,” Multinational Monitor, March 1997. 
Available at: https://digitalcommons.ilr.cornell.edu/cgi/viewcon-
tent.cgi?referer=&httpsredir=1&article=1021&amp;context=cbpubs.  

20.	 See, for a description of how globalization’s rules have amplified 
the negative effects on workers by reducing their bargaining pow-
er, Josh Bivens, “Adding Insult to Injury: How Bad Policy Decisions 
Have Amplified Globalization’s Costs for American Workers,” 
Economic Policy Institute Report, July 11, 2017, at 6-7. Available at: 
https://www.epi.org/files/pdf/130569.pdf.  

21.	 Laura Huizar and Tsedeye Gebreselassie, “What a $15 Minimum 
Wage Means for Women and Workers of Color,” National Em-
ployment Law Project Policy Brief, Dec. 2016. Available at: https://
s27147.pcdn.co/wp-content/uploads/Policy-Brief-15-Minimum-
Wage-Women-Workers-of-Color.pdf.

22.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Current Population Survey, “Table 
3: Median Usual Weekly Earnings of Full-time Wage and Salary 
Workers by Age, Race, Hispanic or Latino Ethnicity, and Sex,” 
Economic News Release, Oct. 16, 2018. Available at: https://www.
bls.gov/news.release/wkyeng.t03.htm. 

23.	 U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, “Historical 
Income Tables, Table P-38: Full-Time, Year-Round Workers by Me-

1.	 Robert L. Jackson, “Clinton Sees NAFTA Gains, Urges Foes to  
Dismiss Fears,” Los Angeles Times, Nov. 14, 1993. Available at: http://
articles.latimes.com/1993-11-14/news/mn-56962_1_american-work-
ers. 

2.	 President Carlos Salinas de Gortari, “Transcript of Commence-
ment Address by President Carlos Salinas de Gortari of Mexico,” 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) News Office, June 
1993, accessed Sept. 18, 2018. Available at: http://tech.mit.edu/V113/
N29/salinas.29n.html. 

3.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS), “Labor Force Characteris-
tics by Race and Ethnicity,” BLS Reports, Aug. 2018. Available at: 
https://www.bls.gov/opub/reports/race-and-ethnicity/2017/home.
htm. 

4.	 U.S. Census Bureau, 2017 American Community Survey 1-Year 
Estimates, “Selected Population Profile in the United States,” 
accessed Sept. 17, 2018. Available at: https://factfinder.census.gov. 

5.	 Pew Research Center, “How the U.S. Hispanic Population is 
Changing,” updated Sept. 18, 2017, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. Avail-
able at: http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/09/18/how-the-
u-s-hispanic-population-is-changing/.  Derived from tabulations 
of the U.S. Census Bureau’s 2015 American Community Survey. 
The 15 states with the largest Latino populations are California 
(26 percent), Texas (19 percent), Florida (9 percent), New York 
(6 percent), Illinois (4 percent), Arizona (4 percent), New Jersey 
(3 percent), 2 percent each for Colorado, New Mexico, Georgia, 
North Carolina, Washington and Pennsylvania and 1 percent each 
for Nevada and Massachusetts.

6.	 Public Citizen, Trade Adjustment Assistance Database, 2018, 
accessed Sept. 9, 2018. Available at: http://www.citizen.org/taada-
tabase. 

7.	 Robert Scott, “Broken Promises: NAFTA Cost U.S. Jobs and 
Reduced Wages,” Economic Policy Institute Economic Snapshot, 
Oct. 4, 2006. Available at: https://www.epi.org/publication/webfea-
tures_snapshots_20061004/. 

8.	 This includes all jobs certified during the NAFTA period, not only 
jobs certified as lost specifically to NAFTA.   

9.	 Public Citizen, Trade Adjustment Assistance Database, 2018, 
accessed Sept. 9, 2018. Available at: http://www.citizen.org/taada-
tabase.

10.	 Refugio Cuca Arietta and Rosa Breceda, oral history interview, 
2008. More information on La Mujer Obrera available at: http://
www.mujerobrera.org/. 

11.	 The U.S. trade deficit with NAFTA countries in apparel (HTS 61-
62) increased from $793 million to $7.6 billion in the year before 
NAFTA was signed to 2000, adjusted for inflation. The U.S. trade 
deficit with NAFTA countries in furniture (HTS 94) increased 
from $454 million in the year before NAFTA was signed to $5.3 
billion in 2000, adjusted for inflation. U.S. International Trade 
Commission, “Interactive Tariff and Trade DataWeb,” accessed 
Sept. 12, 2018. Available at: http://dataweb.usitc.gov/.

12.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Current Population Survey, Table 
18, “Employed Persons by Detailed Industry, Sex, Race, and His-
panic Origin,” 1995 and 2017, U.S. Department of Labor, accessed 

https://www.bls.gov/cps/cpsaat18.htm
https://www.bls.gov/cps/aa1995/aat18.txt
http://IMDiversity.com
https://www.bls.gov/cps/cpsaat18.htm
https://www.bls.gov/cps/cpsaat18.htm
https://www.bls.gov/cps/aa1995/aat18.txt
https://www.bls.gov/news.release/disp.t01.htm
https://www.bls.gov/news.release/disp.t01.htm
https://www.bls.gov/opub/ted/2017/unemployment-rate-and-employment-population-ratio-vary-by-race-and-ethnicity.htm
https://www.bls.gov/opub/ted/2017/unemployment-rate-and-employment-population-ratio-vary-by-race-and-ethnicity.htm
https://www.bls.gov/opub/ted/2017/unemployment-rate-and-employment-population-ratio-vary-by-race-and-ethnicity.htm
https://www.bls.gov/opub/mlr/2016/article/underemployment-among-hispanics.htm
https://www.bls.gov/opub/mlr/2016/article/underemployment-among-hispanics.htm
https://digitalcommons.ilr.cornell.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?referer=https
https://digitalcommons.ilr.cornell.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?referer=https
http://www.google.com/&httpsredir=1&article=1002&context=reports
http://www.google.com/&httpsredir=1&article=1002&context=reports
https://digitalcommons.ilr.cornell.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?referer=&httpsredir=1&article=1021&amp;context=cbpubs
https://digitalcommons.ilr.cornell.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?referer=&httpsredir=1&article=1021&amp;context=cbpubs
https://www.epi.org/files/pdf/130569.pdf
https://s27147.pcdn.co/wp-content/uploads/Policy-Brief-15-Minimum-Wage-Women-Workers-of-Color.pdf
https://s27147.pcdn.co/wp-content/uploads/Policy-Brief-15-Minimum-Wage-Women-Workers-of-Color.pdf
https://s27147.pcdn.co/wp-content/uploads/Policy-Brief-15-Minimum-Wage-Women-Workers-of-Color.pdf
https://www.bls.gov/news.release/wkyeng.t03.htm
https://www.bls.gov/news.release/wkyeng.t03.htm
http://articles.latimes.com/1993-11-14/news/mn-56962_1_american-workers
http://articles.latimes.com/1993-11-14/news/mn-56962_1_american-workers
http://articles.latimes.com/1993-11-14/news/mn-56962_1_american-workers
http://tech.mit.edu/V113/N29/salinas.29n.html
http://tech.mit.edu/V113/N29/salinas.29n.html
https://www.bls.gov/opub/reports/race-and-ethnicity/2017/home.htm
https://www.bls.gov/opub/reports/race-and-ethnicity/2017/home.htm
https://factfinder.census.gov
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/09/18/how-the-u-s-hispanic-population-is-changing/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/09/18/how-the-u-s-hispanic-population-is-changing/
http://www.citizen.org/taadatabase
http://www.citizen.org/taadatabase
https://www.epi.org/publication/webfeatures_snapshots_20061004/
https://www.epi.org/publication/webfeatures_snapshots_20061004/
http://www.citizen.org/taadatabase
http://www.citizen.org/taadatabase
http://www.mujerobrera.org/
http://www.mujerobrera.org/
http://dataweb.usitc.gov/


18

dian Earnings and Sex,” dated August 28, 2018, accessed Oct. 19, 
2018. Available at: https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/
demo/income-poverty/historical-income-people.html.  This figure 
is unadjusted for factors like education, experience and location. 

24.	 Marie Mora and Alberto Dávila, “The Hispanic–White Wage Gap 
Has Remained Wide and Relatively Steady,” Figure G, Eco-
nomic Policy Institute Report, July 2, 2018. Available at: https://
www.epi.org/publication/the-hispanic-white-wage-gap-has-re-
mained-wide-and-relatively-steady-examining-hispan-
ic-white-gaps-in-wages-unemployment-labor-force-participation-
-and-education-by-gender-immigrant/. 

25.	 AFL-CIO, “Death on the Job: The Toll of Neglect,” AFL-CIO 
report, April 2018, at 2. Available at: https://aflcio.org/sites/default/
files/2018-04/DOTJ2018nb.pdf. 

26.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Union Members Summary, “Table 
1: Union affiliation of employed wage and salary workers by 
selected characteristics,” U.S. Department of Labor, Jan. 19, 2018. 
Available at: https://www.bls.gov/news.release/union2.nr0.htm.

27.	 John Schmitt, “Unions and Upward Mobility for Latino Workers,” 
Center for Economic and Policy Research, Sept. 2008. Available 
at: http://cepr.net/documents/publications/latino_union_2008_09.
pdf.    

28.	 Robert Scott, “Trading Away the Manufacturing Advantage,” Eco-
nomic Policy Institute Briefing Paper 367, Sept. 30, 2013. Available 
at: https://www.epi.org/publication/trading-manufacturing-advan-
tage-china-trade/. 

29.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Current Employment Statistics 
survey, series ID CES3000000001, manufacturing industry, U.S. 
Department of Labor, extracted Feb. 6, 2018. Available at: http://
www.bls.gov/ces/. 

30.	 Robert Scott, “Growth in U.S.–China Trade Deficit Between 2001 
and 2015 Cost 3.4 Million Jobs,” Economic Policy Institute, Jan. 31, 
2017. Available at: http://www.epi.org/publication/growth-in-u-s-
china-trade-deficit-between-2001-and-2015-cost-3-4-million-jobs-
heres-how-to-rebalance-trade-and-rebuild-american-manufactur-
ing/. 

31.	 Avraham Ebenstein, Ann Harrison and Margaret McMillan, “Why 
Are American Workers Getting Poorer? China, Trade and Off-
shoring,” National Bureau of Economic Research, Working Paper 
21027, March 2015, at Abstract. Available at: http://www.nber.org/
papers/w21027.pdf.    

32.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, “Displaced Workers Summary,” 
Table 7, U.S. Department of Labor, Aug. 28, 2018. Available at: 
https://www.bls.gov/news.release/disp.t07.htm. 

33.	 U.S. Census Bureau, “Table 1: Educational Attainment of the Pop-
ulation 18 Years and Over, by Age, Sex, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 
2017,” accessed Sept. 17, 2018. Available at: https://www.census.gov/
data/tables/2017/demo/education-attainment/cps-detailed-tables.
html.  U.S. Census Bureau, “Educational Attainment in the United 
States: Table 2. Educational Attainment of the Population 25 Years 
and Over, by Selected Characteristics: 2012,” 2013.

34.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, “Industries by Supersector and 
NAICS Code,” U.S. Department of Labor, accessed Feb. 8, 2018. 
Available at: https://www.bls.gov/iag/tgs/iag_index_naics.htm. 

35.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Current Population Survey, “Table 
18: Employed Persons by Detailed Industry, Sex, Race, and His-
panic Origin,” U.S. Department of Labor, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. 

Available at https://www.bls.gov/cps/cpsaat18.htm.

36.	 Bureau of Labor Statistics, Current Employment Statistics survey, 
series ID CEU7072000003, accommodation and food services 
industry, extracted Sept. 11, 2018. Available at: http://www.bls.gov/
ces/. The annual average hour wage for workers in this sector has 
only increased six percent, from $13.70 to $14.50, in today’s dollars 
since 2007.   

37.	 Dan Meckstroth, “How Important Is U.S. Manufacturing Today?,” 
Manufacturers Alliance for Productivity and Innovation (MAPI) 
Foundation, Sept. 13, 2016. Available at: https://www.mapi.net/
forecasts-data/how-important-us-manufacturing-today. 

38.	 Research shows that a broader manufacturing base contributes to 
a wider local tax base and offering of social services. Henri Capron 
and Olivier Debande, “The Role of the Manufacturing Base in the 
Development of Private and Public Services,” Regional Studies, 
31:7, October 1997, at 681. Available at: https://www.tandfonline.
com/doi/abs/10.1080/00343409750130768.  With the loss of man-
ufacturing, tax revenue that could have expanded social services 
or funded local infrastructure projects is eliminated, which has 
resulted in the virtual collapse of some local governments in areas 
hardest hit. Robert Forrant, “Greater Springfield Deindustrializa-
tion: Staggering Job Loss, A Shrinking Revenue Base, and Grinding 
Decline,” Speaker Presentation, April 2005. 

39.	 Ahiza Garcia, “Only 9 Hispanic CEOs at Top 500 Companies,” 
CNN Money, Sept. 9, 2015. Available at: https://money.cnn.
com/2015/09/09/news/hispanic-ceo-fortune-500-companies/index.
html. 

40.	 U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Current Population Survey, “Table 
18: Employed Persons by Detailed Industry, Sex, Race, and His-
panic Origin,” U.S. Department of Labor, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. 
Available at https://www.bls.gov/cps/cpsaat18.htm.

41.	 Thomas Piketty and Emmanuel Saez, “The Evolution of Top 
Incomes: A Historical and International Perspective,” National 
Bureau of Economic Research, Paper 11955, January 2006, numbers 
updated through 2015 (latest available) in a January 2018 extract. 
Available at: http://www.econ.berkeley.edu/~saez/.     

42.	 In 2012 (the latest estimate available), the top 0.1 percent of 
families (roughly 160,000 families) held 22 percent of total wealth 
(including capital gains) compared to 23 percent for the bottom 
90 percent. This is compared to 12 percent and 33 percent when 
NAFTA was enacted in 1994. Gabriel Zucman and Emmanuel Saez, 
“Wealth Inequality in the United States since 1913: Evidence from 
Capitalized Income Tax Data,” Quarterly Journal of Economics, 
131:2, 2016. See DataFig1-6-7b in “Main Data” file. Available at: 
http://gabriel-zucman.eu/uswealth/. 

43.	 World Bank, “World Development Indicators,” accessed Jan. 15, 
2013”. Available at: http://databank.worldbank.org 

44.	 Mark Weisbrot, Lara Merling, Vitor Mello, Stephan Lefebvre, and 
Joseph Sammut, “Did NAFTA Help Mexico? An Update After 23 
Years,” Center for Economic and Policy Research Paper, March 
2017. Available at: http://cepr.net/publications/reports/did-nafta-
help-mexico-an-update-after-23-years. 

45.	 Christopher Woody, “One Jarring Stat Reveals Just How Vast 
Mexico’s Wealth Gap Has Become,” Business Insider, Aug. 7, 2015. 
Available at: https://www.businessinsider.com/carlos-slim-and-
mexicos-wealth-gap-2015-8. 

46.	 See Kevin Hanson., “Telecommunications Privatization in Mexico,” 
Sigma: Journal of Political and International Studies 15:2, at 7. 

https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/income-poverty/historical-income-people.html
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/income-poverty/historical-income-people.html
https://www.epi.org/publication/the-hispanic-white-wage-gap-has-remained-wide-and-relatively-steady-examining-hispanic-white-gaps-in-wages-unemployment-labor-force-participation-and-education-by-gender-immigrant/
https://www.epi.org/publication/the-hispanic-white-wage-gap-has-remained-wide-and-relatively-steady-examining-hispanic-white-gaps-in-wages-unemployment-labor-force-participation-and-education-by-gender-immigrant/
https://www.epi.org/publication/the-hispanic-white-wage-gap-has-remained-wide-and-relatively-steady-examining-hispanic-white-gaps-in-wages-unemployment-labor-force-participation-and-education-by-gender-immigrant/
https://www.epi.org/publication/the-hispanic-white-wage-gap-has-remained-wide-and-relatively-steady-examining-hispanic-white-gaps-in-wages-unemployment-labor-force-participation-and-education-by-gender-immigrant/
https://www.epi.org/publication/the-hispanic-white-wage-gap-has-remained-wide-and-relatively-steady-examining-hispanic-white-gaps-in-wages-unemployment-labor-force-participation-and-education-by-gender-immigrant/
https://aflcio.org/sites/default/files/2018-04/DOTJ2018nb.pdf
https://aflcio.org/sites/default/files/2018-04/DOTJ2018nb.pdf
https://www.bls.gov/news.release/union2.nr0.htm
http://cepr.net/documents/publications/latino_union_2008_09.pdf
http://cepr.net/documents/publications/latino_union_2008_09.pdf
https://www.epi.org/publication/trading-manufacturing-advantage-china-trade/
https://www.epi.org/publication/trading-manufacturing-advantage-china-trade/
http://www.bls.gov/ces/
http://www.bls.gov/ces/
http://www.epi.org/publication/growth-in-u-s-china-trade-deficit-between-2001-and-2015-cost-3-4-million-jobs-heres-how-to-rebalance-trade-and-rebuild-american-manufacturing/
http://www.epi.org/publication/growth-in-u-s-china-trade-deficit-between-2001-and-2015-cost-3-4-million-jobs-heres-how-to-rebalance-trade-and-rebuild-american-manufacturing/
http://www.epi.org/publication/growth-in-u-s-china-trade-deficit-between-2001-and-2015-cost-3-4-million-jobs-heres-how-to-rebalance-trade-and-rebuild-american-manufacturing/
http://www.epi.org/publication/growth-in-u-s-china-trade-deficit-between-2001-and-2015-cost-3-4-million-jobs-heres-how-to-rebalance-trade-and-rebuild-american-manufacturing/
http://www.nber.org/papers/w21027.pdf
http://www.nber.org/papers/w21027.pdf
https://www.bls.gov/news.release/disp.t07.htm
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/2017/demo/education-attainment/cps-detailed-tables.html
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/2017/demo/education-attainment/cps-detailed-tables.html
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/2017/demo/education-attainment/cps-detailed-tables.html
https://www.bls.gov/iag/tgs/iag_index_naics.htm
https://www.bls.gov/cps/cpsaat18.htm
http://www.bls.gov/ces/
http://www.bls.gov/ces/
https://www.mapi.net/forecasts-data/how-important-us-manufacturing-today
https://www.mapi.net/forecasts-data/how-important-us-manufacturing-today
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00343409750130768
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00343409750130768
https://money.cnn.com/2015/09/09/news/hispanic-ceo-fortune-500-companies/index.html
https://money.cnn.com/2015/09/09/news/hispanic-ceo-fortune-500-companies/index.html
https://money.cnn.com/2015/09/09/news/hispanic-ceo-fortune-500-companies/index.html
https://www.bls.gov/cps/cpsaat18.htm
http://www.econ.berkeley.edu/~saez/
http://gabriel-zucman.eu/uswealth/
http://databank.worldbank.org
http://cepr.net/publications/reports/did-nafta-help-mexico-an-update-after-23-years
http://cepr.net/publications/reports/did-nafta-help-mexico-an-update-after-23-years
https://www.businessinsider.com/carlos-slim-and-mexicos-wealth-gap-2015-8
https://www.businessinsider.com/carlos-slim-and-mexicos-wealth-gap-2015-8


19

Hanson writes: “The crowning accomplishment of this recovery 
was the 1989 admission of Mexico into NAFTA negotiations with 
the U.S. and Canada, a step widely seen as both confirming and 
consolidating the enacted measures.”

47.	 Jesse Emspak, “How Carlos Slim Built His Fortune,” Investopedia, 
updated Dec. 26, 2017, accessed Sept. 12, 2018. Available at: https://
www.investopedia.com/articles/investing/103114/how-carlos-slim-
built-his-fortune.asp. 

48.	 Communications Workers of America, “People of Color Beware: 
Your Jobs, Wages, and Health are at Risk,” Department of Re-
search. Factsheet, Dec. 2014. Available at: http://files.cwa-union.
org/national/issues/PolicyIssues/Trade/TPP_Fact_Sheets_11_19_
and_on/December-2014-fact-sheets/21041210cwapeopleofcolor.
pdf .

49.	 Gould, Elise and David Cooper, “Financial Security of Elderly 
Americans at Risk: Proposed Changes to Social Security and 
Medicare Could Make a Majority of Seniors ‘Economically Vulner-
able.’” Economic Policy Institute Briefing Paper 362, June 6, 2013. 
Available at: www.epi.org/publication/economic-security-elder-
ly-americans-risk/. 

50.	 International Labour Organization, “Employment in agriculture 
(% of total employment) (modeled ILO estimate),” ILOSTAT 
database, updated Nov. 2017, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. Available at: 
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SL.AGR.EMPL.ZS 

51.	 Timothy Wise, “Agricultural Dumping Under NAFTA: Estimating 
the Costs of U.S. Agricultural Policies to Mexican Producers,” 
Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars, 2010, at 3. 
Available at: http://www.ase.tufts.edu/gdae/Pubs/rp/AgricDumping-
WoodrowWilsonCenter.pdf.  

52.	 Timothy Wise, “Reforming NAFTA’s Agricultural Provisions,” 
in The Future of North American Trade Policy: Lessons from 
NAFTA, Boston University Pardee Center Task Force Report, at 
35. Available at: http://www.bu.edu/pardee/files/2009/11/Pardee-Re-
port-NAFTA.pdf. 

53.	 Gisele Henriques and Raj Patel, “NAFTA, Corn, and Mexico’s Agri-
cultural Trade Liberalization,” Interhemispheric Resource Center, 
February 13, 2004, at 6. Available at: https://is.cuni.cz/studium/
predmety/index.php?do=download&did=113952&kod=JMM591. 

54.	 Ibid.

55.	 Sophia Murphy and Karen Hansen-Kuhn, “Counting the Costs of 
Agricultural Dumping,” Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy 
Report, June 2017. Available at: https://www.iatp.org/documents/
counting-costs-agricultural-dumping.  

56.	 Collected by La Asociación Nacional de Empresas Comercial-
izadoras de Productores del Campo (ANEC). Available at: http://
www.anec.org.mx/.  

57.	 Carlos Salas, “Between Unemployment and Insecurity in Mexico: 
NAFTA Enters Its Second Decade,” in Robert E. Scott, Carlos 
Salas, and Bruce Campbell, “Revisiting NAFTA: Still Not Working 
for North America’s Workers,” Economic Policy Institute, Briefing 
Paper 173, September 28, 2006. Available at: http://s2.epi.org/files/
page/-/old/briefingpapers/173/bp173.pdf.

58.	 International Labour Organization, “Employment by Sector -- 
ILO Modelled Estimates,” ILOSTAT database, updated May 2018, 
accessed Sept. 11, 2018. Available at: https://www.ilo.org/ilostat/. 

59.	 Enrique Dussel Peters and Kevin Gallagher, “NAFTA’s Uninvited 
Guest: China and the Disintegration of North American Trade,” 

Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean 
Review 110, Aug. 2013. Available at: https://www.cepal.org/en/
publications/37000-naftas-uninvited-guest-china-and-disin-
tegration-north-american-trade.     

60.	 Enrique Dussel Peters and Kevin Gallagher, “How China Crashed 
the NAFTA Party,” The Guardian, Jan. 2, 2014. Available at https://
www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2014/
jan/02/china-crashed-nafta-party-free-trade. The writers refer to 
World Bank data on growth in gross national income per capita 
in constant local currency, which grew 1.63 percent annually from 
1994 to 2000 and 0.62 percent annually from 2001 to 2017. World 
Bank, World Development Indicators, series ID NY.GDP.PCAP.
KD.ZG, accessed Nov. 30, 2018. Available at: https://data.world-
bank.org/indicator/NY.GDP.PCAP.KD.ZG. 

61.	 See Bernard Swiecki and Debbie Maranger Menk, “The Growing 
Role of Mexico in the North American Automotive Industry: 
Trends, Drivers and Forecasts,” Center for Automotive Research, 
July 2016. Available at: http://www.cargroup.org/wp-content/up-
loads/2017/02/The-Growing-Role-of-Mexico-in-the-North-Ameri-
can-Automotive-Industry-Trends-Drivers-and-Forecasts.pdf. 

62.	 John Otis, “How Mexico’s Pro-Industry Unions Undermine 
Workers’ Rights,” Agence France-Presse, March 21, 2012. Available 
at: https://www.pri.org/stories/2012-03-21/how-mexicos-pro-indus-
try-unions-undermine-workers-rights. 

63.	 Carlos Salas, “Between Unemployment and Insecurity in Mexico: 
NAFTA Enters Its Second Decade,” in Robert E. Scott, Carlos 
Salas, and Bruce Campbell, “Revisiting NAFTA: Still Not Working 
for North America’s Workers,” Economic Policy Institute, Briefing 
Paper 173, September 28, 2006. Available at: http://s2.epi.org/files/
page/-/old/briefingpapers/173/bp173.pdf.

64.	 Mexico data: The Conference Board, International Comparisons 
of Hourly Compensation Costs in Manufacturing and Sub-Manu-
facturing Industries, 2016, “Table 1: Hourly Compensation Costs, 
in U.S. Dollars 1996-2015.” Available at: https://www.confer-
ence-board.org/ilcprogram/.  China data: U.S. Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics, International Labor Comparisons, “Table 2. Average Hourly 
Compensation Costs of Manufacturing Employees in China, U.S. 
Dollars, 2002-2009,” U.S. Department of Labor, updated June 7, 
2013, accessed Sept. 17, 2018. Available at: https://www.bls.gov/fls/
china.htm.

65.	 Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, “Real 
Minimum Wage,” OECDStat, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. Available at: 
https://stats.oecd.org/ 

66.	 Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, “Min-
imum Wage Relative to Average [or Median] Wages of Full-Time 
Workers,” OECDStat, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. Available at: https://
stats.oecd.org/

67.	 Mark Stevenson, “In Mexico, $2-Per-Hour Workers Make $40,000 
SUVs,” Associated Press, Sept. 25, 2017. Available at: https://www.
apnews.com/a98664091478482e90b739766a1c5857. 

68.	 Mark Stevenson, “Mexico-US Trade Deal Unlikely to Boost Low 
Mexican Wages,” Associated Press, Aug. 30, 2018. Available at: 
https://www.apnews.com/fff256b89fc24e3faee97a5b05f3cca3.   

69.	 Lawrence Mishel, Elise Gould and Josh Bivens, “Wage Stagnation 
in Nine Charts,” Economic Policy Institute, Jan. 6, 2015.  Available 
at: https://www.epi.org/publication/charting-wage-stagnation/. 

70.	 Mark Gruenberg, “North American Unions Unite to Fight for a 
Pro-Worker NAFTA,” United Steelworkers Blog Post, dated Oct. 

https://www.investopedia.com/articles/investing/103114/how-carlos-slim-built-his-fortune.asp
https://www.investopedia.com/articles/investing/103114/how-carlos-slim-built-his-fortune.asp
https://www.investopedia.com/articles/investing/103114/how-carlos-slim-built-his-fortune.asp
http://files.cwa-union.org/national/issues/PolicyIssues/Trade/TPP_Fact_Sheets_11_19_and_on/December-2014-fact-sheets/21041210cwapeopleofcolor.pdf
http://files.cwa-union.org/national/issues/PolicyIssues/Trade/TPP_Fact_Sheets_11_19_and_on/December-2014-fact-sheets/21041210cwapeopleofcolor.pdf
http://files.cwa-union.org/national/issues/PolicyIssues/Trade/TPP_Fact_Sheets_11_19_and_on/December-2014-fact-sheets/21041210cwapeopleofcolor.pdf
http://files.cwa-union.org/national/issues/PolicyIssues/Trade/TPP_Fact_Sheets_11_19_and_on/December-2014-fact-sheets/21041210cwapeopleofcolor.pdf
http://www.epi.org/publication/economic-security-elderly-americans-risk/
http://www.epi.org/publication/economic-security-elderly-americans-risk/
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SL.AGR.EMPL.ZS
http://www.ase.tufts.edu/gdae/Pubs/rp/AgricDumpingWoodrowWilsonCenter.pdf
http://www.ase.tufts.edu/gdae/Pubs/rp/AgricDumpingWoodrowWilsonCenter.pdf
http://www.bu.edu/pardee/files/2009/11/Pardee-Report-NAFTA.pdf
http://www.bu.edu/pardee/files/2009/11/Pardee-Report-NAFTA.pdf
https://is.cuni.cz/studium/predmety/index.php?do=download&did=113952&kod=JMM591
https://is.cuni.cz/studium/predmety/index.php?do=download&did=113952&kod=JMM591
https://www.iatp.org/documents/counting-costs-agricultural-dumping
https://www.iatp.org/documents/counting-costs-agricultural-dumping
http://www.anec.org.mx/
http://www.anec.org.mx/
http://s2.epi.org/files/page/-/old/briefingpapers/173/bp173.pdf
http://s2.epi.org/files/page/-/old/briefingpapers/173/bp173.pdf
https://www.ilo.org/ilostat/
https://www.cepal.org/en/publications/37000-naftas-uninvited-guest-china-and-disintegration-north-american-trade
https://www.cepal.org/en/publications/37000-naftas-uninvited-guest-china-and-disintegration-north-american-trade
https://www.cepal.org/en/publications/37000-naftas-uninvited-guest-china-and-disintegration-north-american-trade
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2014/jan/02/china-crashed-nafta-party-free-trade
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2014/jan/02/china-crashed-nafta-party-free-trade
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2014/jan/02/china-crashed-nafta-party-free-trade
http://NY.GDP.PCAP.KD.ZG
http://NY.GDP.PCAP.KD.ZG
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/NY.GDP.PCAP.KD.ZG
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/NY.GDP.PCAP.KD.ZG
http://www.cargroup.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/The-Growing-Role-of-Mexico-in-the-North-American-Automotive-Industry-Trends-Drivers-and-Forecasts.pdf
http://www.cargroup.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/The-Growing-Role-of-Mexico-in-the-North-American-Automotive-Industry-Trends-Drivers-and-Forecasts.pdf
http://www.cargroup.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/The-Growing-Role-of-Mexico-in-the-North-American-Automotive-Industry-Trends-Drivers-and-Forecasts.pdf
https://www.pri.org/stories/2012-03-21/how-mexicos-pro-industry-unions-undermine-workers-rights
https://www.pri.org/stories/2012-03-21/how-mexicos-pro-industry-unions-undermine-workers-rights
http://s2.epi.org/files/page/-/old/briefingpapers/173/bp173.pdf
http://s2.epi.org/files/page/-/old/briefingpapers/173/bp173.pdf
https://www.conference-board.org/ilcprogram/
https://www.conference-board.org/ilcprogram/
https://www.bls.gov/fls/china.htm
https://www.bls.gov/fls/china.htm
https://stats.oecd.org/
https://stats.oecd.org/
https://stats.oecd.org/
https://www.apnews.com/a98664091478482e90b739766a1c5857
https://www.apnews.com/a98664091478482e90b739766a1c5857
https://www.apnews.com/fff256b89fc24e3faee97a5b05f3cca3
https://www.epi.org/publication/charting-wage-stagnation/


20

20, 2017, accessed Sept. 18, 2017. Available at: https://www.usw.org/
blog/2017/north-american-unions-unite-to-fight-for-a-pro-worker-
nafta. 

71.	 Mark Stevenson, “Mexico-US Trade Deal Unlikely to Boost Low 
Mexican Wages,” Associated Press, Aug. 30, 2018. Available at: 
https://www.apnews.com/fff256b89fc24e3faee97a5b05f3cca3.   

72.	 IndustriALL Union, “Workers Fired by Goodyear Mexico Continue 
Their Fight,” Sept. 26, 2018. Available at: http://www.industri-
all-union.org/workers-fired-by-goodyear-mexico-continue-their-
fight.  

73.	 Rep. Sander Levin, “A North American Road to the Middle Class,” 
The Hill, Sept. 29, 2018. Available at: https://thehill.com/blogs/
congress-blog/labor/409007-a-north-american-road-to-the-mid-
dle-class. 

74.	 Pan Kwan Yuk, “Want Cheap Labour? Head to Mexico, not China,” 
Financial Times, Jan. 14, 2016. Available at: https://www.ft.com/con-
tent/bddc8121-a7a0-3788-a74c-cd2b49cd3230. 

75.	 Mark Weisbrot, “NAFTA: 20 Years of Regret for Mexico,” The 
Guardian, Available at: https://www.theguardian.com/commentis-
free/2014/jan/04/nafta-20-years-mexico-regret. 

76.	 The World Bank, “Rural Poverty Headcount Ratio at National Pov-
erty Lines (% of Rural Population),” World Bank World Develop-
ment Indicators, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. Available at: https://data.
worldbank.org/indicator/SI.POV.RUHC?view=chart. 

77.	 International Monetary Fund, “Gross Domestic Product Per 
Capita, Constant Prices,” World Economic Outlook, April 2018. 
Available at: https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/weo/2018/01/
weodata/index.aspx

78.	 Mark Weisbrot, Lara Merling, Vitor Mello, Stephan Lefebvre, and 
Joseph Sammut, “Did NAFTA Help Mexico? An Update After 23 
Years,” Center for Economic and Policy Research Paper, March 
2017. Available at: http://cepr.net/publications/reports/did-nafta-
help-mexico-an-update-after-23-years.

79.	 Pew Research Center, “Hispanic Population Growth and Dis-
persion Across U.S. Counties, 1980-2014,” updated Sept. 6, 2018, 
accessed Sept. 12., 2018. Available at: http://www.pewhispanic.org/
interactives/hispanic-population-by-county/. 

80.	 Jose María Imaz, “NAFTA Damages Small Businesses,” El Barzón 
(Mexico City), January 1997.  

81.	 Between 2004 and 2011 alone, the U.S. exports of spent acid-lead 
batteries to Mexico increased 500 percent. NAFTA Commission 
for Environmental Cooperation. Secretariat of the Commission for 
Environment Cooperation, “Hazardous Trade? An Examination of 
U.S.-Generated Spent Lead-Acid Battery Exports and Secondary 
Lead Recycling in Canada, Mexico, and the United States,” April 
2013. Available at: http://www.cec.org/our-work/independent-re-
ports/hazardous-trade.  

82.	 William J. Clinton, “Remarks at the Signing Ceremony for the Sup-
plemental Agreements to the North American Free Trade Agree-
ment,” Sept. 14, 1993, accessed Sept. 7, 2018. Available at:  http://
www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=47070. President Clinton said, 
“There will be less illegal immigration because more Mexicans will 
be able to support their children by staying home.”

83.	 Ani Hadjian, “Salinas Speaks Out on Free Trade,” Fortune Maga-
zine, Dec. 8, 1992. Available at: http://archive.fortune.com/maga-
zines/fortune/fortune_archive/1992/12/28/77310/index.htm. 

84.	 Janet Reno, “Consider NAFTA a Border Control Tool,” Los Angeles 
Times, Oct. 22, 1993. Available at: http://articles.latimes.com/1993-
10-22/local/me-48356_1_illegal-immigrants. 

85.	 Jeffrey Passel, D’Vera Cohn, and Ana Gonzalez-Barrera, “Net 
Migration from Mexico Falls to Zero – and Perhaps Less,” Pew Re-
search Center: Hispanic Trends Project, April 23, 2012, Appendix 
Table 2, at 43. Available at: http://www.pewresearch.org/wp-con-
tent/uploads/sites/5/2012/04/PHC-Net-Migration-from-Mexico-
Falls-to-Zero.pdf.     

86.	 Ana Gonzalez-Barrera and Jens Manuel Krogstad, “What We 
Know about Illegal Immigration from Mexico,” Pew Research 
Center FactTank, updated March 2, 2017, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. 
Available at: http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/03/02/
what-we-know-about-illegal-immigration-from-mexico/. 

87.	 Jeffrey Passel and D’Vera Cohn, “U.S. Unauthorized Immigrant 
Total Dips to Lowest Level in a Decade,” Pew Research Center: 
Hispanic Trends Project, Nov. 27, 2018, at 8. Available at: http://
www.pewhispanic.org/2018/11/27/u-s-unauthorized-immigrant-to-
tal-dips-to-lowest-level-in-a-decade/.

88.	 Antonio Flores, “How the U.S. Hispanic Population is Chang-
ing,” Pew Research Center, updated Sept. 18, 2017, accessed 
Sept. 11, 2018. Available at: http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-
tank/2017/09/18/how-the-u-s-hispanic-population-is-changing/. 

89.	 Christine Stenglein, “Struggling to Hang on to 20K officers, 
Border Patrol Looks to Hire 5K More,” Brookings Institution 
Blog, July 7, 2017. Available at: https://www.brookings.edu/blog/
fixgov/2017/07/07/struggling-to-hang-on-to-20k-officers-border-
patrol-looks-to-hire-5k-more/. 

90.	 U.S. Customs and Border Protection, “U.S. Border Patrol Fiscal 
Year Southwest Border Sector Deaths (FY 1998 - FY 2017),” updat-
ed Dec. 12, 2017, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. Available at: https://www.
cbp.gov/sites/default/files/assets/documents/2017-Dec/BP%20
Southwest%20Border%20Sector%20Deaths%20FY1998%20-%20
FY2017.pdf. 

91.	 Jeffrey Passel and D’Vera Cohn, “U.S. Unauthorized Immigrant 
Total Dips to Lowest Level in a Decade,” Pew Research Center: 
Hispanic Trends Project, Nov. 27, 2018, at 6. Available at: http://
www.pewhispanic.org/2018/11/27/u-s-unauthorized-immigrant-to-
tal-dips-to-lowest-level-in-a-decade/. 

92.	 Kristen Bialik, “ICE Arrests Went Up in 2017, with Biggest Increas-
es in Florida, Northern Texas, Oklahoma,” Pew Research Center, 
updated Feb. 8, 2018, accessed Sept. 11, 2018. Available at: http://
www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2018/02/08/ice-arrests-went-up-
in-2017-with-biggest-increases-in-florida-northern-texas-oklaho-
ma/. 

93.	 Jeremy Raff, “‘The Separation Was So Long. My Son Has Changed 
So Much,’” The Atlantic, Sept. 7, 2018. Available at: https://www.
theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/09/trump-family-separa-
tion-children-border/569584/. 

94.	 “Key Facts About Unauthorized Immigrants Enrolled in 
DACA,” Pew Research Center, updated Sept. 25, 2017, accessed 
Sept. 20, 2018. Available at: http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-
tank/2017/09/25/key-facts-about-unauthorized-immigrants-en-
rolled-in-daca/.  

95.	 Dean DeChiaro and Camila DeChalus, “Border Wall Funds Elusive 
Without a Deal on ‘Dreamers,’” Roll Call, March 2, 2018. Available 
at: https://www.rollcall.com/news/politics/border-wall-funds-elu-
sive-without-deal-dreamers. 

https://www.usw.org/blog/2017/north-american-unions-unite-to-fight-for-a-pro-worker-nafta
https://www.usw.org/blog/2017/north-american-unions-unite-to-fight-for-a-pro-worker-nafta
https://www.usw.org/blog/2017/north-american-unions-unite-to-fight-for-a-pro-worker-nafta
https://www.apnews.com/fff256b89fc24e3faee97a5b05f3cca3
http://www.industriall-union.org/workers-fired-by-goodyear-mexico-continue-their-fight
http://www.industriall-union.org/workers-fired-by-goodyear-mexico-continue-their-fight
http://www.industriall-union.org/workers-fired-by-goodyear-mexico-continue-their-fight
https://thehill.com/blogs/congress-blog/labor/409007-a-north-american-road-to-the-middle-class
https://thehill.com/blogs/congress-blog/labor/409007-a-north-american-road-to-the-middle-class
https://thehill.com/blogs/congress-blog/labor/409007-a-north-american-road-to-the-middle-class
https://www.ft.com/content/bddc8121-a7a0-3788-a74c-cd2b49cd3230
https://www.ft.com/content/bddc8121-a7a0-3788-a74c-cd2b49cd3230
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2014/jan/04/nafta-20-years-mexico-regret
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2014/jan/04/nafta-20-years-mexico-regret
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SI.POV.RUHC?view=chart
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SI.POV.RUHC?view=chart
https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/weo/2018/01/weodata/index.aspx
https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/weo/2018/01/weodata/index.aspx
http://cepr.net/publications/reports/did-nafta-help-mexico-an-update-after-23-years
http://cepr.net/publications/reports/did-nafta-help-mexico-an-update-after-23-years
http://www.pewhispanic.org/interactives/hispanic-population-by-county/
http://www.pewhispanic.org/interactives/hispanic-population-by-county/
http://www.cec.org/our-work/independent-reports/hazardous-trade
http://www.cec.org/our-work/independent-reports/hazardous-trade
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=47070
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=47070
http://archive.fortune.com/magazines/fortune/fortune_archive/1992/12/28/77310/index.htm
http://archive.fortune.com/magazines/fortune/fortune_archive/1992/12/28/77310/index.htm
http://articles.latimes.com/1993-10-22/local/me-48356_1_illegal-immigrants
http://articles.latimes.com/1993-10-22/local/me-48356_1_illegal-immigrants
http://www.pewresearch.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/5/2012/04/PHC-Net-Migration-from-Mexico-Falls-to-Zero.pdf
http://www.pewresearch.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/5/2012/04/PHC-Net-Migration-from-Mexico-Falls-to-Zero.pdf
http://www.pewresearch.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/5/2012/04/PHC-Net-Migration-from-Mexico-Falls-to-Zero.pdf
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/03/02/what-we-know-about-illegal-immigration-from-mexico/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/03/02/what-we-know-about-illegal-immigration-from-mexico/
http://www.pewhispanic.org/2018/11/27/u-s-unauthorized-immigrant-total-dips-to-lowest-level-in-a-decade/
http://www.pewhispanic.org/2018/11/27/u-s-unauthorized-immigrant-total-dips-to-lowest-level-in-a-decade/
http://www.pewhispanic.org/2018/11/27/u-s-unauthorized-immigrant-total-dips-to-lowest-level-in-a-decade/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/09/18/how-the-u-s-hispanic-population-is-changing/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/09/18/how-the-u-s-hispanic-population-is-changing/
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/fixgov/2017/07/07/struggling-to-hang-on-to-20k-officers-border-patrol-looks-to-hire-5k-more/
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/fixgov/2017/07/07/struggling-to-hang-on-to-20k-officers-border-patrol-looks-to-hire-5k-more/
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/fixgov/2017/07/07/struggling-to-hang-on-to-20k-officers-border-patrol-looks-to-hire-5k-more/
https://www.cbp.gov/sites/default/files/assets/documents/2017-Dec/BP%20Southwest%20Border%20Sector%20Deaths%20FY1998%20-%20FY2017.pdf
https://www.cbp.gov/sites/default/files/assets/documents/2017-Dec/BP%20Southwest%20Border%20Sector%20Deaths%20FY1998%20-%20FY2017.pdf
https://www.cbp.gov/sites/default/files/assets/documents/2017-Dec/BP%20Southwest%20Border%20Sector%20Deaths%20FY1998%20-%20FY2017.pdf
https://www.cbp.gov/sites/default/files/assets/documents/2017-Dec/BP%20Southwest%20Border%20Sector%20Deaths%20FY1998%20-%20FY2017.pdf
http://www.pewhispanic.org/2018/11/27/u-s-unauthorized-immigrant-total-dips-to-lowest-level-in-a-decade/
http://www.pewhispanic.org/2018/11/27/u-s-unauthorized-immigrant-total-dips-to-lowest-level-in-a-decade/
http://www.pewhispanic.org/2018/11/27/u-s-unauthorized-immigrant-total-dips-to-lowest-level-in-a-decade/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2018/02/08/ice-arrests-went-up-in-2017-with-biggest-increases-in-florida-northern-texas-oklahoma/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2018/02/08/ice-arrests-went-up-in-2017-with-biggest-increases-in-florida-northern-texas-oklahoma/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2018/02/08/ice-arrests-went-up-in-2017-with-biggest-increases-in-florida-northern-texas-oklahoma/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2018/02/08/ice-arrests-went-up-in-2017-with-biggest-increases-in-florida-northern-texas-oklahoma/
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/09/trump-family-separation-children-border/569584/
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/09/trump-family-separation-children-border/569584/
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/09/trump-family-separation-children-border/569584/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/09/25/key-facts-about-unauthorized-immigrants-enrolled-in-daca/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/09/25/key-facts-about-unauthorized-immigrants-enrolled-in-daca/
http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/09/25/key-facts-about-unauthorized-immigrants-enrolled-in-daca/
https://www.rollcall.com/news/politics/border-wall-funds-elusive-without-deal-dreamers
https://www.rollcall.com/news/politics/border-wall-funds-elusive-without-deal-dreamers


21

96.	 Helena Bottemiller Evich, “Immigrants, Fearing Trump Crack-
down, Drop Out of Nutrition Programs,” Politico, Sept. 4, 2018. 
Available at: https://www.politico.com/story/2018/09/03/immi-
grants-nutrition-food-trump-crackdown-806292. 

97.	 U.S. Department of Labor, “Findings from the National Agricul-
tural Workers Survey (NAWS) 2013-2014: A Demographic and Em-
ployment Profile of U.S. Farmworkers,” Research Report 12, Dec. 
2016. Available at: https://www.doleta.gov/naws/pages/research/
docs/NAWS_Research_Report_12.pdf. 

98.	 A vegetable growers association representative described the 
situation in the Florida tomato fields at Senate testimony in 
2008 as one in which workers were upwardly mobile. See Katrina 
vanden Heuvel, “Ending Slavery for Pennies,” The Nation, April 16, 
2008. Available at: https://www.thenation.com/article/ending-slav-
ery-pennies/. 

99.	 Centro de los Derechos del Migrante (CDM), “Petition on Labor 
Law Matters Arising in the United States Submitted to the Na-
tional Administrative Office of Mexico Under the North American 
Agreement on Labor Cooperation,” CDM Petition, July 15, 2016. 
Available at: http://cdmigrante.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/
NAALC-Petition-2016-English.pdf. 

100.	David Cooper and Teresa Kroeger, “Employers Steal Billions From 
Workers’ Paychecks Each Year,” Economic Policy Institute, May 
10, 2017. Available at: https://www.epi.org/files/pdf/125116.pdf.  

101.	 See Jared Bernstein and Lori Wallach, “New Rules of the Road: A 
Progressive Approach to Globalization,” 2016. Available at: https://
www.citizen.org/sites/default/files/new-rules-of-the-road.pdf. 

102.	 See Public Citizen, “How the New NAFTA Text Measures Against 
the Essential Changes We Have Demanded to Stop NAFTA’s On-
going Damage,” PC report, Oct. 2018. Available at: https://www.cit-
izen.org/sites/default/files/nafta-text-analysis.pdf.  For AFL-CIO’s 
take, see Celeste Drake, “A NAFTA Deal Should Create Jobs, Pro-
tect Our Environment and Safeguard Democracy,” AFL-CIO blog 
post, Oct. 1, 2018. Available at: https://aflcio.org/2018/10/1/nafta-
deal-should-create-jobs-protect-our-environment-and-safeguard-
democracy. See also, for a more detailed analysis of NAFTA 2.0 by 
labor unions, Labor Advisory Committee on Trade Negotiations 
and Trade Policy, “Report on the Impacts of the Renegotiated 
North American Free Trade Agreement,” Sept. 27, 2018. Available 
at: https://aflcio.org/sites/default/files/2018-09/LAC%20Report%20
NAFTA%20Final%20Final%20PDF.pdf  and addendum available 
at: https://ustr.gov/sites/default/files/files/agreements/FTA/Adviso-
ryCommitteeReports/Labor_Advisory_Committee_on_Trade_Ne-
gotiations_and_Trade_Policy_%28LAC%29_Addendum.pdf. 

https://www.politico.com/story/2018/09/03/immigrants-nutrition-food-trump-crackdown-806292
https://www.politico.com/story/2018/09/03/immigrants-nutrition-food-trump-crackdown-806292
https://www.doleta.gov/naws/pages/research/docs/NAWS_Research_Report_12.pdf
https://www.doleta.gov/naws/pages/research/docs/NAWS_Research_Report_12.pdf
https://www.thenation.com/article/ending-slavery-pennies/
https://www.thenation.com/article/ending-slavery-pennies/
http://cdmigrante.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/NAALC-Petition-2016-English.pdf
http://cdmigrante.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/NAALC-Petition-2016-English.pdf
https://www.epi.org/files/pdf/125116.pdf
https://www.citizen.org/sites/default/files/new-rules-of-the-road.pdf
https://www.citizen.org/sites/default/files/new-rules-of-the-road.pdf
https://www.citizen.org/sites/default/files/nafta-text-analysis.pdf
https://www.citizen.org/sites/default/files/nafta-text-analysis.pdf
https://aflcio.org/2018/10/1/nafta-deal-should-create-jobs-protect-our-environment-and-safeguard-democracy
https://aflcio.org/2018/10/1/nafta-deal-should-create-jobs-protect-our-environment-and-safeguard-democracy
https://aflcio.org/2018/10/1/nafta-deal-should-create-jobs-protect-our-environment-and-safeguard-democracy
https://aflcio.org/sites/default/files/2018-09/LAC%20Report%20NAFTA%20Final%20Final%20PDF.pdf
https://aflcio.org/sites/default/files/2018-09/LAC%20Report%20NAFTA%20Final%20Final%20PDF.pdf
https://ustr.gov/sites/default/files/files/agreements/FTA/AdvisoryCommitteeReports/Labor_Advisory_Committee_on_Trade_Negotiations_and_Trade_Policy_%28LAC%29_Addendum.pdf
https://ustr.gov/sites/default/files/files/agreements/FTA/AdvisoryCommitteeReports/Labor_Advisory_Committee_on_Trade_Negotiations_and_Trade_Policy_%28LAC%29_Addendum.pdf
https://ustr.gov/sites/default/files/files/agreements/FTA/AdvisoryCommitteeReports/Labor_Advisory_Committee_on_Trade_Negotiations_and_Trade_Policy_%28LAC%29_Addendum.pdf



