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NOVEMBER 4, 1993 

MEMOR"NI)UM FOR THE VICH PRESIDENT 

FROM: JIM KOHLENBERGIlR 

SUBJECT: NAFTA DEBATE BRIEFING 

Endosed is a preliminary NAFT:\ debatc"briefing book. r know its a lot but I wanted 
to get you something early. Tomorrow night we will give you 11 more focused debate briefing 
book with specifIC Perot arguments and responses along with an outline of overall goals and 
strategy, Also, t will have a copy Qrthe actual NAFTA agreement for you to thumb through 
tomorrow. Perot always says the devil is in Ihe details. 11 wtll be helpful if you can say 
you've read the agreement. 

This book (:onl"ius: 

Prin~:pal NAFTA provISIons 


ClintuH Adrnllllstnn:OIl St:ttemcnt 

Suppklm:J\!,;; on Labor 

Supplemental on the Envi,olll1lCIll 

Imrerl surges 

N:\FTA Q&A 

KAFTA editorials 

NAFTA -- with or without it 

Jobs 

EnvironmClll 

i'aIJonal Security 

US t:ars & IfUcks 

Agricult'lre 


1\;(01 

Top 20 Pcr0t r--;Al TA 7l11;umcn!s (myths) 
Kantli!'s Pfi,;SS m!e;ls:,:: 

.107 l1H:Hr\llhs In !'CfOI'~, NI-\FTA hqok 
I'cro:'s NiH /'/\ book- its quick I'eading and wd! give you :.J S¢tcsv- or 

'wlwf'c·h<.: is comIng from. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR TilE VICE PRESIDENT 

FROM: JIM KOHLENIlERGER 

SUnJECT: PEROT DEBATE BRIEFING BOOK 

This briefing book givc-S' yOll extensive background on Perot lind the arguments h~ 
makes. TOUlQrrQW afternoon I ...vitl send Y9lud'inal bri~jI@ book hiying out Objectives, 
strategy, major themes as we!! as Ilolished responses. In nddition to tbis briefing book, 1 am 
sending along a copy of Perot's lalcst paid .30 minute add on NAFTA. We ShOidd have mom 
videos tomorrow. 

Tbis book is divided into four parts. 1) Perot's arguments, background and 
weaknesses, 2) several critical analyses of Perot's book. 3) Perot's rbetoric ~w transcripts from 
recent Perot speeches and appcarrulcc, and 4) furtber background 01: lhree key Nan;] I$SU0j.·· 
jobs, the environment, and ~cchnQlogy (by Reed Hundt) The lust tab in the book has an op~ 
cd and speech from Senator Bradley per your conversation with him carJicL 

This book is divided .s follows: 

!'~:ROT AHG[JMEN'I~ 

General Perot Themes 

Respo;lses to Perot 

Perot's SOlJadbites 

Alliance Airport 

Perot's motives 

P'.!roi's h;;.i1cry 

Perui'::; incollsislc:ncics 

Perot stereotypes 


I'EHO'I"S BOOK 

P n:S$ rcsponse 

Herilagc: Foundation response 

Baucus response 

Hudson l:Jstiwte (CSPO!lSC 


RECENT I'~:ROT HIiKroRIC 

Larry King Live 

Melt-down on Meet the Press 

Tran.scriJ)! of accompal1ying pard ad : 

Testimony be-foHl House' Small Business 


, :: .' 



Jobs 
Environment 

Technology 


SENATOR IlItA[)U;V'1:i IIACKGIWUNIl 

. " ' 
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I'ussible I'emt Themes 

Following are several tabs that will begin to give you the background that you need to 
challenge Perot ill sevcral key areas. Pollmg tells us that tbe public doesn'l think much of 
Perot -- bis unfavorablcs arc higher than his favorablcs. 

Th",e key vull1cmhilitics: 

J. I~irst, he is potentially vulnerable to the perception that he can only be negative and 
has norhi;l& cO:lstructivc to arret. 

/.
/ 

Second, his shctoric is Q:lly skin Jeep. There IS 110 .substance behind his soundbitcs. 

Tlmd, the public IS Wf.;lry tbm a great politicilm and great businessmen might be in it 
for himself. 

The bnckgrm:nd provided here challenges Ills rbetoric, questions his motives, :md 
details some of his ncgalivisrn. As you fClid it, think of it along these themes, While these 
themes have not been \'cued nrouud the West Wing, {hey are at least useful for constructing 
argUIHI.:!lIS. 

I'EllOT'S HISTORY ()~ NAVI'A 

It's impon:lm to look baek at where hI.: is commg from on NAFTA. Perot bC!j:m 

s})caking out ngHiliSI NAFTA in his vcry nrS! appeafanc~ on CNN';; Larry King Live when h~ 
first proc!:umcd his willingness "\0 serve." On thai sho',.\" Perot cited lust one specilic 
dls;;lg:ccmellt with Bush's ccotlomit program: he opposed Naftn. 

As support for his freelance c:uididacy beg:m to build, Perot kept citing Nann as an 
example of Washington gone ht!y\''!in~, Pc:'ot bCgiUl allackillg Nafta :\$ the very model of 
specinl interest, PACMfunded, inside the beltway pol{{;y making. This paralleled his assault on 
trade policy [ow:\rd Japan and what he considers Ihe trcasonous pr,?-Tokyo lobbying of 
rcvolving~door Washington lHifcii\lcrats To Pcrot, frCCMlrades arc oUI~ur·!Ouch lucalogucs 
\\'!1O passively accept America); d;;elillc, and prulcclior:is!s arc can-do pa!rio~:; OJ! :0 n.:huilJ 
our :wltonul Uldustrq!! basc. 



, .. 

Respollses to I'emt's !S I,ey themes 


Following afC draft H!sl}onses to Perot's g key themes At lhe lOp of each COPlC is l\:;rot's 
argument followe,J by the facts on tbe 1!:Sllt!., TO!l\orrow, the same dOCUlll'.!nt wlll nlso I!:d ude 
our common sense argument ror cach, 

I. Jobs and tht: giant sl:cking sound 

2. Foreign Lobbyists and Secret Negolialtons 

3. The U,S. Got Out-Negotiated 

4. "NAFTA Takes Away American SovereignlY" 

5. Me.-<lco is Poor 

6. "Mexico is Corrupt and Authoril,ui.;ln" 


7, "NAFTA will destroy the CllVlrO!1li:!cnC 


8. NAFTA Raises Your Taxes 

,,',' 

. \ ... 
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Dl~<) Ct 3 --Ky lc/Punkc 

RESPONSBS TO KEY PEROT THEMES 


PEROT: ttYou're going to hear a. giant sucking sound of U.s. 
jobs moving south to Mexico." 

NAFT~ vil1 crea~e 200,000 new American iobs by 1995. 
That's why it's supported by (every living) American Nobel 
Pl:'ize winning economist. 

That sucking so~pd you hear is the sound of exports 
goinq to Mexico. Our experience in the past five years 
provides a taste of NAFTA's potential~ Since Mexico bagan 
opening its markets in 1986 1 we have transformed a $5.7 
billion trade deficit with Mexico into a $5.6 billion 
surplus by 1992. In 1986 U.S. exports supported 274,000 
American jobs; in 1992 1 they supported 700,000. 

ID.tually. eVery objective study of... this ~greement 
concludes it will create iobs. Of the 20 comprehensive 
studies of NAFTA's effects on U.S. jobs, 19 have found that 
NAFTA will create far more jobs than it takes away. 

Export jobs are high paying jobs. Export jobs pay 17% 
more than typical American jobs. 

Americans earn hiqb.~r waqes because they're better 
workers.. The \,lorld Bank estimates Mexican wages are 
approxirr.ately one-fifth of U.S. m'anufacturing wages -- they 
also estimate that u.s. workers are about five times more 
productive than Mexican workers. That means it takas five 
Hexicans to do the.work of one American. 

WaQJt~. are far .(rom the only consideration. In addition 
to the most productive workers in the world. the U.S. has 'a 
superior system of transportation, communications, energy, 
and the business support services necessary to doing 
busi::css in the modern economy. 

That's 'Why it's ch~!!t2.£.r: to build a ..sar in J;he U.S. than. 
iJl Mexico. In a recent study I the Orfice of Technology 
Assessruent recently found that it is $410 cheoper. to produce 
a 'car in the.U.S~ than in Mexico. 

Many U.S. 2Qmpanies are moyJnq back from M.~.~icg. GM 
moved [1,000] j ous back from Mexico to Lansing' Michigan. 
Quality ,Coil's'moved jobs back from !\lexica to connecticut. 
Atlanta Saw moved jobs back ,from Mexico to' Georgia. Like. 
nany companies, t.hcse businesses found that low Mexican 
wagc~ w~r(! no I>argain .comp.:lred 'to the ;)dVtlDtagc.s of 
prodllcinq in the U. so. " ' 

-'. ­
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2~ Foreign YOQpyists and Secret Negotiations 

PEROT: It(F]oreign interests can buy the knowledge, contacts, 
and advice of both famous And not-sa-famous former government 
officials and Hembers Qf congress -- Washington's so-called 
reVOlving door ~ •• It 

tI[s]ccret trade neqotiatlona (such as NAFTA) [can alter 
government] re~lations without the need for notice and public 
comment ... 

Ho trade aqreemen~ WAS ever negotiated mQ~e publicl~. 
No trade agreement has ever been negotiated with more input 
from the public and the Congress. USTR worked with 39 
advisory committees composed of over 1000 representatives of 
U.S. industry, agriculture, labor and environmental groups 
as well as state and local government officials. 

g?!bo~ was actively consulted. The "Labor Advisory 
Comntitte,~11 -- composetd of over 1.00 representatives from a 
broad range of organized labor -- met with negotiators 42 
times to discuss details as the deal was negotiated. 

NAFIA's full text has been available for o.ver a year. 
The full text of the NAFTA ",'as made available to the public 
on September IS, 1992. 

Congress d.ecides wl1.eth~r ~.g~~ N~]'T;" ~ We I ret not 
trying to slip something past tho Anerican people. We' !'-e 
hera today on national television -- it doesn't get ffio~e 
public than that. ~ 

/ !~- President clinton has slammed shut the revolving door:. \ 
On his first day in office, President Clinton put in place j
the most stringent post-employment restrictions on post­
employment lobbying ever ad.opted: Senior appointees and are 
forbidden from eve~ lobbying for a foreign government or 
business. 

3. The u.s. Got out-Negotiated 

PEROT: "Clearly," the' Mexican negotiators out trade' the' U. s. 
negotiating team . ~ • The U.S. negotiators stuck to their 
st!-"ategy and gave away more ,U.S. jobs." 

The: Mexicalj~qive uP-.~_.ot". NAFTA t"oquires Mc.xico to 
!jive up tariff barriers that average 25(}%. higher than u.s. 
-tariffs. NAF'l'A also requires Mexico to open up its cntii-c 
sc'rvice ~ector to compct'i tive IJ. S.' industries 1 ike 

", ',' ' 
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insurancQr banking and adverti.si.ng. It:. levels a playing 
field that today is tilted against us. 

,:'he u~. qives up ver;y little. We already have a onc­
way free trade agreement with Mexico. Half of all Mexican 
goods already enter the u.s. duty free. The average u.s. 
tnrift on Mexican exports is only 4%. 

M~xicg made unprecedented commit:ment~_ on labor and the 
cnvironmen~. The President made NAFTA even better by 
negotiating side agree~ents to make sure that increased 
trade does not corne at the expense of workers or the 
environment. 

Take Lee ;taccoga's Worq.. He has been a strong critic 
of many past traqe deals. But he says NAFTA is a good deal 
for Americans. 

4. nNAFTA Takes Away Amerioan Sovereignty." 

NAFTA ~reserveg u.s. 8overQign~. The Commissions on 
the environment and labor address the enforcement of 
existing, domestic la~s in the three NAFTA countries~ The 
commissions cannot cre.ate any laws -- and cannot change 
existing U.S. environmental and labor 18",,'5. 

ZOhis was a great deal for the U.s. Unlike Moxico, tho 
U,S, has a strong record of enforcement. The comrr.issions 
nre far more likely to affect Mc::ico than the U.S. 

PEROT: uThe eventual elimination of Mexican tariffs on U~S. 
goods going to Mexico, which average only about ten percent, will 
mean little to most u.s~ companies and workers. The reason is 
simple: Mexico's market is small -- less than five percent of 
the size of the U.S. market -- and Mexican consumers are poor." 

Even with high Mexic~n tr~de ba:rrie.rst MexiQo is 
already an ~xtremely impor~t u.s. exporJ; market. H~xico 
today is the second largest t:\arknt for, tJ. s. manufactured 
exports and ,the third largest Market for u.s. farm exports. 

Hexi9.anL~.?J,~end more on·a per capi ta -. basi~.. thal)' th£. 
~pane~e or,the ~uropeans~ Last year, the average Mexican 
bought $<150 worth of U.S. goods. Thi:l.t's -more than wa9 spctit' 
by the aver-age Jup::\l1C~G ($3B!.J} at' the over-age European' ($ ). 

-- '_Me¥ican~_-.J?refer- J\met:ic1ill--.:prod~cts. Mexicpns spend 70 
"cents of every import. dol.lar on ,Americ.J_o-made goods: 

-. :' 
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G. "Mexico is ..C(n;Fubt and. Imthori tartan." 

N1\P:rA promotes democracy /,U19. reform. f.icxico is 
certainly not perfect. But passing NA!,,'l'A will strengthon 
the hand"of Salinas and other Latin American leaders 
committed to reform. Rejecting NAFTA could well reignite 
the fires of anti-Americanism, protectionism and 
authoritarianism4 

~alinas has made siqnificant strides. For example, in 
late 1991, Salinas fired or retired the [entire) customs 
inspection force along the u.s. border. It replaced them 
with newly-trained personnel earning [ten times] the old 
salary to counter incentives for corruption. That takes 
political courage -- and commitment to reform. 

7. HNAFTA Will Des.~roy the Environment. tI 

JAf'TA i9... the greenest trage agreement in h;story. 
That's why it's supported by the National Wildlife 
Fedoration, the World Wildlife Fund, the National Audubon 
societYt the Natural Resources Defense Council, and the 
Environmental Defense Fund. 

NAFTA creata~ a precedont settina trinational 
commissi':>n on the environment. The NAF'l'A environmental Slue 
agreement creates a pathbreaking trinational organization 
devoted to protecting the environment. 140 NAFTA means no 
commission. 

~8f'r1\ puts teeth into enf.orcement~ NAFTA nllows the 
U.S. to impose fines and tr~dc sanctions if our NAF7A 
partners fail to enforce their laws protecting the 
cnvironmtlnt. No NAFTA means no leverage to cnsm:e Mexican 
enforcemant. 

NAF'rA pools billions of dollars for border cleanuH. 
'l'hc United States and Mexico h.:.ve agreed to create a 
revolutionary now entity for funding border cloanup. The 
NAITh will bt"ing $8 billion to bear on pollution in the 
border ,area. By pooling and lcveragi~g assets from the 
pr i vatc li:\Qctor, the World Oonk I both fcdtf-ral governments, 
an.t;1 statu ?wd local governments -- cleanup comes at a 
tlinimal-cost to· the federal government: No'NAFTA"means no 
funds for bordcr"clcanup4 . 

• 
B. NJ:.J"TA .Ra.i.sc5 Your Taxes 

~nti-NAFTA Ad: N~FTA will require $30 billion in new taxes. 

"", ," 
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NAPTA cuts taxes. t;1\F'l'A cuts t.J t" iffG by abou t $2. S 
billion, so that really represents a tax cut for. consumcn::. 
That's one of the main benefits of NAFTlI.. 

un~~r_ bugJ',I~!:~£\tL~J;'1 we must offset thoJ!SLt~riff 
reductions. Some of this corr,os from increased user foes I 
but much comes from tougher customs enforcement and better 
government accounting practices. Some of these practices 
were suggested as a part of Reinventing Government~ On 
balance , NAFTA is a net tax reduction. 

The revenues pr!yd~ced .J?y-.~h~~rowth in ~.rade swamp any 
of NAFT1\.' 9: costs. NAFTA means more exports and more income. 
for our companies -- so more tax revenue for the federal 
government. Those revenues far outstrip any of the costs 
associated with NAFTA~ 

Don¥t .take mv word tor it -- ask NCl-f.t Gingrich. On On 
the House floor last week, he said that NAFTA will represent 
a net $1.8 billion tax cut. 

, 'i' 



"THE PEROTS AND CONS OF NAl,TA" 

HERE'S THE CENTRAL MESSAGE: 

11 PEROT HAS A PERSONAL FINANCIAL INTEREST IN THE STATUS OUO AND IN 

SEEING NAFTA FAIL, 


21 
 PEROT IS A HYPOCRITE: HE'S NOT PROTECTING U,S, JOBS, HE'S MOVING THEM 
TO MEXICO. 

~-.~--------------------------------------------

BACKGROUND ON PEROT'S ALLIANCE AIRPORT PROJECT 

ROSS 	PEROT SR. liAS AN OWNERSlIlP INTEREST IN ALLIANCE CORRIDOR INC.: 
o 	 The Perot family owns Alliance Corridor, a 17.000 acre industrial park surrounding Alliance 

Airvort near Port Worth, TX. The development is rull by Ross Perot Jr. and co-owned by 
Ross Perot Sr. and Ross Poro! Jr. [WasbineloQ post, 1O/I/93J 

AHIANCE "FOREIGN TRADE ZONE" WOULD RE LESS VALUABLE IF NAFTA PASSES: 
o 	 The Perots have sought and rect!1ved a "foreign trade zone" designalio!l from the Commerce 

Department. Finns that operate out of thIS "foreign trade zone" can defer piiyments of ta.riffs 
brought in froll1 abroad. [WaslliJllIQ"J'Jl.S.!. IO/l/93J 

o Trade experts have noted thai this special trade z~:)c status "would be less valuable if NAFTA 
were impiemeilled and tariffs betwl!Cll the U,S,. M('.xico, and Canada were lowered for almost 
all IMine,"e,. [WastJin~lll.!Ll~Qjl, IO/l/93J 

DUE TO ALLIANCE, COMPANY MOVED JOBS FROM ILLINOIS TO MEXICO 

PEROTS MARKET PROJECT TO COMPANIES TO TAKE ADVANTAGE OF MEXICAN I-AROR: 
o 	 The Perots market this project as "an ideal national distribution center for products coming out 

of Mexico," and say, ".. ,Many companies that take advantagt: of Mexico's in1!xpcnsiyc labor 
for manufacturing transport all finished products through the United SL'ltes for global 
ciistribution. [Washjoetoo Post. lO/.!/93]. ' 

ONE SUCII COMPANY -- ILLINOIS' VALMONTBLECTRIC -- MOVED J08S TO MEXICO: 
o 	 Val mont Electric closed a factory in' Danville, IL in December .1992·wbich at one' time 

employed nearly 400 workers. At least '100. of these jobs have been moved 10 Juare7.. ·Mexico. 
[Chicac'Q Irib.\J!l~~, 2/14/93; WIl.Shillr.10Il Post, 10111931 " 

AfTHJ( MOVING JOBS, VALMONTTOOK UP' PEROT OFFER AND A!OVIW INTO ,ILLlANCE: 
. " 0: Val!llont Electric which operates' a factory j.~ ·Juarez, MeXICO .sign,ed· a .lease' for office' and . 

..... warehouse space at" Allirulcc· Corridor Inc. ·Iast:montb.· [WashinglOll P0S1,"101 1193) " . . . 	 ... . 
, ... 	 : .. : 



AN ALLIANCE FOR NAFTA 

Al\il'l!H:e Corndor , hic. 

.'.",' '" ",: ­.:-, : 

The Perots and Cons of IVAm 

Trade Pact Foe's Family Venture Forecasts Benefits From Accord 

.. Whllc R(ls~ P~rol has 
, been ar;TUing that the 

. North American Free 
. Trade Agreement 

would hurt'the United States. 
\)oe o( his 0'>1<1\ busines..s vcntures 
:i.hows how 11 (ollie hl~lp. 

The billion,.;'re husilless CXI:!CU' 

!iw~ '$ (aft)ily O\\''TlS' J. v;m inrlu!Hri· 

. "j park near Fort Worth, Tex_, 


whic.h ,It ·l~;;.~en p(Quhlti:<g as'·a 

h.... G (or inlemational trade alKi 


, manufacturing.,' " . 
. A -real eiHMe'tH.'ve!opmf!t\l 

comp.any run by Perot's son:' 
Ro:>s Jr., has iUgued Ihilt u the 

, NAFTA 'itgreernerH 'l\),we.rinj:( 

tude barrie!s betwl,'cn the Unit· 
,cd SlateS, Canada .1:ld M~xico is 

implemented, tlle'resuhlflg ex­
pansion of tradE' will likely boo,' 
the LOdustrial park ,md the' Sur­
rounding are~, knO....1l as t.he Al~· 
wet! conidor, 

'"'Tc th~ ext~n{ ,'that NAFTA 
results in· an increase in the flow 
or goods.oorih "nd south, WI! 

think thaLo\!!iance as a transpo(· 
t:nion renter stands ttl benefit,~ 
saltj·Hays Lindsley, 11 lawyer "'t 
the i"!evelopment romp.my. 

In his nation:!! CampaJRn to de-
feat.NAETA, .the fo~mer' lude­
peodent candidate- for presidt"':nt' 

.has' argued' 'at rallie,>: 6n televi·· 
sioo and in a·book ;h.Jt the !Fade 

U.S, economy. Perot'S ~tan{j hilS 
aligntxf,h;m wIth organiZ(>d l.~b<Jr 
.1nd Other gr')llpS I:rging Con· 
gress to reject {he pan. 

Howevcr. one of the rompa­
nif"3 involved in deveJoping the' 
Alliance Uldusuial patk took the 
opPosite position on NAFiA in a 

. document submiued to the Com. 
. 	mcrcf. ~partment in 199L tnt!' 

same mOllth tom.al negQliauons 
QI1 {h~ agreement hegM\, 

«The fr~ trade agreem~nt'will 
. ber.('tit lh~ United 'State" (:<.OIlO-, 

my by expanding 1rade opportuni· 
ties:: lowering prices; ,increa:s~g 
competitiOll."',and improvi.ng the 

' ability ·()f 'United States 'comp<!- ' 
nies,.to e~ploit economies of 

I 
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Perot Venture Could Profit From Trade Pact 

------~ -~-----.. 
__________~P~E~R~~PromGl 

scale: ,.;d A11iaoo! Corridor Inc.• W!lKh " head," by Ross 
PecotJr, 

The AIIiaoo! d<veIopment encompa=s .bout 17.000 
acres that the Perot f.amily begw buying in the euly 1980:., 
The ""'"'!!' ~s Allia"ce Airpor<. which was built 
witlliederal mooey on !and donated by ~". Perc". The d".. 
ve:lopment also has access t(l a railroad sp\.J.f and an inler­
state highway. 

Perot said in 1I1 interview yesterday that his son runs Lie 
proj@cf, but that he shares its oYmersh.ip. 

Perot So1id that NAFTA's imp.tct: on Alliance would he ~in· 
significant. .'\ maybe 1 per..:em factor" in the $u«ess of 
the project. 

"Whatever tiny benefit or big benefit-SAy it a:tr way yo:;. 
....-ant to-:n.ight -ilccrue to my son and me, we \I.·ould give 

••", • 1.1;> in a minute to protect the ",bs of U.S. citireo$," h€ 
" ~-d. 

OfftciAls at the developm~nt c:ompa:ny said in St:p.1..L'ate in· 
tervi:ews that e.xp.anded trade \\rim Mexico could. lead 1;0 a 
highet volume: or shipping t,"trough Alliance wd LnC:I'!:'Ise<l 
develop~n! tllfrc, in addition. a ;(Iwering of {Miff.. might 
t'ncm:ragc companies to l~"te facton!!:s at AlliJoct' that 
woukl. import part.<; and export fir:~shtd products. offid;>Js 
<;.aid. 

Perot has, warned that NA!'TA would crKOutage U.S 
firms to ~ production tn Mexico to take advantage of 
cheap labor, saying the loss of American jobs would (reale a . 
"giant suc~i;'g SflUnd," 

But the marketing of Alliance reneGt.'i wmerhi:,g N AF. 
TA's advocates ha\'e emph.asired: Jobs h,we ht-en gQinf,'l' 
south of the oorder under 'existing tra<k policies, A!!ian(~ 
has been pqit..;d ttl profit from the phenor.':enon, 

The area His an ide-a! MticM!~ d;~t::buti(ln (t!r.ler (or ?rod. 
uC'ts -com~'1g Gut of Mcxko," A!lianc.; Com;!,), Inc. ::.aid In 
the 1991 document Wed \l.i~h the Ccrnmerre Department 
", , , Many companies that take advantage of ~emo''i inex­
pensive labor for m.1nclawuing lr.\nsport all (U1lShed prod­
uct~ through the United States for global di:mibutlOn:' 

One of the handful of compallies that airea<lY has decided 
to mt)ve into the indus{r1711 P.1rX, plans tr) use it ..s a diw'ibll~ 
tion I..'t:nter for eiecrt1(:: lighring compooents m.. nufaclured at 
its p!.ant In Me:rir.o. .1rr.ong other things. Vaimoot El«t.rk 
Inc" which is based in EJ Paso, Tex" and operates a factor}' 
in Juarez, Me-rice, this month SJ~ed a lease h)f Qffice and 
warehouse space at the indust:'l3.1 park. T:le eompa.'1)' has 
moved more than 100 jobs to Juaret from Danville, Ili" cit· 
ing Mexico's low!!f wages. 

Perot said American workers $t:;nd to benefit from Val· 
mont's fac.ility at AlliAnce an.:! tht: distDbution of it:> pn::.jucts 
In the United States. "E.,:er'j' truck drive: 15 .l U,S. truck 
rlr1\'l~{, Even'Dody arollno ~~,t' raJ! v;\rd i" ;j U,S. cl:i7im 
wOfkU'lg:,lt U.S. w.af't" p;l.yl:lg U.S. lase:., And every airline 
pilot ruSlDbtlting this. stuff across th.: coun~r:.' wI!! be aU,S. 
airline pilor making U.S. w3$es:' he S-ihd. 

In a:-: efil)n D OlaJ.-;e AJ;iAI1(): m1n":: attf.;l,C:;Ve iO industry, 
Pt'fO!'S. $O~ sought and n:reln:-o :I spe..:i:ll "iore!gn lra-d.: 
Wfle~ riesignatJon from tilt: COmmt'fc(' D.:partnl!2fH that 
,!(iv¢:, bUliiness{'s th€re ;1 mettSUfe of n::I~f from ;::0;;ling 
tradt~ brmiers. The status, v:rJen (hI: govt!r.l1n·::nt :ipprov"o 
this month, m.aXe-s AlliaJ1Ct line 0: about 190 US iOf.;ign 
traCe woes wherE' companies (an defer p;ryment oi ta.riffs 
()~ goods brought in from 3::'roa-d. 

Tfade exper:s have nord. howt.'\'o:r, that lIa ~'i.ng this 5pe­
(ial trade zooe st.'!tu~ w6uJd r...ecomJ!' ;1':$.$ valuabi0 if NAFTA 
W{'rt: implemented and (,'\::r.s Del\\\'!cn the vnited .States, 
Car.ada .and Ml'.)A.lcO we:..: If)w~red for .lImos! :.H bU51.'l1!:»eS. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR HIE VICE PRESIDENT 

FROM JIM KOHLENIlERGER 

SUBJECT: DEBATE BRIEFING !lOOK 

This book and the accompanying videos (oells on presentation. ['ve included the two 
most important videos for today -- the others I wi!! condense. The firs! video is of Perot's 
performance in the '92 Presidential debates. The second is of his meltdown on NnCs Meet 
tbe Fress importmH to see how to get under his skin. NO~1i:; These urc thy only copiCL9i n 

these lan.~.u.yvil1 need then:!. back. 

This book includes the visuals th!!.t Perot will usc and their rebuttais; some sample 
charts for you if the decision were made to do Ihat: stories of people, families and businesses 
to personalize the debate; and polling on NAFTA. in addition, lhis book also includes a 
n,:sponscs to a few hils he migh: make on NPR And f'l:lttHy. (here i$ Irton;: background on 
~':rot, 

TomOHDW, we will have a messagc!$!;,uegy boo~ rOf yOlJ, 

This hoor, is ...urg:mizcd as follows: 

I'IIESENTATION 

Perot's Clwrts 

PQ~;siblc Gore Cbarts 

PClsonaliza!ion of Naf;a 

N;;rra ;md NflR 

Polling Data 


PERO):. BACKGROUND 
YCf~~ & Nafla Overview 

Choate Flip Flops 

Notables ()n Perot 

Perot on Gnu' 
t\ lliancc Airport 



Pcmt's Char1.~, GI<I(lhs and Pictures 

CHARTS & GRAPHS 
Perot will certainly. bring his litany of charts and graphs to make his poinl. He uses the $:Ii"!'h; 

basic graphs in his book, his infomercials, and his televisions appearances. Attached an:: tIn: 
graphs from his book and the answers to his arguments. 

PI(.TUIU:"":; 


Perot also brings pictures with him to paint the picture of a MeXICO living Ln cardboard unxes. 


While we don't have copies of the pictures he uses, he described them when he was 1as\ on 

Larry King this way. 


Me PEROT: I think I can sum up everything that we'll talk about for an hour with 
three pictures, and if they would put those on the screen now, I want the American 
people to sec how Mexican workers live who work ill the U.S. companies (hat WI:: 
move to Mexico. 

KING: OK. Let's sec, there's-­

1'\"1r. PEROT: For eX[lmple, this bas everything to do-- They're in the shadow of j;.~ 
plant there. [Photograph of housing is pl[lced on screen] There's dirt floors, card!,(J:":qj 
shacks, no plumbing, no electricity-­

KING: This is where ;-"1cxicans live who wor:"': in American plams? 

Mr. PEROT: In the American plants now that arc in Mexico. 

If we could gt? to the second picture, that's a close-up of one of the hOllses. 
[Photograph of hOllse is placed on screen] See, these people have none of the standard 
of living that, say, an autornobile worker in Detroit would have who lives a 
middle-class life. 

Gu tu the lhird picture, if you will. Here's a Illan building a cardboard shack. 
{Photograph of man building hOllse is placed on screen] Thosc arc-­

. KING: Yes, but what docs that have t9 do-- What.does .th,!-t say aboll.! N.t.\FT~? 

. Mr. I)ERO"!': That says these arc i!~~ work.i.ng· conditi~ns un~er.which the people live,. 
bccallsc they make so little. 

, ... 

.. ,. ..... . ..... . 

http:work.i.ng


43% 

1992 U.S. "Exports" to Mexico 
Billions of Dollars 

"Heal" Exports $7.7 
ContJl,)m2t Good:'; 
Food E. 8evemgcs 

Capital Good'S 51'."" 
M:;Chmcry 

Tools 

Ass<~mbjy·lin(! EQUIp 


M'IIt()ry arx: Misc\ Goods 


Total =$40.6 Billion 


p. 71: U.S, "Exports" 10 Mexico 

Parts lor assemb!'( 
and SLlpoLes used lor 
'nan(JlactLfinog ilia: 
nc-ver onto the 
Mexican marke: 

"Phony" Export. $17.4 

->' 


Purports to shov,,-' Llut only S7.7lJillivn of tJ-.e $40.6 billion 1992 f:Xports tu Mex:'..:o'an: 

"!'(!al"-i.e., consumer goods. 

Resp~l1scs: 

• 	 All of what Ross Perot calls "phory" exports arc as rea! as any other exports, If the 
final .assembly factories were located t..'1 Malaysia. or Turkey these wouid not cxist~ 

and the Americans makJng these exports would lose their jobs. 

.. 	 'nt~ uulk uf the CU!lu;:wc.ilies he calC; "phony" export!!i are fur use in the M{;xican 

market U.S. exports hav..: 'tripled since, 1987, and 83% 'of the growth in exports to 

Mexico sin:::r. 1987 has been for Mexican COl\$u::nptic:n-ni)t for reexport. 

.. C;pital goods exports are as good as any other cxport-lx!tter, if they boost the 

. incoll~es of MexicartS which then shows up as demand for U.S, praducts. 

, '. ' 	 . '." .; , 
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Employment in the Maquiladoras 

r housands 0: Pcoolc 

1975 1980 1985 1990 1991 1992 

p. 	49: employmG,of In tna Maqullodoras 

Purports to shoh' that Mtlxii::lli pl\)dL:.ctio:1 l;;; s:lcki.:'g av.:ay U.S. jobs to south of the 

border. 

Re5ponsc~: . 

+ 	 KAnA will end the In,\(pJiJi'ldora pr08f;;1l1-S0 tr,i~ f:raph is irrelevant. 

,. 	 The·U.s. now runs a $7 billion surplus in manufacturing trade wi~ Mexico. ,I 
WlM,tcvcr jobs are no~ in t.he U.S..because of maquiladoras "are few and low-paying; 

the export~sectoc jobs suP?orted-b)' our tr.~d~ with Mexico are many and high­

paying, 

, 
, . '" . ".­
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Manufacturi ng as a Percent of 	
;0-
z -All Employment 	 .-. 
::::-36%. 	 36°~ " -

27~'o -25% 

I -~ 21% 
:'t': " & -;:; 

.' '"-...;.­
::::, 
7,-

"~"~-"-' 	 .' 
·1 
! ;,; 

-':
Unilerl Stales Germatlv Japan 	 UK 

• 

.,. 1990 $tn1i;;llc::; 1965 1991 	 ,..--,=" 	 =.H 1 

p. 30: Manl,lloclurlng as (l Perc0nt of ""I Employment
I 

Purports to show that world trade is dcslr'orlng /oIncric.,'u manu!acturing sect:;;. 

Responses! 

• 	 The U.S, funs a S7 billion u YC.i:' lI·,anuf<l.cturing su:pIus with Mexico. Tr?d:! wilt; 

Mexico:-and NAFfA-strenglhe:t the U.S, manufacturing sector. They don't 
weaken it. 

• 	 Japan has kept its a,anufa,ctlc:ing t!m,ploymcnt strong by lnCn:aslr.g its divi.-;ha 0) 

labor with the r,est qf f\sia3apan keeps the higl: value added, high skill jobs in 
Jap'H\w~il('·r~rnaj';'ing comp~titiv(! by "letting poo~r Asian count~ics part!cipnlc'il{ 

the lower value added portions cf proctuctioa.. 	 . 

• 	 If WI? want to k",ep. our manufacturing 'sector strong. we need NAl7fA--so thai. 'Nf: 

call ccn(cntrate OUf m,uw[a.::turing worker;; :n lhe high·sk:ll higr:,v"!IlC 


, .oCCupdlions at which' lht;y arc \.Jest 


". 



" H('tJrly Gonlpensation of Manufacturing Worl:ersT~~"'''11 
the United States, Canada, and Mexico I: 

Iinciudes Government Mandated Benefits\-	 !I 

'98'___--'=9:':90:--:--=:::--;-'9-9' 
:.:::United States _ Canada ::;::: Melico 

- ~.,,." ,; 
."-"'-' . . . - ,', 

1992 

p. 43; Hourly CampenSOlion ot Manufacturing Workers 

Shows that Mexican '>"ages are \'cry low rc!ative to the U.S. 

KespOMCS: 

• 	 Since President Salinas began his economic reforms. in 1987, Mexicna wag<:s h3\"(' 

been rising quile rapidly. 

• 	 Mexican t't!i'l.1 wagl!s feE ix, lh!! Nrly 1980s as the debt crisis (1!1d capital flight grippcd 

the Mexican economy. Ii Y0tl \Vant tc. keep -Mexico's wages low, U\cn reject' 
NAF'TA-foreign i!t\';:::;lM!'; \'.'111 the!'. lese corilldcn::;c i.e. Mexico, and the P!.'l~t five­

years~ worth of prof-ress in Mexican wages.- r!1ight vanish. " 



1992 U.S. "Exports" to Mexico 
Billions of Dollars 

GReal" Exports $7,7 

Consume( GO::<l$ 
Food E. Gf;!VCr:,pCS 

Capit:!l Gnods $15.5-.. 

MJCht101Y 
rools 

Assembly·kM !;QlJIP_ 

Mllrtnry am Misc. Goods 


43% 
Parts fer assernbrt 
ana supplies urmd lor 
:nanufactufinQ ihilt 
never cntel the 
Mexic.a,'l market 

"Phony" Exports $17,4
Tolal =$40.6 Billion 


-


p. 	71: U.S, "Exports" to Mexico 

Purports to SliO'N that only $7] lJllli;J;t of til:;; $40.6 b~o;\ 1992 exports tu Mexk0 J::-C 

" I" . 	 ,rea -Le" consumer goocs. 

Respollses: 

... 	 All of what Ross Perot -ealls "phony" exports are as real a5 any other exports, If the 
final asoombly factories were located in Malaysia or Turk~y these would not cxist ­

and the Americans- making these exports wo:xld lose their jobs . 

.. 11\.:: bulk vf the coHouoditlcs he calls "phuny" exports are for use in the Mexican 

markeL Us. exports have llipled since 1987, al\d 83% of t....e grQ\.v:h in exports to 
.Mcx~co since ,1987 has been for Mexic~/I con$umptior,-r'lo~ for reexport. 

• 	 C;'pil,.11 ,good:> exports arc a& go'o~ "$ any other cxport~bctt(!r; if t..~y boost the 

incmnes of ~1exicans which then ",~lOWS up as dCr!~iind for U.s, products. 

I, 

. " . 	 ., .' 

t 
I 
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I'ossihlc GOI'I: Charts 
, 

While 110 decision has yet been m<tdc on the strategic value of you using charts and graphs to 

make your case, we'vl.': 311ached several graphs in th:.! event the decision \\'.lS made to use 
them. We WQuld, of coun;!!, have a quick talking point for each chart 

. ~. 
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U.S. Exports to Mexico Have Nearly Tripled since. " 

the Beginning of Mexican Reform under Salinas, ' 
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·.u.s. TRADE BALANCE WITH MEXICO 
. STEADY IMPROVEMENT SINCE SALINAS BEGAN ECONOMIC REFORM 

BILLIONS OF DOLLARS 
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... . Developing Asia and latin America 
. Import Volumes 

.. Billion 1992 Dollars -------c------------.., 
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"Major Exports to Mexico in 1992 

Electrical Machinery r 

Cars,Trucks & Planes 


'Machinery, including Computers 


Chemicals I'.~"s 

" Steel &Other Metals' 

"Medical & Scientific Instruments 


Crops I.~" 


Rubber & Plastics 
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Mexican Manufacturing Wages as . 
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,U'.S. Jobs Supported by Exports 

to Mexico Pay More Than Other 


UaSa Jobs 

Average Hourly Wages ($/hr,) 


11.3211.20 
i 1.01 

10 
" 

8 L1 

, All Industries Manufacturing Services 

III All U.S. private sector, non-agricultural employment 
.. Employment supported by merchandise exports to Mexico 
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u.s. Jobs Supported by Exports 

.to Mexico Pay More Than Other 


U.Sa Jobs 

Average Hourly Wages 1$/hr.) 

11.32.': 1._20 

1:).83 11.01 
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All Industries Manufacturing Services 

.. All U.S. private sector, non-agricultural employment 
_ Employment supported by merchandise exports to Mexico 
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NOVEMBER 7, 199] 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE VICE PRESIDENT 

JIM KOJlLENllERGER 
CHRIS ULRICH 

SUBJECT: DEBATE MESSAGE llOOK 

This briefing book. is primarily a message book. It includes the goals and strategy, 
:hc message, and lhc "uacks ruld $Olliidbitcs you C(l1l use. The book also contains your 
rebuttals to f1cmt's lhcll1cs and sotmdbiles. Addition;dly, tbere is sollle further background on 
lale breaking agrc<Jments (citrus: &- ~lIgar agreements), lhe real picture or Mexico today, and 
:he cnvirolllllclltal response. 

The Book is organized as fuEh)ws: 

Goa!;; & Siralc..gy 
Your Overall :vlc:;s;JijU 
Your attacks 
Your llngers 

Perot's t:llking poin:r: 
Rcsp()f\~CS (0 P(')fOt 

PCf()!'S arguments 
PCW1'$ one-liners 
Pc:,,!';; contradictions :IIHI lies 

l'lJln'IIEH BACKGllOUNn 

Mexico Today" 
Lale :lgreements 
Goods 10 Mexico 
En vi IOn~llC;' t 

. , 

" " 

.', ' 



Nuvember 7, J993 

I)' ("II. l1lnary .•oa s. 

Your main purpose in the debate is to persuade undecided l\.·1embcrs Df 
Congress that support for NAFTA can be justified to the voters, To do thIS, yOll will 
need to show lha1 the opposItion is wrong on the fucts, and tnat a \tole for NAFTA can 
be clearly explained. Many of the undecideds would like to support the AgreemclH, as 
you know. What yOll need to do is show Members that they can vote for NAFTA 
\v!ih confidence. 

Many of the undecidcds dislike Ross Perot almost as much as they crave labor 
support. By making Perot the voice of opposition, the debate gives you an opportunity 
to challenge the integrity of 8mi-NAFTA argumcnt::t Members of Congress. and the 
public at large ShO\lld be reminded that NAFTA is opposed by ccmagogucry morc 
:km Ul1y:hil1g else. /\gain, the opcraiing principle: $~ol!ld be, Perot offers /t:a{,' wc7! 
Ni".; you lite facts. 

The m(lre pl!opll.: learn abou: NAFTA, the l~lOf~ they support it To \','i~l tili:; 
dcbme, you must make clear thnt the Agreement will create jobs by increasing 
Amcricr\!1 (.~xports. Credibility C<lll be established by pointing to the support Ni\FTi\ 
has received frolll Presidents Bush, Reagan, Carter, Ford, and Nix:on, along with 42 
governors and \4 Nobel Prizl.: winning economists. The opposition, on the other hand, 
has cngngcd in gross exaggeration that plays on vcry real fears of Job loss. GUI Perot 
s\atemcn\s ab~)ut fac~oncs that lwvc moved to Mexico has no bearing on a 1'051­

0.'AFTA economy. Fc:u.mongcring threatens to throw morc-and~more Anu:r:GIIls. out 
of work. This debate i.,· about optimism uJ.:uim·' pessimism, the fulufe /lflt lite IHU'/, and 
rcali{F over rlwturh\ 

Perot bas lth:atillcd tht; prnbl<;l1:1--job loss--bU! he can't connc:e{ Ii tv N:\FTA. 
Thi~ 'is. 'the glaring logical fallacy at the center of Perot's case: Today, there is nothing 
to SlOP a cmri\;any from seckihg a che~p ~of'kforcc in Mexico. Perot leaves liimself 
vuliicrable when he trIes to prove that NA.FTA will rnake that worsc; Listening to 
Pcro't"yciu wduld think that tbe U.S. is surrounded b'y protcctionisJ, walls that NAFTA' 
reduces Mexican p~otcc!io'n;sm first and, foremost. This fact can be raiseJ repeatedly. ­
.during the debatc. "'or" ~l'(!lJ' horror Ju~ raises, you nm shake your Iwad (1m! S{~I', That:",: 
'rue. Ros.~'! Jur' tlU1J:Il~P[)(:fI.\ Iww--~fUl itwitl cOl~iiflUC 10 lta"rpeJl until w'; pa.;"s NAFJA. 

, " 

.. ", . 



The argument 1'0:' :\AFTA must recognize current job 105s but emphasize our 
prospect5 for a helier future: 

o 	 We will inCrCtL..·c ex:parls, America will sell 60,000 more ems II~ Mexil.:(l 
the first year aner NAFTA p:tsses (as opposed to 1,000 last year). We 
will sell nearly $3 billion III computers and telecommunications 
cquipment. We will sell over $2 billion dollars in food products. 
A JlOgmher, NA };1'A will allow increa,,'ed exports thai will create over 
20n,{)(J() johs righf hert: in the United Stales. 

o 	 Afe.\'l'cO will buy from someone-eitlwt Europe, Japall! or A merica--so (hi: 
Ulu'tCt! Stales shouM Kel info the gume noH'. Timing is everything. 

o 	 The United l.\'iules. Canada, and Mexico will form lite largest ecoNomic 
market and the most poweiful trading alliance in tite worM. It will be 
larger and more powerful the either the Europeans or the Japanese--and 
America will lead the way. 

Overall, NA FJ:4 should I~f!.._ {Jrescl1ted in lilt o[!limi,)'liC t e.x:naft~'it!e, even l'i.\'hmurp 
/t1...·hilJft1 slre...·sinf.{ the bcne[itLg[ tJ;xpI;rls, iL..'_ wdl (l\' li_~!.!..,!:(m(ide"ce that America ('mt 

compele ami wi" ill Ihe world marketplace. 

II. 	 PenH's GOllis I I'm-NA VIA Rcbllilals. 

Ross Perot is principally interested in sC!f~promo!ion, and if he can ktll an 
agreement favored by everyonc ill whnt he views as "the Establishment," the;l he wi:l 
hay\! scor\!J a coup, l·lIs style is !o use charts "l!ld Fholographs designed 10 stoke n 
fear or chnnge. 

Pitst, the fine pr;nt undermines allY positive aspects of the agreement )'011 

highlight. ~o one has read :hc Agreement but him, nnd he can tell how it is 
Ih:1t we arc really just.giving away the slorc. You mll.'>'t shult' that you I((we 
f'(!ml (tIC agrccmcnt--illcfudi;lg the dctails--f/Ild thaI Iris rf!.(tdiI1K of it fuib. '0 

wlIlclt rca/i~I'_ 

Sf!cmul, Perot claims that 59¢~hour wages will suck jobs down to 
Mcxico, ami,there IS nothing we can do to stop i.L You mm·' poi/It" (Jut tlwl 
MexiclI is t1 $40 hillion JtUU:~~/'h,!1 NA FTA .~'ill open to. A f!t"e~icaJt expqrt,\'.. 
FurtHermore, if is importllnt 10 ,;tale thaI .'-;alum, Nis.wm. and- Toyotu ulllwd tlte 

2 

...... 



citance to CIUL\"C 1(JH'~wlIge workers ill AJexico, hut clw.Y!' /{} huild cars it/Ire in 
lite U nilcd Slates. 

Jizird, h<J tends to play on audience emotlOl~S by pcrsonalizmg the 1;;:;))(";; 

he talks about You must be fL\' clear and com:isc £IS possible, anti USe sf1ecij7~; 

sllJrie,\' whenever you can, 

Substantive responses to his mut!1 questions arc olltiined below, 

Perot: NAFTA will kill American jobs by luring American mctories 
with cheap labor. 

Re."po/tse: NA [-TA will Ilelp us export A merican goods to lite 
Me;\;ican market, and thereby create A merican jobs. Employers are 
looking for more than just a source of cbeap labor: They need experti:.e, 
education, and experience, If cheap labo: was the defining factor, then 
GM would have built its Saturn plant in Mexico. But OM knows that 
Americans contribute more than just time til the shop--they give a Spilll 
altO determination unmatched anywhere in the wo;-Jd, 

Perqt: Mexico is a poor country that cannot afford America expc!~:; 
Perot will likely tell the stories of two people: One is about an Amenca."~ 
woman \f"ho loses her job due to a factory closing. The other is about 8. 

woman jr~ a photograph he carries--she lives in a cardboard box in the 
shadow of a GM plant. He will argue thaI neither country gains from 
NAFTA. 

Uf!X{)()I1SC: iVA /'7>1 H-'ill help us f!xlJtJrt more A meric.m J:a()(l.~ to th,: 

:H('xicun market. TtlOUS<1nds of Americans \vllo bui~d airplanes, 
COmpllicrs, and earth-movers know that we export to Mexico righ, mm. 
Mexico is a $40 bilhon market we need to open for American cxpo~!s, 
Again, we will sell 60,000 mo:c cars in Iv1cxico the first year after 
NAFTA P3SSCS, nearly $3 blllior: ~n con:putc;-s <1,1J tc:ccommunic3tioHS 
cq'uipmcnl, Hnd over $2 billion dOU,1:-S in food products, which including 
other r.:xpons. 'will create OVi;t 200,000 Jobs ,right ben:: i~l the United 
SlateS." 

Perot: This is an insider deal. Perot often makesthe point that 
NAFTA was devised by high-priced lobbyists and bungling bureaucrats 
WtlO couldn't negotiate their way out"of a paper bag. He says ~the 
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Mexican government nas announced that their representatives got the 
better of their American counterparts. 

ll(!..\pf)m'(~: l1d,'i is the most openly dehated ilgreemeNt eva. The 
Larry KLng debate itself shows how openly this Agreemeltt is being 
prc5cnted to the public, Indeed. the public would have a greater 
understanding of what is renlly in NAFTA if there was not a campaign ,>1' 
misinformation cloudll1g the issues. Everyone lt~es to say they Deal the 
olher negotiators, but the point is not who believes they llcgotL:ltcd well-­
tiE,! point IS that the end product provides U.S. acceSS to. Mexican 
!tHlrkets, 

Perot Mexico is spending S30 million to pass this over the heads of 
tile American people. 

R{!s{Jon.w~: This df{n:emenl is good for ,11(!.),:ico, il:\' KooJ for Camula, 
hut most importantly, if goodfor the Americ(1It people., This is \-vhat 
we have saying all along: It's a win-win agreement that will create Jobs 
by ICHing Mexican consumers purchase AmericatHnadc goods. 

Perot: The White House is spending taxpayer dollars to sell the 
American people on a plan to take away tiJeir jobs. 

Re.\·[?ofl.w:..: NAFTA will creating All:erican job': by maximlzlng 
exports. /t wou/t! be (J whole lot e;:sicr to creaM jobs in this coun!,.y ff 
there WIl." less disinfomwlioll floa/i,,~ aroultd. 

Perot: This agreement steals sovereignty from 1118 American 
people by creating commissions tiJat can strike down our laws. 

Respon....e: Tlte Commissions (J1l the el1l'irOllmcn! !1nd lu/wr atltlres.\" 
lite cfI/orccllwlff of exixlil1f.t domestic lul\'s in lite V,.V., Canada. and 
fth'_\'ic~). They cannot create He1,.\, laws-~nnd cmlllUt change existing law:;. 
This IS a grcnt deal for thc United Slates because \vc have a far strongel' 
record -or c:l\'ironmcntal cnforcement, and If Mexlcan laws ~Irc- more 
firtnly.c·l;forccd, U.S, cOllljJa!lies h~\vc 9f1C less ~~ason to go to MeXICO 

III. Perot's Own Weaknesses. 

<1 
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Pero6 company is looking fur husinc.\·s in A-ll':xic(} ill anticipation oj 
NAFtA. According to news accounts, the President of Pcro! Systems 
COfporation is in r...1cxico 10 find new marke!s the compnlly can profit from 
whcn NAFTA pa5scs;, 

Perot is rccklef'<"s in his predictions of dOOl1L He was \vrong wnen he sClld 
America would lose 40,000 lives in the Gulf War, he was wrong when he said 
thcre would be widespread btuik closures last Dcccmbcr~~ and he )5 wrong TiD....\' 
in his doom-suying about NAFrA. 

Perot fails tf} sec thaI NA FrA is paino/ie, Americans have everything it 
lakes to lead the charge into world markets. If I)erot thinks cheap wages arc 
everything, he fails to sec the it is American cducation, expertise, und 
experience that manufacturcrs arc really trying to fmd, 

Perot:·.. rhetoric thrcale1t\' 10 undermine U.S. crt!dibW(~'. \Ve need 10 show 
that we car. negotiate a new relationship with the world without being scared off 
by the future, We can run with the challeng(', A mericall~'" (JT(! not quiller\ 
Ross. 

Perot was asleep at the wheel when (;M decided (0 ,\'(ll1ti jabs ttl Mexico. 
Perot \\'35 on the bQard of directors when (Ji>A made the decision to move Jobs 
to Mexico. (Since Perot left, OM has dcddcd' to move a lot of (hose jobs back 
to the U.S., and NAFTA would allow them 10 return a 10\ more.) 

Perot profilx/rom tire slalus quo flrrou;;h the Alliullc!! Corridor Projects. 
Perol ha~. invested a Jot of !llOllC)' building :.t foreign tnidi! ZOlle ill Tc,xas called 
AHianec Corridor. If NAFTA passes, he wll: Jose all the profits- from Alliance 
while American workers in small towns and cities across America will gain 
jobs. 

IV. Techniques.. 

YOll will want to rcmn1l1 friendly" and gf<jcious, fof. tJ,c most parl--but there )ViII 
"be (f moment Q{buJigfitlliOI1 when you can strike hb." o{[hfl/cmce mill take ('()ltlnd As. 
with plc$idcntial or VJce prbidential dehates, the PIt:SiI will redact a compelling 
ex-change, witliclSlll, or sound-bite th;~t Stlppos~dly encapsulates the cntin:: C11COt;ntcr, 

You will want to show command or the situation. 

n •• 
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Remain gelleraJZv COl)l (UU! cordial This r'lot a campaign against Perot; it is a 
discussion wilh the American people that will give you a chance to level with Ihem 
about NAFTA, Pl.!r'ot is wrong and you me right~-you just need to get the fact:> across 

Rcmemher Ihal Perol i.r jusl tI foil (0 COllt'~J' un argumenl. h is important to 
show the flaw,:; in hi;; understanding of NAFTA and its effects, but zt is just as 
irnponant to demonstrate why the Agreement is good for American workers. 

inJerrog(lIC PeN/I. Perot's knowledge only goes as deep as his sound bites. You 
can help to show his superficiality (and the depth of your knowledge) by asking 
pointed questions and then rcs;)onding to his pat answers. Perot wi!! try to back ou{~ 
you must demand that he lell the American people what he knows, If you 1..1Se this 
approach, Larry King will likely buck off and let you the debate. Again, it is 
important, not to [ot the interrogation displace your presentation of the positive aspects 
of NAFTA. 

TelJ Perullltill IIT/tc A mericull people arc /lol quillen... If Perot lr:cs to let people 
think he has always been a success. In fael, he qUit the Navy, EDS, GM, and the 
presidelltial race. Now he war:ts America io back down from an important challenge, 
At the approprlntc moment when he 15 showing his protectionist stripes, tell him, "The 
A merican people arc nO! quitters. Noss." 

S'wy with a cleaT amI simple ItW...·SIl/-:t:. NAFTA is a co:nplicmcd issue. and 
Pero! will likely I:T to dr:nv you :nlO ::J d:SCUSS:Oll or the technicalities. I:' you do till£;, 
Perot will have an opportunity to regain control Ivith a sharp rhetorical line. 
R~rnernbcL rv10st people in Ihe audience huve little knowledge or'NAFTA. and what 
they (:0 know i~: sketchy or ",..Tong. Yo~! mus: show connccl.ion with the ;l\;dleIlC~ by 
keeping tbe message in langungc they will readIly understand, 

Get Perot oflltis .'leri,,!. Perot is notorious for getting agitated when he is 
confronted with issues he does not want to deal with, \Vhen he is persistently asked 
ro~ del3ils he docc:n'\ have, or when the discusslon turns to his famtly, he i05C5 cOl:lrol 

and bcco:nes IC:;$ able 10 handle new questions_ For instance. Perot said be flrsl 
'dropped out of the pn::sidclltial mce afler he heard a rumor--just a m!lt()r«~that Bush 
\vas going tu spoil !:is daugl:ki's Wl.!ddi:lg, This year, on "!V1cct the Pr,,;ss," he lo:::>t his 
footing when asked about dilTc;eru.:es he _had with his son about NAFrA, and about' 
il;c details: of his own b~dgct.cu!ti;lg plan," '. .­

If jlerot liex. hit hurd. Perot uses sharp humor and often 'stretches the lrulh, but 
sO;!l!.;lil:H.!s in the NAFTA debate ht.! makes statemcnts that arc justv1ain wrong. You 
nc~d 10 I.!ail him un hs falschuoJs. 
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"take c1,!aF {!ta{ P,,:rot:\' riwtoric i,\' purl of Itis flu/urc, hUI il i.\' not part of Iftc rcal 
deiJal(t. l\."AFTA I.:;n't about sound-bites; it's abDlil a sound agreement that br-jugs jobs 
10 lite United States. If his jokes are funny, smilc~~but bring the dcb~ltc back to the 
rac!s at 1Hl.!ld 

Tllik about e.vportx. ;\bstract discussion of jobs has been found to be 
unpt:Jsuasivc. People m:t:d to thil:k ill tcrms or exporis--NA FJ:,1 tll(;UIIS sellin~ 

American-made cars, computers, tcfecommlll1icatiol1.\· equipmelll and olher products in 
A1cxico. Making this point strikes a direct chord among thosc involved in export 
industries, and paints u. morc detailed picture for those who du nOl quilc understand 
how NAFTA will create jobs. 

A l'oid frl!tJ~trmlc flr/.:UltWItl.~' Idum a pro-U.S, export argument call he used 
im'tead. Free trade 15 NOT a winning argument When NAFTA is fnulled simply in 
terms of Ameriean productivity in a free trade cnvlfOllInenl, NAFTA loses, Any 
discussion of Amencan productivity should make clear 1h;)1 the Agreement was 
strategically designed to tear down Mexican irade barriers and maximize American 
exporls can rake advantage of the growing merket south of our border. 

JVhen talking about A1C-.1.·;coJ always ::;pcuk in the tI/tgrcgute, The public tends 
not to believe tbe facts about wage levels for individual fvlcxicull familIes. But pcopk 
do respond 10 state:nents about the size or the r,·1cxican IHars:ct Thus, while they do 
not believe that the ave:-agc i'dcxican worker makes a'living wage, Ihey will 
undcrst:md th:1t lbc f\'icxico is a $40 billion market rCl\dy to C~l:lSllmC Amc'ricnn 
ex-par.s. You wilt also want to talk about a Me.".:~co's lurge and growing Inlddtc class 
thut is eager to pt~rchas<.: Amcrican exports, 
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tariffs in 1986; since then: 

Om exports have boomed from $12 billion then to $40 billion now 

We've turned a $5.4 biHion trade deficit into u $5.6 billion tn.dc surplus, 

700.000 U.S. jobs now depend on exports to Mexico. 

• A utos. Current Mexican law requires many carS sold in Mexico to be built in 
Mexico. In addition, there is a 20% tariff. Under NAFTA, these laws arc 
repealed. Today, only 1000 U.s.-built cars afC sold in Mexico; the Big Three 
estimate that in the first year alone. some 60,000 U.S.-built cars will be sold 
there, And Japan and Germany will still face a 20% tariff 

Computers: Two years ago, by one estimate, MexIco bought 120,000 U.S.-made 
computers. Last year, they bought 390,000. This year, they expect to buy 
600,000. This is 0.\1 with a 20% toriff; imagine how nwny \\,c'!i scll wilh no 
tariff. 

• 	By giving us pre/erel11ia! access to the A<fexicon markel, NAFTA helps liS 

t;.ompcte wLth Europe and Japan. That's why 1h.: Japanese deputy trade minister 
~said thot NAFfA was "sneaky protectionism" because it helped our auto and 
!extile industries compete with Japan. 

A men'Clll1 worker..' hm·c everything illukes fa c()mpele and ",in \Vc have 
{xh:cation, expertise, and experience, If cheap wages were 011 th31 ma:tcrcd, Haiti and 
Ba;lglndcsh would be world manllracturing ccnlcrs. Perot and the Amcr;ea-cnn't~win 
crowd believe that v!e cadt compele, and that our only remedy is to hide behind walls 
or pro!cctioniSI!), That's not only self-defeating and ¢conomic.:IHy itlusory; i~'s 

cowardly and counter to the American character. '! hink oj how Neoga/! would mgue 
for tilis again.)" a cartoon Iv/ondale. 

U.S, w!)rkt:rs arc rive 1iJiH:$ as productive ilS :>"lGxlcnH worki.::'$, The cost uf 
producmg n car there is actllnlly $140 morc than producing it here. 

• 	 \\'ho..:n tvlcrccdcs '11CIlZ and Toyota chose to 'locate ill' tbis hCI:lispirerc, they chose 
thc' U,S" not Mexico. 



THE MESSAGE 


I. j'RO-NAFTA ARGUMENTS 

The argloltnCllt for NAFTA should be presented in aa optimistic, expansive, even 
visionary fashion. stressing the benefIts of exports as well as our confidence that 
America can compete and win in the world marketplace. This case can be made with 
u three part argument. 

1, l!..\.'{!orls 

Export.\' crcatejohs, (I'cmt hal" made the NAlTA debate (I n!.ferendum on io/; 
loss,' Y Of( must make it a refl:nmdum on cxpOf:lli) America is part of a global 
economy; we can't simply close our eyes and pretend that's not so. If we don't expand 
trade, our CCOIlOU:Y \vill withee We I:1CSt expand our access cxpo:1. markClg in Mcxit:o 
m:d the world. 

• 	H:tlf uut CCOtlOllllC ~I'l}\\ith over the past :ivc years c~lmc rfOln expons. 

Seven million U.S. jobs dCPC:H1 on expons, 

EXpoft-rdated jobs pay 17% above the average U.S. wage. 

Lalit! Americu is the world's second fastest gfov.'ing market. We have a trade 
problem, but with Asia, not Latin America. 

iVA VIA H'il! credle jobs by letJrillt: ,Iowu 111t!.:dClIll Irade bl1rrit!~, umlal/owint: 
0..\'. ('X/WI'''''' info their mar/(ets. This simple causa! relationship canl10t be O\'crs{r'Cssed. 

DOIl't (~\'''II (1.YSWJH' puoplc kuow what "tariff,)" mr.:. 

Mr.;xit:o ;;Iaps 1miffs i\\'craging about :0% U:l.. our goods coming in. Tileir tariffs 
urc OJI average 2 1/2 times ours. NAFTA ,will eventually n:dl~cc their tariffs to 

zero . 

• \Vc 'expect llml NAFTA' wtll 	(:reat~ 200,OOC job" by 1995 alone. Thill's many. 
more ;Iwn wllI be 10:>: due tn,dislocation 



2. 	NA rIA makes it It:.)'.\' lilfeli! tlu~1 {irms.!J.:ill nWI'(! 10 Me.\·ico 

A clwowlc.tgc Ilu: {Juin of job los.';, but emp"ttS;ze thai NA VI'A will discouruJ;:c 
jirm,\'jro!tf mOllin!: then;, Again. Jicrol has made NAFTA a re/cn.."l1tiwn oujo/: los.;\ 
The pain and fear me rcal. Y ()1l s/tould begin your com't!r.;alioll with /lerot by 
acknowledging rhe fact that jobs arc miwing to Alcxico, and recognizing the alJ~Jlish 
fiJi.',' brings to A men'can families, 

Middle class Americans arc uneasy about trade, and that's understandable. Over 
the past 12 years, their incomes have gone down, jobs have left, and they have been 
less secure. Bu:)he problems they tlssociate witil..:NAFTA arc [t9Iu,!liY problems with 
our current Irading r~ln~ionshi.p with Mexico. Any firm that wants to move to Mexico 
already can, and would be able to if wc defeat NAFTA. Dot NAFTA will make things 
belter, not worse. h's the cure, not the disease. 

NAFTA contains numerous specific provisions to open Mexican markets. It kts 
U.S. firms ship products to Mexico, not factories . 

• 	NAFTA will raisc the cost of production in Mexico by raising their 

environmental and labor standards. 


For the first time ever, a trade agreement \,,,iJl rCQuire 1'v1c0ico to cgfo~~~Q 
their cnviro.!lmCtl~al Imvs (t110 laws arc relatively strict, but they haven't 
b<:cl1 enforced), \Vc can impose trade sanctions if they don't, You have 
strong prima facie credibility Oil tlte environmental i:isue, and YOII sholl/d 
!Jot he (ifmid to use it. ("I believe I've eamed my rcpuWlio}1 (tv a 
cOflllllitJed cnrirolllJlentaiisf. in jocl, if Gil)'lf:iJIg. IIsually,fll/I criticized 

for being 1(;0 cO)ll::erm:d ohoul cllvironmento/ proteclloll, I am telling you 
!hot f do not hm'c an oUlIce of dOllbt Ihat NA Ff'A will hdp the 
el1l'irrmmenf, alld llm.\' keep jobs here. 'fhaf~~' one rcason "m for ir 'J 

President Salinas has committed to false Mexico's minimum wage wilh 
productivlly. The minimum wage is low, but of course, the avcrogc 
fnctory wage there i;; hight( -- 11:0 snlTlC as here in the lLS. 

Tlw puhlic'still dm:.ml know much aluml ;he af.ireemcm, and iooks to 

"I'alida/()!':l·"jorcues. ,')'0 it is help/lillo efmlras{ NAFI'A;, supporters with its 
sUPI)()f1el'X '-- Ross ['emf, ['at jJuch(man; jerry lJrown. etC. Two cove(Jf,'l',' 0) 1;/iis 
argumellt call easily sound eli/i.vl. A' good way to make if is to say filal We are 
"Olll'''''''' Ihol m'cn(~" "'OItili); A 01 ",ianls ",ill {I;;J~" wilh "illh" fJ!>lsidellis. Gle.: hJ 
SOIl',C of tlieir I,cople should flO! he referellced -~·e.~., Un/pI! Natler i,,· popular and js. 	 . 

.. .' " 
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their slIfmgesf wi/ida/or: labor hurls Ihem hut is politically jJmb/cmaflc.' to (IlIac/.:, 

NAFTA is supported by: 

• all five living fonner presidents: 

• 	41 governors, whose job is to produce jobs for their states: 

~ 	 14 Nobel LnUlcatc cconomists~ 


public figures ranging from Colin Powell to Tip O'Neill 


Peml ha'i appropriated economic nationa/;sm for his own purposes; we mus' 
selze if hack, 

• 	NAFTA would create the largest trading bloc in the world, right in our own 
backyard, and this powerful alliance would be led by the United Stales, 

• 	If ~AFTA is rC.iectcd, Mexico will :Ikcly turn to other part:lcr3 Salinas has 
said as much. 

If NAFTA is rcjcckd, whal conceivnbh.: right do we have to te1i other countries 
10 lower their trade h:lalcrs to our goO(!;:;'( Amor::g :)th01' things, it \vill doom 
the GATT talks. 

This agreement v'/a~ Hcgo!ii)!{!d by two presidents of hOlh partics If it IS 

rejected, wha: wi;1 thm say (0 the world ab{)~!t the st:"l:!:g,th of Alm.:nC;]l1 
character sod the durability of our word? 

American workers arc the best in the world, and they can compete with anyone. The 
U!:il{!d St: . .Hcs has ncver hacked d()Wll i'r<..1n1 a challcl!gc' The American pcople afC nm 
qu Iuers. 

II. 	ARGUMENTS TO UNDERCUT/U:-JNERVE TilE OPPOSITION 

L Painl him as prutcctiouisl, hackwm-d-Iooking, and small, Polling shows lha! 
"Pl'Olcc.tiolllsm" COIHIIHlCS 10 have strong negalive'connotations even though "freew_ 

!lode" isn't terribly popular cithcL All he eyer.docs is complain and ,critici.-;c. Now 
11(;'$ cxploit;!~t; people's rcal coneenl;; for his own political g(lin. 



·' 
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2. Pemt bas pointed oui the prublclll, bllt C1Ut
1t eOllllcct it to NAI'TA. Pero! has 

pointed out real problems, but he can't counecl them to NAFTA. This is the glaring 
logical fatlacy at the center of Perot's case: Today. thc:-c is nothing to stop (l firm from 
seeking a cheap workforce in Mexico. Perot stumbles when he tries to prove that 
NAFTA wilt make that worSe (Perot and his co-author, Pat Choate, lamely argile thai 
lots of firms are now "on the fence," and that NAF'TA's intelleclual property 
protections and anti-cxpropnution measures will "tip the balance,") This fallacy cun be 
brought up rCIH!atcdly during the debale; for 6very horror he raises. you can shake 
your head and say. TJ!m~)' fme, Ross, bw [hal happens now and will continue to 
happen until we pa.ss N/J j:TA. 

3. Point out the opposition's gross exaggerations. Perot and others nre given to 
eXlreme argument that ure cast without foundation. Among the most egregious 
examples arc a) his claim that NAFTA will put at risk 5.& million lJ.S. jobs; b) his 
assertion that demented and untrained Mexican truck drivers will be careening <lrolHld 
our highways~ 4;) his claims that union organizers arc regularly shot in Mexico. 

4. Force him to defend the status quo. Defeating NAFTA will leave the 

!v1aquiladora zone unchnogcd and Mexico's tariffs in place. To date, this debate has 

been whether NAFTA is perfcct~ we arc helped if we shift the focus (0 the 

consequences of rejecting the pact. After ali, the current trade barriers separating the 


. U.S. and .\"texlco was 	designed to protect {he Mexican Illarkcl. from Ac)cricUlHl,uue 
goods. f>.tcxico has more protective legislation than Ihe US.. and tariffs for exports 
heading sOllth of the border arc 2 112 times higher than for goods coming in the UB, 
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])r;[l': J --KytcJl'u:lk<:iRdmm;:ltwt! by Chris Ulnch 

HESPONS I~S TO KEY PEROT THEM]~S 

!. 	 ,lOllS 

'Tour;! goin): to Jumr I1l:ianl :nu:kiuJ.: .,·oUlul oj U.•\', joh\' fWlving ,will" 10 
lUexico, " 

NAfl'A will CIl!lIte 200;000 new American jobs by 1995. That's why it's 
supported by [every living} AmericrU) Nobel Prize winning economist 

'Ilml suckinc, sonu(tJ!OU hear is the sound of exports coins: to Mexico. Our 
experience in the past five years provides a [astc of NAFTA's potential. Since 
Mexico began opening its markets in 1986, we have transformed a S$.1 billion 
trade defiei! with Mexico into a $5,6 billion SUfr.\US by 1992. In 19&6 U.S. 
exports supported 274,000 American jobs; til 1992, they supported 100,000_ 

Vit1uaHy CYCIY objceJivc study of (his aen,:clIlcnt rondudes it will cl\~aje johs. 
Of {he 20 comprebensive studies of NAFTA's effects {Ill U.S. jobs. 19 have 
found that NAFTA witl create fnt more jobs fha:l it lakes away" 

~ 	 EX"!)fl!1..i~!l~.)m~ hi!!h Imrin!! iobs. Export jobs pay 17% more tlla!l IYjllcal 
Americ.an jobs 

AlIluican:;; earn hil!hcr ~~.m!i"S 1)oo.~raust·.·:hcy't'C bcl1~'I' W()liiA"'!'. 'fhe World Bank 
cSlill1::ltes Mexican wages nrc nl}prOXi1ll31ely one~fif1h of U.S. manufaciunng 
wages -- they also estimate that U.S. wo~kers arc about five limes more 
praGuc.ltVi.' ,hat: Me:dcan workers. That means it takes five ~h;xica:ls [0 do the 
work of ont; American. 

\Va~es an.: f~!r.fmm lhe onlv f:nnsidcmtiQn. In addition 10 the most productive 
workers Hl the world, the U,S. has .a superior system of traasportatioll, 

.colluHumcalions, energy, and thc business support ServICeS nccessary to doing 
bllSi;)CS5 in lhe modem economy. 

'111a1's why it"s ("hcau(~I' to Im11d ;~.(""I' in (he U,S. tlmn i.~L.Me:d('o. In H leC~!;t 
study, the Office of Tcchnofogy Ass·cssmcni recuntly found that II is '$41 0 
cheaper to produce a car III the U.S. lhan III Mcxico.. 

" 	 M;tnv ·U.S, oimp,lllil:lS m!;. moville had, from Mexico. GM moved (1,000) jobs 
b:\CK from Mexico 10 Lansing Micbiean. Quality Coils moved job:'; brICk frolll 
MeXiCO (O Cnllll!Jc;icuL Atlanta S;;\V moved j()hs back from Mexico 10 

. Georg;a. Like, Elan), CO;llp;~;li..::>., th..:se b\JS:llcs:;e~ 1't.)wI(\ that low Mexican 
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wages Wt;fC no bargain cmnpnred [0 the advantages of producing in (hl.! U,S, 

2. 	 FOREIGN LOBBYISTS ANI) SECRET I'mGQTIATIONS 

I'I:nOT: '{1'Jordgn itUer(!xts ellJf buy !lu: klloH""~dJ:e, (.'OIIIIICI.\', (ma advice of bOlh 
JtUtum.f /lllillU)'~s()-famous Jtlrmer government riffidals alld Afemb(:r..' of 
Congress -- Was/iingtoIfS' !m-called revolving door. _ • /I 

'1Slecr'Ct trade negotiations (such as NAvTA) leun alter governmentl 
n~gu!ati()ns: widlOut dlC need fOI' notice lmd ,mblk continent" 

I:i!!.J.mtlc m:;l~eUlclI~ ever nCL!.oti3tcd more IHJblicly. No trade agreement 
has ever been negotial.cd with more input from the public and the Congress. 
USTR worked with 39 advlsory commrttees composed of over 1000 
representatives of U,S. industry, agric'Jiture, labor and environmental groups :\:> 

well <1$ st;lfe and local government officials 

,/ 	 L.!J.!QI' WH!' llctivclv !(Il1s!!!leil. The "Labor AdvisOfY Co:nm:t!oc" -- COl1\pos¢d 
or over 100 reprl.!sentatives fmlll a bro3d range of orgMi7.cd labor .~ me! with 
nt;go:iatols 42 til1v;s to discuss (!t:t:lils: as the dl!:l; was ncgoliatect 

.t 	 i'\AVfA'<; fun text h:l<; I:t£.en :tvaiJahlc for' Q,ver a ycar. 'fhe full tcx, of rhe 
NAFTJ\ \V,L'i m;\d\J available \0 lilt.: puult..: all SeptCni!iuf 18, 1992. 

COIl!!I\~SI'l (\("fidcs W!It~lh£.~.vass NA FTt\, We're nOI trying. :0 slip $<)[!Icthing 
past the i\:l1crlcan people_ We'le here tod:ty Oll natiof:al television .~ it docs II t 

gc: morc public than that. 

Pr'Csidcnt (linton JIllS SIJ!!!!IllCd shut the 1t;Y9J~l!'e: tlMI:' Ot~ his fifScuh;.:u.n 
ofTic~, Prcsid¢HI Clinton put in place the mO$i stringelH post-employment 
n;stricllollS: on posh:mp:oymcnt :obbying ever adopted: SCt1lo: appoiutees and 
arc: forhidden from CV9r lobbying for a foreign gOVCltllllcnt or business. 

], 	 TIlE U,S. GOT OlIT·NICGOTlATED 

"Clcllrly. fhe ftlf~\:ic(m fwgodMOr;." (Ju/-tflllie till! U.,\'. nego/ia-liIlK temll ... '11m 
II.S. 1I::;;OtiIlI0l'>; .\Iuc'l. fa their stmlcgv (mil J,;fl>": ftlpoy lIIore. (I.....'. job.\'. " 

http:orgMi7.cd
http:negotial.cd


JI~t; Mexi{"\ll;> eivc till ,alni. NAFTI\ !0qUI10S l'vtcxico to give ~;p tanlT b:\;1;,;L; 

thm ave:ag..: 250% higher than U,S, tJlIlf[.;, NAi'TA <lIst'; rcqoiH!S Mc)«ic-o I\! 

open up ifS entire sefvice scctOt to competilive U.S. induSlriGs like l!lSnnmCc, 
ba:.klllg and advcf1is~ng_ 1\ h:vds a playing field :hat lod,IY is tilted :!.gtllllS! U:;, 

:,IllC U.S, e.ives UP ",('I" litdc. We already hay,; 3. one-wilY free trade agreement 
wilh Mexico, Half of all MeXlCtltl goods alw;ldy enter the U.S, duty free. T11.; 
average U.S, tarifr on Mexican CXPOflS is only 4c

;:{,. 

Mexico made tIIlp,,~cedented conunitmenlS on labo," and Ihe ellvironment. The 
President made NAFTA even better by negotiating side agreements to make 
sure that increased trude does not cOme 3! the expense of workers or the 
environment 

.r 	 T:d<e Lee lac coca's Word. He has been a strong critic of many past trade 
deals, But he says NAFTA is a good deal for Americans. 

4. 	 "01AI'I";\ TAKES AWAY AMERICAN SOVEREIGNTY." 

.( 	 NA I'TA {H'CSCI'Ves U,S, sovcl'CiClltY. The Commissions on lhe cllvironmem H!l(; 

labor address tbe enforcen~em of existin\.!, domestic 1UW5 in the three NAFTA 
coun!ncs. The Commissio!ls cannOt ere:!!..: an)' 1:1\\'5 -- :1nd canOOl change 
existing U.s" environmental and labor laws . 

./ 	 'Illis wm; a f!1'C,lt dl~aJ COl' lhc U,S, Unlike Mcxico. lhe U}~, 1:[1;; a strong recOld 
o~' <.:nrorcc:mcnl. The commi%iom; artJ fa!' mor('; iikdy to aff(,;ct Mexico {hUll Ih,:~ 

U.s. 

s. 	 MEXICO IS I'OOR 

'Tile .;pentlUu elimiuatirm of AfexicdntariJ/l mt U.5L JIom/,,' KOI'UK to Me.\"i~(). 
which tn'erage olily about ten percellt, !>.'ill mean little (11 11l0Jt U,.\', C(HtIIWII;ct,\,' 

lfwl workers. 71w rlJaSutl is".;implir: M,...\..ic(J~' market i,\' SNUlJJ w,,: ie,".lllulIJj'j"d 

"aCCli1 III lIte ,\'ize'<,if tIJe V.S'. ~nllr1iel - and Mexican C:OffSWiWrs are, poor, f' 

1<:\'('11 wjlh high Ml~~i('rul trade banlcr,;, Mcxtt:o is ahcmly ,tilt c.xhemely 
illlllfj!j.mdJ,S, eXllOi1: madict Mexico today i.:: the second larg'.!s! market for 
US manufactured (;xpmts :ind I!:C t~lird largest market for US, farm export's, 



j\k\i(,:llI~ sp(~lId mot\'; lin a 11<.:1' ('aplla basis thall tlh~ ,bpam:se 01' tlu~ Eumpeall~. 

Last year, the avcr:1g~ ~1cxicnn bought S4S0 worth of U S. goods, That's moru 
{hall was SpclH by the ~tVl.:r.agc Japanese ('S3S5) or the ;\Vt!f'agc C\lropean ($ ). 

M(!xiclm 1;n~f(~I' t\Ul('11Call I/mtiucCs. j\,10xicum; spend 70 Cents: of every impol [ 

dollar on AIllGrican-madc goods. 

6, 	 "~mxlco IS CORRUI'!' AND AUTIIORITARIAN." 

-./ 	 NA I'TA pmmotcs democmc,y and refo-nn. Moxteo is ccnJ)inly not perfect But 
passing NAFTA will strengthen the hand of Salinas and other Latin American 
leaders committed to reform. Rejecting NAFTA could well reignite the fires of 
ruHI~Amcricanism. protectionis[ii and aulhoritarlaoisltL 

./ 	 Salinas ha.', made sie:nificnnt strides. For example, in {ate 1991, Salinas fired or 
retired tbe (entire] customs inspection force along the U,$, borde", It replaced 
them with newly-trained personnel earning [ten tmv,;;,,] the old salary to counter 

incentives fOf cOlTuption. llU!l takes politica! courage -- flnd commitment to 
rCr~)rm. 

7, 	 "'iAI'I'A WILL DESTROY Tim "NVIRONMENT." 

,/ 	 NAJlrA is the 1!1\"CUcst tmdc :l!:r~cmcnt in hi.~!ol"(. Tha:'s W:1Y it'::; SUP1)QIl".,j 
by the National Wildlife Federation, tbe World Wildlife Fund, tbe N,lIionnl 
Audubon Society, the Natural RCSO:HCCS IkfJ..:!1sC Council, and the 
Enviroomental Defense Fund, 

NAl'rt \ S,!~~~.~~..!!.J~I'Cccdent )ie~ting flinatiomd c0ll1l11i5~iolt on the clI"ironmcn!. 
The NAFTA environmental side agreement creates a pathbrcaking tfit)3t!on:d 
org:miza:1oo devOicd 10 protecting the environment. No NAFTA means no 
COfiltH1SSIOIl. 

NAFJ'A puts it~etll into l~lIfol'C(~It1CIlt. NAFTA :tUow;: the U.S. 10 Imposc fine;: 
and Ir:ldc s;!l1ctions if our NAFTA pa,tncrs fail to c"fMcl.) lhcir laws proIOC:HlJ:, 
th~ t;UVlwnIllCIIL No NAFTA IllC<tIlS no leverage 10 ensure :VkXtC3tl 
enfr,rCe!1lCnL 

I N0.-yrA pools billioiu; of doll:u~ fOl' t)onladt'.miuj) The Unilcd Slales Jild 
tvlexico have :1grced 10 create ;! r,?vo~utio!lary ncw CHlity fnr r~nding border 
cle:wup', The NAFTA \vill brint; $8 biUion to bcar on po!Hllioll III lhe bordcl 
;u,'ca. By pooling ,\1td leveraging assets from d.c pnV;l\C seclor. the World 
Ban~, ho~h fc\~(:ral p,on;rt\:Hcnls, and slale ant! !oca! l:OVCflHI:CI:ts ~~ clcallHp 

,'::OfiH.:;S ·at a minimal cos, 10 the federal govcmmcnt No NAFT!\ means 110 

funt:>: for I>(ln~,,:r d,,:am;p 

... '. 



I 

, , 

NAFL\ HAI;;;"S YOIIR TAXES 

AN'J'J-NAFfA AI): NAFl'A will n:quin! S.W lJiUimt ill new ItLW'V. 

./ 	 NAl<TA (tits taxes. NAFTA clHs tnriffs h)' about $2 S billion, $0 thnl fenlly 
represents a tax cut for cotlsumers. That's one of the main bcnclLlS of NAFTA 

l)~_~~_~m_: blldr:;et mles. we lIIt1st Qnset those .miff locductiotl!i. Some of this comes 
fI<)1ll inclUascd user fC<Js, but much comes from tougher customs enforcement 
and beuer government lIccounting practices. Some or tiles..; practices were 
suggested as a part of Rcittvcnting Government On balance, NAFTA is 1I Het 

ta."< reduction. 

11u;,~ 'even1ll,~~ produced hy the erowth in trade 15:~y'!)n1p any of NAFTA's (,OS($. 
NAFTA means morc exports and more income for our companies -~ so more 
tax revenue for the federal government. Those revenues far outstnp any of the 
costs associated with NAFTA" 

Dou't take my word for'it -- ask Newt Gingllch. On On the House floor last 
week, he said that NAFTA v.iH represent a nct $1.8 biHioll lax cut. 


