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The wrong approach to trade

Republican allempts to exclude environmental aﬂcl Iahoun slandai ds from a Fast Track hill are m:sgmded says Charles Rangsl

maze Republican
leaders are on a
aldnighl Wain tn
nowhere if they
lry o pass a Fast 'I'vack
{rade autharily it
siupporded largely by Ttepuib-
lcpns Uhis apmroach endan-
ers @ rate opparfunily o
irtld a Liroasd hipai Lisan con-
sensius in suppert ol tearing
down {radde arriers in o way
thal woutd cienle jobs amd
viaise liviag  slandaids
around ke worid.

1, and many emncrals,
veordll supporl legislalion
praniing Presidenl George
W. Oush enhanced irade
wegolialing avthurily pro-
villed iU awlfresse) elleclively
e key issies od faboa, the
enviriamend swd Lhe rote of
the 115 Conpgress. )

Stne Dush adminisOralion
ollicials insist thal il s
imprssible 1o expand trade
and properly deal with ihese
ivsties. They have acousedd
Cemocials ol being,proleg-
[Henizts™,  “isolalionlsts"
amd -even "xenuphohes" or
nol  swallowing  their
stale Fust Track approach.

Undeierred, Democrals In
the US House have inkvo-
duced a I allowing 'lhe
president 1o seelt new trade-
appariunilies while seiling
responsiile benchinarks lor
labour and enviruhmenial
standards. Our bilt eosmes

‘that 1l lasic inlernations

standards agreed by Lhe vast
wmajority of lhe 175 Iuterna.
tional Latuvur Qrganisalien
nations are fnclwed in
regional [ree lrade agree-
menls, such as lhe Free
Trade Avea of Ue Americas.
Fhese ILO standards inchude
bans on forcetdt labiour Aaud
discrimination, regulalinns
an chikl taboare and recopat.
1o of warkevs” rights {0
bargain coliectively.

These standands arg nl
“Awertean™ nr “wesleim”,
Indeed, many developing
walians helped Tormulale
[hem. Yel gsome may Lp sus-
piciows of US motlives. That
s why, rather than cabling
for Jahor standards in 1he
World Tradle Ovrganisaltion
negollations, s kil calls
for llie esizbiisiuvent of a
“Working Group™ an Iraile
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and kahour issues. The U3
woukd show poor counlries
that Daplementing core
Labowr standards is nol a dis-
guised bavvier lo Lrade with
them but is essential lo
betler living standads for
all. )

On the envirowmnent, pur
Hifl ensures thal [vreign
Investors in the 13 have ma
grealter ights than US inves-
tors. B dlso (akes steps lo
integrate inlernational envi-
ronmenial  agreements,
knovn as MEAs, wilh lrade
agresments while easuring
1hat MEAs ara not used lo
juslily {rade restriclinng.

Lahouy and environmendal
issues yeoukhl hiave ta be lack-
led in any [Fast Track bilk o
abtain broad bipartisan sup-
port, because they are vital
{or a level playing iield far
trade. No country should be
allowedd (o gain rade advan-
tapes by ducking these sian:
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ﬂm'{is. jusl 85 they cannol -

gnomre inlellectual proparvty
rights ur lernalionnd fsod
safuly rules.

Those who describe labour
Ml epviteanment ms maevely
“social issues” te nat under-
slam! Demacrals” concerns
Thwe trialh 5 Lhal oclusion ol
fabour and envirommental
igsues s reai commercial
significance [or the {erms of
trade. US pegatistars should
lielp poor countrles achieve
these slandards via technical
assisiance, lransition peviods
and markel aceess ineen-
lives such as accelersied {ar-
il cuds. Nepuhlican vhetorle
mentions snch encourage-
menls bul the Dush adminis-
Bation eafs in hall funding
fov  key assislance pro-
prammes.

A Fast Track omiiiing
litese issues spells danger fin
any agresment negolialed
wmler it ‘This year, Trent

Lotl, the T.Epuhhcan leader
in (he Senale, Bmong others,
asked for reliel for Missis-
sippik eatfishermen compel-
ing wilh Vietnmsinese [lish
farmed using “cheap lohour
and very loose environimen-
{al regulalions”, Many olher
Fast Prack supporters gt
wot support specilie Lrade
apreoients il they felt thelr
conslifuents were losing out
because of low labhour or
enviiommental slandards.
Wany of us alag waul {o
engure that Fast Track cdoes
nel give shurt sheili o the
raie ol Coungress. The cur-
rent bill mersly prevides for
more “conselialions™ wilh
Cangiaas. Mearly idenlical
language in previcus bills
did ol ensire {hal Bil Clin-
ton, Nr Bush or any mevi-
ous presicdent would listen fa
anything in these so-called

CconsuMaltjons.

When internnGanal Uade
directly alfects tha Hves and
Healihoods of an lncreasing
num$er al Americans, Con-
gress cannal be confined la
Ihe Back beneh. ‘Yhe presi-
dent ks the vhe negotiator

but Congress musl have
meaninglu! inpuol. indeed,
Lhe Constitution gives it 1he
responsibillly lo “repulate

comimerice  with Tloreign
natinns',
Democrals  wawnd  Iras]

Track le inlade s congres
sional review of Fasl Track
[rauie mepolislions onde
gvery tvo years (0 ensuire
that a US president has Hie
fncentive (v lslen 1o Con-
gress's concerns. Fuar [rom
weakening the presideni’s
hand, Conpress’s ungoling
inpul woull enhance his
negoliating clout hecause it
would ensure ihal, aller

‘years of negetialions, (he

epd pradiret would almost
cerlginly pass wilh Uraad
Liparlizan stippaovl.
Repoblicans have atlenspied
a shorl oul, which has ten
enly o a dead endl. 1If hlr
[ush wants Conpress 10 pass
meaninglul  Fast  Track
authoerily, he LSnows what
train 1o Lale.

The weriter [s ronking Deuro-
cral af the US House Cowntit-
tee ou Wirirs and Means
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