




















f THIS CHANGES EVERYTHING 

• the U.S. environmental movement, Losing Ground. These Big Green
oups e:ven created their own pro-NAITA organization, the Environmen-
1 Coalition for NAITA-which included the National Wildlife Federa­
)n, the Environmental Defense Fund, Conservation International, the
ational Audubon Society, the Natural Resources Defense Council, and
e World Wildlife Fund-which, according to Dowie provided its "un-
1uivocal support to the agreement." Jay Hair, then head of the National
'ildlife Federation, even flew to Mexico on an official U.S. trade missio�
lobby his Mexican counterparts, while attacking his critics for "putting
eir protectionist polemics ahead of concern for the environment."4 2 

Not everyone in the green movement hopped on the pro-trade band-
1gon: Greenpeace, Friends of the Earth, and the Sierra Club, as well as 
my small organizations, continued to oppose NAITA. But that didn't 
mer to the Clinton administration, which had what it wanted-the abil­
, to tell a skeptical public that "groups representing 80 percent of national 
wironmental] group membership have endorsed NAITA." And that was 
.portant, because Clinton faced an uphill battle getting NAITA through 
mgress, with many in his own party pledging to vote against the deal. 
rm Adams, then director of the Natural Resources Defense Council, suc-
1ctly described the extraordinarily helpful role played by groups like his: 
le broke the back of the environmental opposition to NAITA. After we 
:ablished our position Clinton only had labor to fight. We did him a big 
ror."43 
Indeed when the presid�nt signed NAITA into law in 1993, he made 

pecial point of thanking "the environmental people who came out and 
1rked through this-many of them at great criticism, particularly in the 
vironmental movement." Clinton also made it clear that this victory was 
)Ut more than one agreement. "Today we have the chance to do what our 
,ents did before us. We have the opportunity to remake the world." He 
?lained that, "We are on the verge of a global economic expansion .... 
ready the confidence we've displayed by ratifying NAITA has begun to 
ir fruit. We are now making real progress toward a worldwide trade agree­
:nt so significant that it could make the material gains of NAITA for our 
mtry look small by comparison." He was referring to the World Trade 
ganization. And just in case anyone was still worried about the envi-

HOT MONEY f 85 

ronmental consequences, Clinton offered his personal assurance. "We will 
seek new institutional arrangements to ensure that trade leaves the world 
cleaner than before."44 

Standing by the president's side was his vice president, Al Gore, who 
had been largely responsible for getting so many Big Green groups on board. 
Given this history, it should hardly come as a surprise that the mainstream 
environmental movement has been in no rush to draw attention to the 
disastrous climate impacts of the free trade era. To do so would only high­
light their own active role in helping the U.S. government to, in Clinton's 
words, "remake the world." Much better, as we will see later on, to talk 
about light bulbs and fuel efficiency. 

The significance of the NAITA signing was indeed historic, tragically 
so. Because if the environmental movement had not been so agreeable, 
NAITA might have been blocked or renegotiated to set a different kind 
of precedent. A new trade architecture could have been built that did not 
actively sabotage the fragile global climate change consensus. Instead-as 
had been the promise and hope of the 1992 Rio Earth Summit-this new 
architecture could have been grounded in the need to fight poverty and re­
duce emissions at the same time. So for example, trade access to developing 
countries could have been tied to transfers of resources and green technol­
ogy so that critical new electricity and transit infrastructure was low carbon 
from the outset. And the deals could have been written to ensure that any 
measures taken to support renewable energy would not be penalized and, 
in fact, could be rewarded. The global economy might not have grown as 
quickly as it did, but it also would not be headed rapidly off the climate cliff. 

The errors of this period cannot be undone, but it is not too late for a 
new kind of climate movement to take up the fight against so-called free 
trade and build this needed architecture now. That doesn't-and never 
did-mean an end to economic exchange across borders. It does, however, 
mean a far more thoughtful and deliberate approach to why we trade and 
whom it serves. Encouraging the frenetic and indiscriminate consumption 
of essentially disposable products can no longer be the system's goal. Goods 
must once again be made to last, and the use of energy-intensive long-haul 
transport will need to be rationed-reserved for those cases where goods 
cannot be produced locally or where local production is more carbon-














