
           Unit 9,   Period 9 

Historical Analysis Activity written by Rebecca Richardson, Allen High School,  
using College Board’s 2015 Revised Framework and contextualization strategy developed by John P. Irish, Carroll High School. Image captured from Glencoe.com and article from aflcio.org 

Contextualization & Synthesis… NAFTA 
Directions: Analyze the documents and consider the prompt, “Explain the reasons for, and results of, increasing free trade in modern times.” Then, analyze the images and write a 
thorough comparative contextualization and synthesis. Write in complete sentences in the space provided or on a separate sheet of paper. 
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February, 2016 Memo From the AFL-CIO, “Trans-Pacific Partnership Free Trade Agreement (TPP)” 

The United States and 11 other Pacific Rim nations… signed the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) on Feb. 
4, 2016. This trade, investment and economic governance agreement was negotiated in secret from 2010-15. The signing of the TPP is only the beginning of the process to make the TPP law – not the end. We are  
doing all we can to make sure America’s working families are educated about the TPP and organized to fight against it.  The AFL-CIO provided the Obama administration with ideas to improve U.S. trade policies so that 
they work for the 99%, not just the 1%. Unfortunately, our ideas were rejected. The final TPP will not create jobs, protect the environment or ensure safe imports. Rather, it appears modeled after the North American Free 
Trade Agreement (NAFTA), a free trade agreement that boosts global corporate profits while leaving working families behind. The TPP's backers--mostly big business lobbies--boast the trade agreement as a “gold 
standard,” and the Obama administration promises it will promote and respect labor rights and raise wages for U.S. workers and workers across the Pacific Rim. The grim conditions facing workers in TPP partner 
countries were not effectively addressed in the TPP text or the side agreements called "consistency plans." Too many commitments to improve labor rights and environmental practices are vague… Instead, the TPP 
contains strict, clear and strong protections for foreign investors and pharmaceutical monopolies. It is clear that, as currently drafted, the TPP would increase corporate profits and skew benefits to economic elites, while 
leaving workers to bear the brunt of the TPP’s shortcomings, including lost jobs, lower wages and continued repression of worker rights. During the negotiations, labor union input was sidelined, especially in comparison to 
corporate input.” 

Extension: Complete a comparative contextualization and synthesis for NAFTA and Hawley-Smoot Tariff after reading the article: http://www.economist.com/node/12798595  
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