Dear Representative

On behal f of the XXXXX menbers of the Dallas Group, we write to urge you to oppose
fast track trade | egislation. Once the House-Senate conference on fast track
finishes its work, the House will have the opportunity to reverse the decision
made | ast Decenber when it approved fast track by just one vote.

NOTE TWO OPTI ONS: TO DECI DE WHI CH TO USE, SEE YOU REPS FAST TRACK VOTE AT
<WAW LCV. ORG> LOOK THEM UP ON THE 2001 SCORECARD.

OPTION A: We thank you for your vote against fast track at that tinme and urge you
to stay the course now by opposing the fast track conference report.

OPTION B. W were deeply disappointed by your decision |ast Decenber to support
fast track. W urge you to reconsider your position and to vote against the fast-
track conference report when it conmes back to the House.

Fast-track trade |egislation would deprive Congress of the right to fix trade
deal s even when they threaten the environnent. We are deeply concerned because
this legislation would be used to expand to nore countries provisions in the North
Anerican Free Trade Agreenent (NAFTA) that give foreign corporations the power to
di scourage environnental protection by suing U S. taxpayers for billions if our
environnmental laws interfere with corporate profits. According to a Tufts
University study, NAFTA-style corporate |awsuits could eventually cost US
taxpayers $32 billion per year

Originally, NAFTA's corporate |lawsuits were intended to protect US investors in

other countries fromthe seizure of their assets by host governnents. 1In
practice, the rules expose virtually all donestic environnental |laws -- pollution
controls, smart growh progranms, and | and conservation rules -- as potential NAFTA

vi ol ati ons.

If fast track passes, it could be used to expand NAFTA-style corporate lawsuits

t hroughout the Western Hem sphere and eventually the entire world. Environnental
progress could then grind to a halt as taxpayers at home and abroad are forced to
pay billions of dollars in damage clains to gl obal corporations.

The best way to truly stop expansion of NAFTA's corporate |lawsuits is to get rid
of fast track. Doing so would not stop trade. Instead, it would give

di stingui shed | eaders such as Rep. Charlie Rangel (D-NY) and Rep. Sander Levin (D
M) the opportunity to |l ead the charge for a nore bal anced and denocratic form of
trade negotiating authority.

We, therefore, urge you to oppose this fast track legislation in the nane of a new
trade policy that is truly clean, green, and fair.



