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1. What are the potential economic benefits of the trucking provisions in the NAFTA treaty? Who benefits? Who might lose?
There are several benefits of the NAFTA treaty for the trucking provisions. However, the cut of transportation costa and reduction of the traveling time are the main benefits. Under the transportation sector, the Mexico transporters will no longer need to unload and load their goods onto US trucks; however, they will get just need to proceed to the final destination just by crossing the border hence reduction in transportation costs. Both the US and the Mexican governments will much benefit from the treaty (Hill, 2008). Additionally, truck drivers will also benefit from the treaty. The drivers and bot the governments will save money by precisely cutting down the operating costs. Additionally, the Mexican drivers will have their earnings increased since they will have to cover longer distances. However, the people who might lose much are the US truck drivers since the Mexican Truck drivers will be much into the business. 
2. What do you think motivated the Teamsters to object to the trucking provisions in NAFTA? Are these objections fair? Why did Congress initially align itself with the Teamsters?
I think that the teamsters quickly objected to the trucking provisions in NAFTA since the Mexican drivers would undercut their businesses. Additionally, the Mexican drivers will also pose a threat of fresh and more intense competition to the US drivers (Hill, 2008). I think that the teamster’s objection is fair since their likelihood will be much affected by this treaty. Since the teamsters had a role in influencing the Congress, the Congress had first to align itself with the Teamsters. 
3. Did it make economic sense for the United States to bear the costs of punitive tariffs as allowed for under NAFTA, as opposed to letting Mexican trucks enter the United States?
Mexico provided a second chance to the United States to honor the commitment after they initially failed to abide by the provisions set forth by NAFTA regarding trucks. However, the response that the United States provided is bureaucratic measures that blocked Mexican trucks from entering the US. In response, different US goods destined for Mexico received new traffic policies implemented by the Mexican government. The new tariff policies made the Gripe exporters pay 45 percent tariffs while other US exporter’s paid only 20 percent tariff (Hill, 2008). I think that it was economically viable for the US to bear the cost. The response by the Mexican government was justified. However, the measures that were taken by the US to protect the teamsters were only made to hurt some of the Americans. Any agreements made should always be beneficial to all US citizens and companies. Additionally, the US government should make more efforts to protect the single groups.
4. Why do you think the Obama administration brokered a deal with Mexico to allow Mexican truck drivers to access the United States? Do you think this is a reasonable deal?
There are several advantages and disadvantages that are associated with the agreement. First, the treaty promotes the export of Mexico goods. To some extent, this was a reasonable deal since it would help reduce the export costs hence driving forward the Mexican economy. However, to the negative side, the treaty could lead to increased trafficking of illegal goods that could, in the long run, promote violence.
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