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Abstract. The study focused on analysing the stages of development and formation of regional economic
integration in North America. The methodology involved a comprehensive assessment of the evolution of
integration processes and their impact on the participating states’ economies, political systems, and social
aspects. The research examined the legal framework and economic changes resulting from integrating the USA,
Canada, and Mexico under the North American Free Trade Agreement and its modern successor, the United States-
Mexico-Canada Agreement. Attention was given to various forms of regional integration, ranging from free trade
areas to political unions. A key aspect of the study was the legal regulation of integration processes, including
the harmonisation of national legislation with international agreements and the role of supranational bodies in
ensuring compliance and resolving disputes. The study examined the economic and political prerequisites for the
agreement’s conclusion, as well as the legal mechanisms governing international trade, investment, intellectual
property, and dispute resolution. The United States’ exports to Canada increased from USD 43.5 billion in 1994 to
USD 91.9 billion in 2019, while exports to Mexico rose from USD 50.8 billion to USD 256.4 billion over the same
period. Similarly, imports from Canada grew from USD 31 billion to USD 202.7 billion, and imports from Mexico
followed the same trend, increasing from USD 31 billion to USD 202.7 billion. Notably, the USA’s exports to USMCA
member states rose from USD 580 billion in 2020 to USD 860 billion in 2023, while Canada’s exports increased
from USD 230 billion to USD 520 billion, and Mexico’s from USD 250 billion to USD 540 billion. The practical
significance of the study lies in the potential application of its findings to enhance the legal mechanisms of regional
integration, formulate economic and environmental policies, and support decision-making in international trade,
investment, and labour standards by governments and international organisations
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Introduction

With its significant economic power, North America
plays avital role in the global economy. The last 30 years
have been characterised by a particular emphasis on
the processes of regional economic integration, in par-
ticular thanks to the North American Free Trade Agree-
ment (NAFTA) (1992). Signed in 1992 between the
USA, Canada and Mexico, this agreement became one of
the largest economic integration projects in the world.
In the context of globalisation, which contributes to the
growth of economic interdependence between states,

the issue of developing regional integration initiatives
is becoming increasingly important.

Integration in North America is important for sev-
eral reasons. It stimulates economic growth, removes
trade barriers and improves the investment climate. In
addition to the economic impact, integration processes
also change the social, political and environmental as-
pects of the life of the participating states. Therefore,
the study of such agreements is important for under-
standing the general trends in the development of the
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world economy. Analysing NAFTA's experience pro-
vides insight into how economic integration shapes the
economies of the three countries and their position in
the global landscape. The most common types of inte-
gration are agreements that reduce or eliminate trade
barriers, and simplify the movement of capital and la-
bour. These principles are implemented through the
obligations of the participating countries at the legisla-
tive level, as well as through the creation of joint regula-
tory bodies and dispute-resolution mechanisms.

In the process of analysing the establishment of
regional economic integration in North America, re-
searchers paid particular attention to assessing the
impact of NAFTA on the economies of the participating
countries and global trade. In particular, V. Verhun et
al. (2020) emphasised that the agreement contributed
to a significant increase in trade between the USA, Can-
ada and Mexico, which allowed the creation of one of
the largest free trade zones in the world. At the same
time, A.K. Kikkawa et al. (2019) noted that this process
had a heterogeneous impact on individual industries,
in particular, on the manufacturing sector of Mexico,
which faced competition from the more powerful US
economy. J. Berasaluce & J.A. Romero (2020) focused
on the role of NAFTA in attracting foreign investment to
Mexico, which became a catalyst for economic growth,
but, according to the authors, could not solve the prob-
lem of economic inequality between the regions of
this country. V.M. Cuevas Ahumada & R.I. Lépez Chura-
ta (2019) believed that one of the main advantages of
the agreement was the creation of opportunities for the
development of entrepreneurial activity due to a more
favourable institutional environment. However, this
sometimes led to the displacement of less competitive
local producers. F. Benguria (2023), in his analysis of
NAFTA’s impact on the labour market, noted that while
employment growth was observed in the USA and Can-
ada, the agreement simultaneously caused a decrease in
the number of low-skilled jobs, as production moved to
regions with cheaper labour. A different approach was
demonstrated by X. Zhao et al. (2020), who studied the
impact of the agreement on consumers and concluded
that consumers benefited from lower prices for goods
due to increased competition and optimisation of pro-
duction chains. F. Gladstone et al. (2021) pointed out
that integration within NAFTA increased environmen-
tal pressure on countries, especially in the context of
industrial production in Mexico, where environmental
standards remained lower than in the USA and Canada.
R. Labonté et al. (2019) drew attention to issues relat-
ed to regulatory harmonisation and noted that it often
caused tension between countries due to differences in
approaches to protecting the rights of consumers and
workers. In a more general context, E. Eteria (2022)
considered NAFTA as part of global integration trends
and emphasised that its experience can serve as a mod-
el for other regions of the world, although it requires
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adaptation to local conditions. A. Trejo-Nieto (2023)
analysed the transformation of NAFTA into the United
States-Mexico-Canada Agreement (USMCA) (2018),
emphasising that the changes were aimed at solv-
ing many critical problems identified in the previous
agreement, such as the distribution of benefits between
countries and environmental challenges.

Thus, the generalisation of previous publications
has revealed the multidimensional impact of NAF-
TA and emphasises the importance of its analysis in
modern conditions. One such aspect that has not been
explored by other authors is the impact of NAFTA on
social changes in the participating countries, in par-
ticular on the level of social inequality and working
conditions. In addition, there is insufficient research
on the relationship between political and institutional
changes in countries and their impact on the effective-
ness of the agreement, which is an important aspect
for assessing the sustainability and possible directions
of NAFTA's development.

This study aimed to comprehensively analyse var-
ious aspects of NAFTA's impact on the state-legal and
socio-economic development of North American coun-
tries, as well as to assess the long-term consequences
for regional economic integration. The objectives of the
study were to examine the social changes caused by
NAFTA, in particular their impact on the level of social
inequality and working conditions in the countries par-
ticipating in the agreement, as well as to study the rela-
tionship between political and institutional changes in
the countries and their impact on the effectiveness of
economic integration.

Materials and methods
This research employed a broad spectrum of analytical
approaches and methods to assess the processes of re-
gional economic integration, particularly through the
analysis of the North American Free Trade Agreement
(NAFTA) (1992) and the United States-Mexico-Canada
Agreement (USMCA) (2018), and their impact on the
economies of the USA, Canada, and Mexico. To evaluate
the effectiveness of integration processes, both quanti-
tative and qualitative methods were used, including a
comparative analysis of economic indicators and statis-
tical data, which allowed for a detailed assessment of
changes in the economies of the participating countries.
To analyse foreign trade, export and import vol-
umes, and structural shifts in national economies, data
from the Statista database (n.d.) were used, allowing
the dynamics of trade relations between the countries
to be traced from 1994 to 2020 under NAFTA and from
2020 to 2023 under USMCA. Comparative analysis
methods made it possible to assess changes in econom-
ic relations between the USA, Canada, and Mexico after
the signing of NAFTA and compare them with the cur-
rent USMCA agreement. For this purpose, a sample of
indicators was used, such as the share of exports and
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imports in the GDP structure of each country, as well
as changes in the volume of trade between countries.
This approach provided insights into how economic re-
lations evolved and the outcomes of the agreement for
the three leading economies of North America.

The study also applied methods of analysing inter-
national agreements and legal acts related to NAFTA
and USMCA. This included reviewing the main provi-
sions of the agreement, such as rules of origin, dispute
resolution mechanisms, issues of investment and in-
tellectual property protection, as well as social and la-
bour standards. These provisions were analysed from
documents such as NAFTA and the North American
Free Trade Agreement Implementation Act (1993). The
analysis also covered changes in legal mechanisms that
occurred after the modernisation of NAFTA as part of
the signing of USMCA in 2018.

To study economic changes and integration pro-
cesses under the USMCA agreement, the official US-
MCA website was used as the main source of data.
This resource contains up-to-date information on the
regulatory framework, economic reports, as well as
statistical data on trade, investment and employment
in the participating countries. To assess the impact of
integration on the economies of countries, methods of
economic modelling and statistical analysis were used.
This enabled an examination of the long-term effects of
integration by analysing the export and import of goods
and services, as well as the influence of factors such as
changes in labour standards, industrial development,
and job creation. Particular attention was paid to the
social and environmental consequences of integration.
The impact of the agreement on working conditions
and income levels, as well as environmental standards,
particularly in Mexico, where increased production was
accompanied by a deterioration of the environmental
situation due to the low level of environmental protec-
tion, was studied.

Results

Regional economic integration is a complex process
that involves the unification of several countries for
joint economic development by eliminating barriers to
trade, creating common economic spaces, and harmo-
nising national policies. The basis of this process is the
idea of increasing the efficiency of resource use and
creating more sustainable economic systems within
the integrated region. Integration can manifest itself
in various forms. The simplest is a free trade area,
which involves the abolition of customs and trade re-
strictions between the participating countries. The
next level is a customs union, which complements the
free trade area with a single customs policy towards
third countries. The common market includes not
only free trade but also the free movement of labour,
capital and services (Yakoviyk, 2014). The economic
union unites economies at the policy level, including

the harmonisation of financial and social systems. The
highest form of integration is a political union, where
countries delegate a significant part of their sover-
eignty to supranational bodies. The stages of integra-
tion usually develop gradually: from the conclusion of
trade agreements and the reduction of barriers to the
full harmonisation of economic and political policies.
Each stage requires deep cooperation between coun-
tries and institutional adaptation.

The effectiveness of regional integration largely
depends on the legal framework that governs relations
between participating countries. The foundation is in-
ternational agreements, which record the obligations of
the parties to create a free trade area, customs union or
other forms of integration. Such agreements often reg-
ulate aspects of market access, tariff policy, investment
guarantees, environmental standards and dispute res-
olution mechanisms. An important part of integration
is the harmonisation of the domestic legislation of the
participating countries with the requirements of inter-
national agreements (Jetschke & Murray, 2020). This
includes harmonising the trade, financial, labour and
environmental legislation of the participating countries
to ensure the effective functioning of both the integra-
tion association as a whole and each member state. For
example, within the EU, member states must comply
with the provisions of EU regulations, which ensure the
unity of the market. A special role is played by the Eu-
ropean Commission, which represents supranational
(pan-European) interests and is informally called the
“guardian of the founding treaties”, given its obligation
to oversee compliance by member states with EU law.
EU institutions are designed to help resolve conflicts
that may arise in the process of the functioning of the
integration association.

The EU is a prime example of successful regional
economic, and later political, integration. Starting its
operation in 1951, when the European Coal and Steel
Community was created, a united Europe went through
stages in its development from the formation of a cus-
toms union to the creation of a single market, and then
to the formation of an economic and monetary union.
This allowed the EU to coordinate national policies in
such important areas as trade, transport, environmen-
tal protection and social security, creating a stable and
prosperous economic zone (Hartley et al., 2020). The
EU experience has become a model for the creation of
other regional associations, which has demonstrated
the importance of both economic and political integra-
tion for achieving sustainable development. One can
mention such integration projects as the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations and the Regional Comprehen-
sive Economic Partnership, which are focused on the
gradual liberalisation of trade and investment. These
projects contributed to the reduction of trade barriers,
however, unlike the EU, did not lead to political inte-
gration (Anwar, 2020).
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At the end of the 20" century, integration process-
es spread to other regions. One such example is NAF-
TA, signed in 1992 (ratified in 1994), which united
countries with different socioeconomic and political
realities. Agreements like NAFTA reflect an adapted
version of the European experience, where political
integration was not the main goal. The integration
models that emerged in North America, Asia and Latin
America are developing taking into account the spe-
cifics of their realities and needs, which differs from
European standards (Stanford, 2019). One of the im-
portant features of integration processes is the link
between economic integration and state sovereignty.
Within integration associations, member states delib-
erately resort to delegating the right to exercise cer-
tain sovereign rights and powers to the supranational
level. This process usually takes place based on the
principle of subsidiarity, when the institutions and
bodies of the integration association are involved in
the implementation of only those functions that can-
not be effectively performed independently by nation-
al governments (Yakoviyk et al., 2018).

The signing of NAFTA was the logical result of long-
term preparatory economic and political processes
taking place in the region. This agreement united the
USA, Canada and Mexico into one of the world’s larg-
est free trade zones, opening up new opportunities for
economic and social development. It should be noted
that the prerequisites for its conclusion were complex
and multifaceted, including both economic and polit-
ical factors. The economic conditions for the creation
of the agreement arose due to the complementarity
of the economies of the three countries. The USA, as
the largest economy in the world, sought to find new
markets for its high-tech products and reduce costs,
partially relocating production to countries with low-
er labour costs. Mexico, striving to modernise its infra-
structure and stimulate economic development, tried
to attract foreign investment and create new jobs.
Canada, as a major supplier of raw materials and in-
dustrial goods, tried to maintain access to the US mar-
ket, as its main trading partner.

At the end of the 20" century, global economic
changes became an important factor that prompted the
three states to sign the agreement. The processes of
globalisation and the opening of world markets forced
countries to join forces to strengthen their competi-
tiveness. For Mexico, the conclusion of NAFTA was an
important stage in the implementation of the econom-
ic liberalisation policy, which began in the 1980s after
structural reforms and the transition to a market econ-
omy. Political factors also had a significant impact. The
governments of the USA, Canada and Mexico viewed the
agreement not only as an economic instrument but also
as a strategic step. For the USA, this was an opportunity
to strengthen stability on the southern border, as eco-
nomic growth in Mexico could contribute to reducing

Gabroshvili

illegal migration and strengthening the fight against
drug trafficking. For Mexico, integration with the econ-
omies of the USA and Canada symbolised the desire for
modernisation and democratic reforms. For Canada,
NAFTA opened up the opportunity to ensure balance in
trilateral relations, protecting its own interests during
negotiations with the USA (Lai, 2021).

The main points of the agreement cover a variety
of economic and legal aspects governing trade, invest-
ment, intellectual property protection and dispute res-
olution mechanisms. One of the main goals of NAFTA
was to create a free trade area, which involved the grad-
ual elimination of tariff and non-tariff barriers between
the three countries. The agreement included a clause on
the gradual abolition of customs tariffs on most goods
within 15 years, which contributed to the development
of mutual trade, particularly in such sectors as automo-
tive, agriculture and electronics production (Walmsley
& Minor, 2021). NAFTA contributed to the significant
liberalisation of trade in services and created a legal
framework for the protection of investments. Investors
received guarantees against discriminatory measures
and nationalisation without adequate compensation.
Mechanisms for the protection of intellectual property
rights were also defined, in particular standards in such
areas as copyrights, patents and trademarks.

International agreements on economic integra-
tion, such as NAFTA and USMCA, have significantly in-
fluenced the structure of industries that are key to the
global economy. The oil and gas sector, as one of the
most important in the world, has become an example
of how integration has contributed to accelerating its
development, growth of transnational trade and the
introduction of innovations. However, this process is
not limited to oil and gas: integration has created con-
ditions for the energy transition to renewable energy
sources, which is gradually transforming the depend-
ence of states on fossil fuels.

The oil and gas industry has historically held a
central place in the economies of countries such as
the USA, Canada, and Mexico. Trade agreements, par-
ticularly NAFTA, have contributed to the deepening
of economic ties between these countries, which en-
sured the unhindered movement of energy resources.
For the USA, this integration meant access to cheaper
raw materials from Canada (for example, oil from oil
sands) and Mexico, which allowed to reduce the cost
of domestic production. Canadian companies, in turn,
gained stable access to the American market, where
demand for oil and gas remained high, and joint pro-
jects allowed the use of joint technological innovations
(Eckhouse & Zalik, 2022).

Mexico, which had significant reserves of hydro-
carbons, benefited from the technologies, investments,
and knowledge that became available through integra-
tion. However, its dependence on American consumers
gradually increased: a significant part of Mexican oil
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was exported to the USA, while imported processed
products, such as gasoline, provided for Mexico’s do-
mestic demand. Thanks to integration, infrastructure
was also developed, in particular oil pipelines, gas
pipelines and processing plants. For example, the con-
struction of cross-border energy projects greatly facil-
itated the transportation of raw materials and finished
products, minimising logistical costs. This particular-
ly affected the US economy, which actively imported
heavy oil from Canada for its refineries in Texas, which
specialised in processing this type of raw material
(Winham & Grant, 2019).

Integration has created favourable conditions for a
gradual transition to renewable energy sources. In the
USA, for example, trade agreements have made it pos-
sible to reduce the cost of importing necessary compo-
nents for “green” energy, such as solar panels and wind
turbines. Investments in research and development
have become more accessible through transnational
cooperation with Canada and Mexico. Canada, with its
large resources of hydropower, actively exported elec-
tricity to the USA, which contributed to the creation of
a common energy market. Mexico, for its part, attracted
foreign investment in solar energy development pro-
jects, using its natural conditions, such as a long sunny
day (Segbefia et al., 2023). Thus, integration has helped
to lay the foundation for the growth of the renewable
energy sector, which is gradually becoming the main
successor to the oil and gas industry.

At the initial stages of integration, dependence on
trade between the participating countries increased.
The USA, Canada and Mexico mutually complemented
each other in the energy sector: American demand for
raw materials was ensured by supplies from Canada,
and the processing capacities of the USA satisfied the
needs of Mexico. This created the so-called energy trian-
gle, which maintained balance within the region. How-
ever, the development of technologies, such as shale gas
and oil in the USA, reduced the country’s dependence
on imports. The USA became not only self-sufficient in
the production of many types of energy, but also began
to export it to other countries. For Canada and Mexico,
this meant the need to diversify their trading partners
to reduce the risks associated with dependence on the
American market (Yatsenko et al., 2019). In the new
USMCA agreement, the emphasis has shifted: countries
are trying to develop cooperation in the field of renew-
able energy and climate policy. The USA, as a leader in
technological innovation, contribute to the integration
of new solutions in the region, which opens up new op-
portunities for trade and cooperation.

The legal mechanisms of NAFTA became an impor-
tant tool to ensure the implementation of the provi-
sions of the agreement. The section on dispute settle-
ment, which offered three main mechanisms, deserves
special attention. The first concerned the resolution of
interstate disputes through negotiations or arbitration.

The second mechanism, designed for investment dis-
putes, provided investors with the opportunity to file
lawsuits against the governments of the participating
countries in international arbitration. The third mech-
anism was focused on resolving trade disputes, such
as anti-dumping measures or the application of coun-
tervailing duties. The provisions on rules of origin of
goods, which determined the conditions under which
products could enjoy the benefits of the agreement,
played a special role. For example, cars had to contain a
certain percentage of components produced in NAFTA
countries to meet the requirements of duty-free trade.
Although NAFTA had significant advantages, its legal
mechanisms sometimes became the subject of criti-
cism. Some participating countries considered them too
complex and lengthy to apply. However, on the whole,
they created a solid foundation for protecting the inter-
ests of the parties and ensuring stability in the region.

The implementation of NAFTA took place in sev-
eral stages, each of which significantly influenced the
economic development of the participating states. At
the initial stage, after the agreement came into force on
1 January 1994, the countries focused their efforts on
abolishing customs tariffs on key categories of goods.
Initially, tariffs on industrial and agricultural goods
were abolished, which led to a significant increase in
trade between the USA, Canada and Mexico. At the
same time, mechanisms for monitoring compliance
with rules of origin were introduced, which allowed
guaranteeing that the benefits from the agreement
would be received only by goods produced with-
in North America. The second stage was focused on
deepening economic integration, in particular through
stimulating investment and strengthening cooperation
in strategic sectors. Joint projects in the automotive in-
dustry were of great importance at this stage, which
gave the region a significant competitive advantage in
the global market. However, at this stage, the first signs
of economic imbalances began to appear: Mexico’s
growing dependence on exports to the USA and the un-
even distribution of benefits between the participat-
ing countries caused numerous discussions. The third
stage of NAFTA implementation became a period of
new challenges. At the end of the 2000s, the global eco-
nomic crisis, as well as changes in global trade, forced
countries to review the effectiveness of the agreement.
Growing criticism from American manufacturers, who
were losing competitiveness due to the relocation of
production to Mexico, cast doubt on the further exist-
ence of the agreement in its original form.

The modernisation of NAFTA took place in 2018
when a new agreement - USMCA - was signed. It
came into force on 1 July 2020, reflecting changes in
the economic environment and new priorities of the
participating states. One of the main innovations of
USMCA was the strengthening of rules of origin, espe-
cially for the automotive industry: now vehicles had to
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contain at least 75% of components produced within
the region, which stimulated production within the
agreement zone (Villarreal and Fergusson, 2020). In
addition, USMCA included new provisions on the pro-
tection of labour rights, in particular for workers in
Mexico, which was intended to reduce economic in-
equality between countries. Particular attention was

45%
40%
35%
30%
25%
20%
15% 13%

10% 10%
> )
0%

1994 (Export)

40%

33%
29%

10% I 11%

2020 (Export)

Gabroshvili

paid to issues of digital trade, which were not previ-
ously taken into account within NAFTA. The agree-
ment also provided for the modernisation of dispute
resolution mechanisms and the strengthening of en-
vironmental standards. Figure 1 shows the share of
exports and imports of goods and services for NAFTA
countries in 1994 and 2020.

Canada USA
38%

31%

m Mexico

32%

17%
13%

1994 (Import) 2020 (Import)

Figure 1. Share of exports and imports of goods and services for NAFTA countries in 1994 and 2020, in % of GDP

Source: developed by the author based on Statista (n.d.)

The analysis of the table shows significant changes
in the structure of foreign economic activity of NAFTA
countries from 1994 to 2020. Mexico demonstrated a
significant increase in dependence on exports and im-
ports, where the share of exports increased from 13%
to 40% of GDP, and imports - from 17% to 38%, which
reflects its integration into global and regional supply
chains. Canada, on the contrary, experienced a slight
decrease in the share of exports (from 33% to 29%)
and imports (from 32% to 31%), which may indicate
a more stable position in trade with NAFTA countries.
In the USA, the share of exports remained stable at
10%, while imports increased from 11% to 13%, which
demonstrates a gradual increase in the consumption of

imported goods, despite maintaining a more autarkic
economic structure compared to partners. These chang-
es reflect different economic strategies and adaptation
of countries to the conditions of regional integration. Re-
gional economic integration within NAFTA, and later US-
MCA, had a significant impact on the US economy. As the
largest economy in the region, the USA benefited from
integration, as well as new challenges. Analysing the im-
pact, several important aspects can be identified that re-
late to trade, production, investment and socio-econom-
ic consequences. One of the main results of NAFTA was
the rapid growth of trade between the USA, Canada and
Mexico. Table 1 shows the export of goods from the USA
to Canada and Mexico, as well as imports to the USA.

Table 1. Export and import of goods from/to the USA to/from Canada and Mexico
within NAFTA for 1994-2019, billion USD

Years Exports to Canada Imports from Canada Exports to Mexico Imports from Mexico
1994 43.5 31 50.8 31
1995 48.5 43.9 46.3 43.9
1996 51.7 55.1 56.8 55.1
1997 61.4 62.8 71.4 62.8
1998 58.3 68.3 78.8 68.3
1999 57.2 71.3 86.9 71.3
2000 57.8 84 111.3 84
2001 60.5 81.1 101.3 81.2
2002 61.5 84.7 97.5 84.7
2003 62.5 87.9 97.4 87.9
2004 66.7 96 110.7 96
2005 75.8 107.1 120.2 107.1
2006 83.4 127.2 133.7 127.2
2007 87.3 134.1 135.9 134.1
2008 89.2 140.4 151.2 140.4
2009 72.4 107.6 128.9 107.6
2010 86.1 141 163.7 141
2011 93.2 163.4 198.3 163.4
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Table 1. Continued

Years Exports to Canada Imports from Canada Exports to Mexico Imports from Mexico
2012 99.2 168.4 2159 168.4
2013 102.5 171.6 226 171.6
2014 103.7 182.2 241 182.2
2015 93.1 175.5 236.5 175.5
2016 89.6 170.9 230.2 170.9
2017 92.9 183.7 243.5 183.7
2018 95.6 200 265.4 199.9
2019 91.9 202.7 256.4 202.7

Source: developed by the author based on Statista (n.d.)

US exports to both countries increased signifi-
cantly: from USD 43.5 billion to Canada in 1994 to
USD 91.9 billion in 2019, and from USD 50.8 billion
to Mexico to USD 256.4 billion in the same period. Im-
ports from Canada increased from USD 31 billion to
USD 202.7 billion, and from Mexico - from USD 31 bil-
lion to USD 202.7 billion, which reflects the deepening
of economic integration and increased interdepend-
ence of economies. The largest increase in trade was
observed in 2000-2010, after which the pace stabi-
lised. The USA has a positive trade balance with Cana-
da in certain years, while exports dominate with Mex-
ico, which reflects different trade models and sectoral
advantages of partners within NAFTA.

US exports to partner countries have increased sig-
nificantly since the agreement was concluded, which
has had a positive impact on certain industries, in par-
ticular agriculture, automotive and electronics. Free ac-
cess to the markets of Canada and Mexico created new
opportunities for American companies, which benefited
from the expansion of export opportunities and diversi-
fication of sales markets. Another important aspect was
the development of supply chains. The integration al-
lowed enterprises in the USA to reduce costs by taking
advantage of the production capacity of Mexico, where
there was cheaper labour. This was especially felt in the
automotive sector, where most production processes
became interdependent between the three countries.
This contributed to lowering the cost of production and
strengthening the competitiveness of American goods
in the world market.

However, integration also created serious challeng-
es. One of the most controversial aspects concerned the
transfer of production capacity to Mexico. The growing
flow of capital to Mexico created pressure on the Amer-
ican workforce, especially in traditional manufacturing
industries, such as textiles and heavy industry. This led to
areduction in jobs in the USA, particularly in regions that
depended on such industries. The investment impact
was also ambiguous. On the one hand, American com-
panies gained access to a favourable environment for in-
vestment in Mexico, which allowed them to expand their
business. On the other hand, such investments were of-
ten accompanied by a reduction in domestic investment
in the USA, which could slow down the development

of certain regions. The socio-economic impact is also
noteworthy. Integration has reduced the cost of consum-
er goods, which has had a positive impact on the well-be-
ing of the population. However, the economic benefits
were distributed unevenly: megacities and exportori-
ented sectors received more benefits than rural and
industrial regions, which led to economic polarization.

The modernisation of the agreement in the USMCA
format was intended to address some of these chal-
lenges. The new provisions on labour standards, digital
trade and rules of origin are aimed at ensuring a more
balanced impact of integration on the US economy.
In 2022, the volume of exports of goods from the USA to
USMCA countries amounted to USD 680.8 billion, which
is 16% (USD 94.1 billion) more than in 2021. Imports of
goods from USMCA countries to the USAin 2022 reached
USD 891.3 billion, which is 20.5% (USD 151.5 bil-
lion) more than in 2021. USMCA accounted for 33%
of total US exports in 2022, which confirms the impor-
tance of regional partners for American trade. At the
same time, the USA’s trade balance deficit with USMCA
countries increased to USD 210.6 billion, increasing
by 37.5% (USD 57.4 billion) compared to 2021. Thus,
US trade with USMCA countries demonstrates steady
growth in both exports and imports, which emphasises
the importance of integration for the regional economy;,
but at the same time is accompanied by a growing trade
deficit. Figure 2 shows the volume of exports of goods
and services to USMCA partners.

900 830 860

800 730 549

g0 5% 200 520

500 390 500

400 250 360

300 230

200 2020 2021 2022 2023
USA —— Canada Mexico

Figure 2. Export of goods and services to USMCA
partners for 2020-2023, billion USD
Source: developed by the author

The table demonstrates a steady growth of exports
of goods and services from countries to USMCA part-
ners in 2020-2023. The growth of exports from Mexico
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(+120% from 2020 to 2023) and Canada (+126%) is
particularly noticeable, which indicates a deepening of
regional integration. For the USA, export growth is less
rapid (+48%), but the total volumes remain the highest,
which confirms the leadership of the USA in trade with-
in USMCA. Regional integration within NAFTA largely
influenced the economies of Canada and Mexico, al-
though the scale and consequences of this impact var-
ied significantly depending on the economic potential,
structure of the economy and the role of each country
within the agreement. For Canada, NAFTA was a logical
continuation of the Canada-US Free Trade Agreement,
which was in effect since 1989. The main advantage for
Canada was guaranteed access to the large American
market, which stimulated export growth, particularly in
sectors such as energy, automotive and agriculture. For
example, oil, natural gas and timber became important
export goods that contributed to strengthening the Ca-
nadian economy. On the other hand, integration made
Canada more dependent on the American market. As of
2020, almost 75% of Canadian exports went to the USA,
which created risks of economic vulnerability in the
event of changes in US policy or economy. In addition,
the Canadian economy faced competitive pressure, as
American companies gained free access to the domestic
market of Canada. This forced local enterprises to in-
crease their efficiency and innovation potential to com-
pete with powerful American players.

For Mexico, NAFTA became a historic milestone
that allowed it to integrate into the world economy and
made the country an important player in global sup-
ply chains. Integration with such powerful economies
as the USA and Canada has made it possible to signifi-
cantly expand the volume of exports, especially indus-
trial products. The growth of production in Mexico was
concentrated in sectors such as automotive, electronics
and agriculture. In addition, NAFTA stimulated the in-
flow of foreign investment into Mexico, particularly in
free trade zones (maquiladoras), which became centres
of industrial growth. On the one hand, this contribut-
ed to the creation of jobs and increased competitive-
ness, but, on the other hand, there was a dependence
on transnational corporations, which often used cheap
labour without significant contribution to the sustaina-
ble development of the country. Despite the economic
benefits, integration did not eliminate socio-economic
inequality in Mexico. The benefits of NAFTA were more
noticeable for the northern regions of the country, clos-
er to the USA, while the southern regions remained less
developed. In addition, trade liberalisation negative-
ly affected Mexican agriculture, where small farmers
could not withstand competition from American pro-
ducers, which intensified migration flows.

Regional economic integration through NAFTA had
a significant impact on social conditions in the three
countries - the USA, Canada and Mexico. This was most
felt through inequality, changes in working conditions
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and employment. Mexico, in particular, benefited from
NAFTA in terms of creating new jobs, as large interna-
tional corporations opened factories and plants in bor-
der areas, which helped reduce unemployment. Thus,
using the example of Mexican “maquiladoras” - facto-
ries located on the South American border, one can ob-
serve a positive effect on the local economy. However,
these jobs were mostly low-paying, and working condi-
tions did not always meet high standards, which caused
criticism regarding the violation of workers’ rights.

In the USA and Canada, NAFTA led to significant
changes in the labour market. For example, numer-
ous production facilities were moved to Mexico due
to cheaper labour. This caused a decrease in the num-
ber of jobs in industries such as textiles, leather goods
and automotive, which mostly affected labour resourc-
es in the southern regions of the USA. Within the first
10 years of NAFTA's existence, the USA lost approxi-
mately 700,000 jobs, particularly in these sectors. For
the USA, integration meant opening up opportuni-
ties for the relocation of production to countries with
cheaper labour, which caused a reduction in jobs in tra-
ditional manufacturing sectors, such as the automotive
and textile industries. At the same time, the number of
jobs in high-tech and service industries, which required
higher qualifications, increased. Legal regulation in
the USA was aimed at protecting workers through re-
quirements for working conditions, but competition
with Mexican manufacturers led to a weakening of the
positions of trade unions and stagnation of real wag-
es for low-skilled workers. Meanwhile, under the US-
MCA, new rules were introduced requiring Mexico to
strengthen the protection of workers’ rights to level the
playing field in terms of competition.

Canada was able to maintain high-quality jobs
thanks to a strong social policy and labour market reg-
ulation. Its economy focused on the export of raw ma-
terials and energy resources, ensuring the stability of
employment in these sectors. Canadian labour laws re-
main among the most progressive in the region, includ-
ing collective agreements, employment guarantees and
working hours regulations. This allowed minimising
the negative consequences of competition with coun-
tries where labour is cheaper. In Mexico, integration had
mixed results. On the one hand, the country received a
significant inflow of investment in the manufacturing
sector, especially in the automotive, electronics and ag-
riculture sectors. This created millions of jobs, but many
of them remained low-paying. Trade unions in Mexi-
co, which traditionally had weak positions, were often
subordinated to the influence of the state or employers.
Within the USMCA, several reforms were introduced, in-
cluding the creation ofindependent trade unions and the
strengthening of labour standards. This was an impor-
tant step towards improving employment conditions.

In the US, the minimum wage varies by state, but at
the federal level, it remains fixed at USD 7.25 per hour
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since 2009. However, due to public pressure and the
“Fight for USD 15” campaign, many states, such as Cal-
ifornia and New York, have decided to raise the mini-
mum wage to 15 USD per hour. Integration has influ-
enced employment in the manufacturing sectors, but at
the same time contributed to the creation of high-pay-
ing jobs in the IT and finance sectors. In Canada, the
minimum wage is also regulated at the provincial level.
As of 2024, the federal minimum wage was USD 17.3,
compared to USD 16.65 in 2023. Its growth has been
stable over the past 10 years, which reflects high infla-
tion and the need to maintain social standards (Federal
minimum wage..., 2024). Thanks to integration, Canada
was able to create conditions for improving labour pro-
ductivity and maintaining competitive conditions. The
minimum wage in Mexico showed the largest increase
among the three countries. In 2019, it was 102.68 Mexi-
can pesos (USD 5.4) per day, and by 2025 it increased to
more than 279 pesos (USD 13.4) (Raboca, 2025). This
increase was largely stimulated by the requirements
of USMCA, which provided for the alignment of labour
standards in the region.

The environmental consequences of NAFTA have
also become an important issue. Mexico, as a country
with fewer resources for environmental control, faced
serious problems as a result of rapid industrialisation
caused by the agreement. Although NAFTA included
certain environmental standards, the reality was often
far from ideal. For example, numerous factories oper-
ating on the southern border emitted toxic substances
into the atmosphere and water, violating environmen-
tal regulations, which caused significant environmen-
tal pollution. At the same time, in Canada and the USA,
where there are more developed environmental regu-
lations, NAFTA stimulated environmental innovations
and technologies, but these positive changes were not
significant enough to compensate for the negative im-
pact on the nature of Mexico. It was noted that the lack
of an effective mechanism for implementing environ-
mental standards at the level of all three countries led to
insufficient responsibility for environmental pollution.

The transition from NAFTA to USMCA has been an
important milestone in strengthening environmental
regulation in North America. The new agreement has
integrated environmental standards into its legally
binding provisions, which affect trade and production
in the USA, Canada and Mexico. In particular, Chapter 24
of USMCA covers key aspects such as the protection of
marine ecosystems, the fight against illegal logging and
timber trade, and the commitment of countries to main-
tain high environmental standards, without weakening
them for the sake of gaining competitive advantages.
For the USA, the agreement has become an impetus
for strengthening domestic environmental legislation
and investing in renewable energy. The requirements
of USMCA have stimulated the introduction of policies
to reduce greenhouse gas emissions in industry and

transport. Canada, for its part, has not only reaffirmed
its commitment to high environmental standards but
has also initiated new programs to conserve natural
resources and combat plastic waste. Mexico, despite
significant challenges, has also begun to implement
projects to reduce methane emissions and address the
problems of deforestation, although the pace of change
remains slow due to institutional difficulties.

At the same time, monitoring mechanisms have
been introduced within USMCA, which allow countries
to monitor compliance with environmental regulations
and apply sanctions to violators. These tools ensure
transparency and accountability in the implementation
of the environmental provisions of the agreement. Par-
ticular attention is paid to cooperation in energy trans-
formation: the USA and Canada are actively developing
renewable energy, while for Mexico this process is com-
plicated by dependence on traditional energy sourc-
es. Despite these achievements, some aspects of the
agreement are criticised for insufficient ambition in the
context of the global fight against climate change. For
example, the agreement does not provide clear mecha-
nisms for adapting to the Paris Agreement, although it
obliges the participating countries to comply with their
domestic environmental laws.

Legal conflicts between the participating countries
of NAFTA have also become part of the integration. One
of the biggest examples is the dispute between the USA
and Canada, which arose in 2000 when the USA decid-
ed to apply anti-dumping measures against Canadian
steel exports. This led to a lengthy legal process within
NAFTA, as a result of which the USA was forced to lift
restrictions on steel imports from Canada. This conflict
underscores the importance and limitations of the legal
mechanisms in place under the agreement, as while the
dispute resolution system was effective, the processes
could be very lengthy and complex. Another example
concerns disputes between the USA and Mexico in the
agricultural sector. Mexico suffered significant losses
due to the USA’s subsidies on agricultural products, par-
ticularly corn. Mexican farmers could not compete with
cheaper American goods, which led to losses for local
producers. However, thanks to the NAFTA mechanisms,
Mexico was able to appeal to the trade court, although
the outcome did not always meet its expectations.

Therefore, NAFTA has significantly affected the
social, environmental and legal aspects of the partic-
ipating countries. On the one hand, the agreement
contributed to economic growth, job creation and the
development of new industries. On the other hand, it
led to increased social inequality, caused environmen-
tal problems and revealed shortcomings in the legal
mechanisms for resolving disputes. As a result, al-
though integration brought positive economic results,
it also provided important lessons for further region-
al cooperation processes, such as USMCA, in which it
is important to take these challenges into account.
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The development of USMCA, which replaced NAFTA,
has the potential to improve these aspects, taking into
account the experience of previous years, and will con-
tribute to a more stable and fair integration in the future.

Discussion

The results of the study provide a deeper understand-
ing of the impact of regional economic integration on
the economies of the USA, Canada and Mexico, as well
as an assessment of the changes that have occurred
since the transition from NAFTA to USMCA. This sec-
tion discusses the key aspects of the impact of these
agreements, in particular their economic, social and
environmental consequences. One of the main con-
clusions is that NAFTA, signed in 1994, significantly
contributed to strengthening economic ties between
the three countries. The analysis of statistical data
demonstrates a significant increase in trade between
the USA, Canada and Mexico during the first 20 years
after the agreement came into force. However, the
benefits from the agreement were unevenly distrib-
uted: the US economy received significant advantages
due to access to cheaper resources and labour, while
in Mexico exports grew, but at the same time, econom-
ic dependence on the USA increased.

The transition to USMCA in 2020 reflected the need
to modernise the previous agreement in light of chang-
es in the global economy. The analysis of the provisions
of the new agreement indicates the strengthening of
regulatory requirements in the areas of labour and
environment, in particular the introduction of stricter
standards for the automotive industry and working con-
ditions. This is an important step forward, especially for
Mexico, where labour rights and environmental stand-
ards have long been ignored. However, the implementa-
tion of these changes requires significant resources and
can be difficult for local businesses. ].G. Vargas-Hernan-
dez et al. (2019) studied the economic consequences
of NAFTA for small and medium-sized enterprises in
the USA, Canada and Mexico. They found that for the
USA and Canada, there are significant benefits in re-
ducing production costs and increasing export poten-
tial. N.S. Khan (2020) found that for Mexico the results
were less clear-cut: although exports increased, many
Mexican enterprises faced difficulties due to greater de-
pendence on the American market. The current results
confirm the authors’ conclusions regarding economic
benefits for the USA and Canada, as well as increased
dependence of Mexico on the USA, but also draw atten-
tion to social aspects, in particular the deterioration of
working conditions in Mexico, which the authors did
not emphasise in their studies.

Changes in the rules of origin of goods and the in-
crease in the local production component in the auto-
motive industry had a complex effect. On the one hand,
this contributed to the growth of employment in the
manufacturing sectors of the USA and Canada, but on
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the other hand, the increase in costs for manufacturers
could lead to an increase in final prices for products.
It is noted that this also had a slight negative impact
on the competitiveness of the region in the interna-
tional market due to the increase in the cost of goods.
A.L. Espino (2024) focused on the study of changes
in production chains in the context of the transition
from NAFTA to USMCA and noted that the new rules
on the origin of goods contributed to the development
of production capacity in the USA and Canada, but
also increased the cost of products, particularly in the
automotive sector. D. Tetreault (2022) noted that the
growth of production in the USA caused an increase
in the import of raw materials from Mexico, however,
restrictions on processing within the country reduced
the efficiency of this process. The current results con-
firm these conclusions, especially regarding increased
costs due to changes in the rules of origin of goods,
although this study focuses on the social and environ-
mental aspects of these changes.

J.P. Meltzer (2021) explored the impact of USMCA
on infrastructure development in the region. He noted
that under the agreement, investments in transport
and logistics infrastructure increased, especially in the
border regions of the USA and Mexico. According to him,
this has significantly improved the efficiency of trade,
but also created an imbalance, as mainly large hubs are
developing, leaving other regions without proper in-
vestment. The current results confirm that infrastruc-
ture investment is one of the positive consequences of
USMCA, but also highlights the negative impact of these
changes on the environment and local communities.

Social aspects also deserve special attention. The
new provisions of USMCA relating to the protection of
labour rights particularly affected Mexico, where min-
imum wage standards were introduced and trade un-
ion activity was strengthened. This has the potential
to improve the living standards of workers but creates
additional pressure on employers who previously used
the benefits of cheap labour. T. Payan (2023) studied
changes in labour markets after the signing of the US-
MCA, particularly in Mexico. He noted that the new la-
bour standards have positively influenced the improve-
ment of conditions for workers, but pointed out that the
increase in the minimum wage has created additional
pressure on local enterprises, especially in the textile
and electronics industries. The current results also
confirm that wages have increased in Mexico, but at-
tention has been drawn to the wider context, including
social and environmental aspects, whereas the author
focused more only on labour issues.

The environmental consequences of regional in-
tegration are also important. The USMCA agreement
strengthens the countries’ commitments to comply with
international environmental standards, whichhasapos-
itive impact on sustainable development. However, the
environmental analysis indicates that export-oriented
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industries, such as agriculture and manufacturing, still
have significant problems with emissions and envi-
ronmental degradation, especially in Mexico. In their
study, N. Laurens et al. (2022) focused on the environ-
mental consequences of integration within NAFTA and
USMCA. They noted that compared to NAFTA, USMCA
includes more stringent environmental requirements,
which helps reduce the negative impact on the environ-
ment in all three countries. E. Trujillo (2023), in turn,
pointed out that Mexico, due to its underdeveloped
infrastructure, still has significant difficulties in com-
plying with environmental standards. In the current
study, it was also noted that environmental regulations
have become stricter after the transition to USMCA,
but the focus was on the problems in Mexico regard-
ing pollution, which is associated with export-oriented
industries, such as agriculture. Therefore, although the
conclusions coincide, the current study focuses more
on the problems of the practical application of environ-
mental regulations in Mexico.

It is important to highlight that the modern USM-
CA agreement takes into account the new trends of the
digital economy, including provisions relating to e-com-
merce and data protection. This significantly opens up
new opportunities for small and medium-sized busi-
nesses, facilitating their integration into global supply
chains. P. Leblond (2022) explored the impact of dig-
italisation and ecommerce within USMCA, noting that
these aspects of the agreement contributed to the de-
velopment of small and medium-sized businesses in
all three countries. He emphasised that companies that
actively use the latest technologies and e-commerce re-
ceive significantly more opportunities to enter the mar-
kets of the USA and Canada. Although the current study
did not focus on digitalisation as deeply as in the au-
thor’s article, his conclusions can be taken into account
in the overall analysis as a positive aspect that comple-
ments the results on economic growth. In general, the
results indicate that economic integration within NAF-
TA and USMCA has brought both benefits and challeng-
es for the participating countries. The benefits include
increased trade volumes, increased employment in cer-
tain sectors and improved social standards. At the same
time, the uneven distribution of benefits, the increase
in costs for compliance with new regulations and the
risks of an environmental nature remain key challenges
that require further analysis and solutions.

Conclusions

This study analyses regional economic integration, its
forms, stages, legal mechanisms and economic conse-
quences, with a focus on the NAFTA and USMCA agree-
ments. The main objective of integration is to elimi-
nate trade barriers, create common economic spaces
and harmonise policies to ensure the efficient use of

resources and the creation of stable economic sys-
tems. NAFTA, signed in 1992, was a significant step
towards creating one of the world’s largest free trade
areas, uniting the USA, Canada and Mexico. After it
came into force in 1994, the volume of trade between
the countries increased significantly. In particular,
US exports to Canada increased from USD 43.5 bil-
lion in 1994 to USD 91.9 billion in 2019, and to Mex-
ico - from USD 50.8 billion to USD 256.4 billion in the
same period. Similarly, imports from Canada grew from
USD 31 billion to USD 202.7 billion, and from Mexico -
from USD 31 billion to USD 202.7 billion.

The modernisation of NAFTA in 2018 by signing
the USMCA was aimed at addressing several challeng-
es. New provisions, such as strengthening the rules of
origin of goods (for example, for cars - 75% of com-
ponents must be produced in the region) and raising
labour standards in Mexico, contributed to a more bal-
anced development of integration. In 2022, US exports
to USMCA countries increased by 16%, and imports - by
20.5%, which confirms the importance of the partner-
ship, although the trade deficit reached USD 210.6 bil-
lion. A comparison of trade over the years 2020-2023
shows a steady growth of exports of goods and servic-
es between the member countries of USMCA. At the
same time, the USA maintained a trade balance deficit,
which indicates the complexity of balancing economic
interests between countries. The growth of trade flows,
however, emphasises the importance of this partner-
ship for all parties to the agreement.

The aspect of employment has also changed signifi-
cantly during the implementation of NAFTA and USMCA.
New labour standards have been introduced in Mexico,
which has had a positive impact on working conditions.
This has contributed to improving the level of wages,
especially in some areas of production, such as the auto-
motive industry. Environmental changes within USMCA
have become an important aspect after the transition
from NAFTA. The agreement provides for new environ-
mental standards that oblige the participating countries
to adhere to high requirements for environmental pro-
tection. Prospects for further research may focus on a
more detailed analysis of the impact of USMCA on spe-
cific sectors of the economy of each country, in particu-
lar on those that have undergone the greatest changes
after the modernisation of the agreement. In addition,
a promising direction is the study of environmental as-
pects of the agreement, in particular its effectiveness
in reducing the negative impact on the environment.
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Gabroshvili m

CTaHOBJIEHHA Ta PO3BUTOK PErioHaJIbHOI EKOHOMIYHOI iHTerpauii
B MiBHiuHiM AMepuui (Ha npuknaai NAFTA)

Cnaprtak Mabpowsini

AcmipaHT

HanionanbHui ropuindyHui yHiBepcuteT iMeHi fApociaBa Myzaporo
61024, Bys1. 'puropisa CkoBopoay, 77, M. XapkiB, Ykpaina
https://orcid.org/0009-0005-7330-0287

AHoTauif. [JlocaimkeHHs 6y/10 30cepe/pKeHe Ha aHa/isi eramiB pO3BUTKY Ta (GpOpMyBaHHsS perioHaJbHOI
ekoHoMiuHoOI iHTerpauii B [liBHiyHiH AMepuri. MeTozgosoris po60TH BKJ/YaJa BCeGiUHY OLIIHKY eBOJIOLI
iHTerpayiiHux NpoLECiB, a TAKOX IXHbOTO BIJIMBY HAa €KOHOMIKY, MOJITUYHI CUCTEMU Ta COLiaJibHI acleKTU
JepKaB-y4acHUllb. B pocaifpkeni 37ilicHEHO aHaJsli3 MpPaBOBOTO peryJjilOBaHHA Ta €EKOHOMIYHMX 3MiH,
cnpuyrHeHUx iHTerpaniero CIIA, Kanazu Ta Mekcuku B pamkax North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA)
Ta ii cy4yacHoi Bepcii - United States-Mexico-Canada Agreement (USMCA). AkleHTyBaslachb yBara Ha pi3HHX
¢dopmax perioHasbHOI iHTerpamii — BiZj CTBOpeHHs 30H BiJIbHOI TOPTiBJIi 10 MOJITUYHUX 06'€AHAHDb. BaxX/IUBUM
eJIeMeHTOM € IpaBOBe peryJlBaHHA IMpoLeciB iHTerpauil, y3ro/pkeHHs HaliOHAJbHUX 3aKOHOJLABCTB 3
MDKHApOAHUMU yrofaMu Ta YHKI[IOHYBaHHsS HaJHAI[iOHAJbHUX OpraHiB [Jis 3abe3nedyeHHS BUKOHAHHS
yroJ i Bpery/JoBaHHs CHIpHUX CATyaLlil. Y AOCJI[KeHH] PO3IJIAHYTO €KOHOMIYHI Ta MOJITUYHI epesyMOBU
YyKJIaZlaHHSl YroAy, NpaBoBi MexaHi3MH, 30KpeMa B cdepi peryaroBaHHS MibKHapoaHOI Toprisii, iHBecTHLiH,
iHTeJleKTya/JbHOI BJIACHOCTI Ta poO3B’s3aHHA cHipHUX nuTaHb. Excropt CIIA no Kanazau 36iabwmuBca 3
43,5 mapg goaapiB y 1994 poui g0 91,9 mapa gonapiB y 2019 poni, a 1o Mekcuku - 3 50,8 g0 256,4 miapn
JoJsiapiB 3a TOM caMui nepiof. AHasoriuHo, imnopt 3 Kanagu Bupic 3 31 go 202,7 mupa fosapis, a 3 MeKCHKH —
3 31 go 202,7 mapp monapiB. BkazaHo 3poctanHs ekcrnopty CIIA (Big 580 muapa gonapis B 2020 poui go 860
mipg foaapis B 2023); Kanaau (Big 230 go 520 mupp mosapiB) Ta Mekcuku (Big 250 no 540 mupa fosapis)
o USMCA. IIpakTHiHe 3HaY€HHS pOOOTH MOJISATAE B MOKJIMBOCTI BUKOPUCTAHHSI OTPUMaHUX Pe3yJIbTaTiB JJis
B/IOCKOHAJIEHHSI TPAaBOBUX MeXaHi3MiB perioHasbHOI iHTerpauii, ¢opMy/roBaHHSI eKOHOMIYHOI Ta €KOJIOTigyHO1
MOJIITUKH, @ TAKOX /IJIs1 TPUMHATTS pilleHb y cdepi Mi>kHapoHOI TopriBii, iHBeCTHUIiN Ta TPYAOBUX CTAaHAAPTIB
ypAJaMU Ta MDKHApOAHUMU OpraHisanisamMu

KntouoBi cnoBa: perioHasbHa eKOHOMI4HA iHTerpalisi; MiXKHapoJHa TOPTriBJIsl; MKHAPOJHI yroAu; nmpaBoBe
perymoBaHHs; North American Free Trade Agreement; United States-Mexico-Canada Agreement
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