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Subject of Review:  In most years from the implementation of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) in 1994 
to 2014, the United States had an agricultural trade deficit with Canada and an agricultural trade surplus 
with Mexico. Since 2015, however, the United States has had an agricultural trade deficit with each 
NAFTA partner. During 2015-17, the agricultural trade deficit with Canada and Mexico averaged $6.l 
billion per year. To explore the causes of this development, this report examines five major changes that 
took place in North American agriculture between 2012-14 and 2015-17: rising produce imports from 
Mexico, lower prices for several of the main agricultural commodities that the United States exports to 
Mexico, rising oilseed production in Canada, the adverse effects of citrus greening on the U.S. orange 
juice industry, and unresolved trade issues with Canada and Mexico. 
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Review: 

The purpose of the review is to ensure the high-quality of the economic analysis, transparent explanation 
of methods, objective interpretation of results, and effective communication to the intended audience. 
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