The party represented in the assertion: Proponents of free trade and trade liberalization. 

Party's interest and objectives: To oppose the statement that free trade harms the environment and trade liberalization leads to a "race to bottom" in environmental standards. To favor and promote free trade policies between nations. 

Assertion with evidences: 

Free trade and trade liberalization between different countries does not lead to a "race to the bottom" in environmental standards. This statement can be supported from the fact that free trade is complemented by the economic theory of comparative advantage, which means the each country should produce those things in which they have strategic advantage over other countries. In other words, free trade enables countries to utilize their natural resources in the most efficient way, thereby contributing to optimum utilization of natural resources and prevention of wastage. Scarce natural resources like metals and minerals, petroleum oil and important natural resources like timber and wood are used in the best possible ways due to free trade policies between countries. 

If there were no free trade policies and countries were not able to freely import and export, each country would have been in a situation to produce everything, thereby leading to wastage of natural resources and higher costs of production. 

Free trade has not only raised environmental standards by removing wastages, but has also contributed significantly in improving the standard of living of the people. Today's generation is able to buy and enjoy best products in the world, are able to consume best food products at low prices and receive best medical treatments from around the world, which is made possible by improved collaboration and trade liberalization between countries. Improved standard of living and living conditions have enabled people to devote more time and resources towards the environment and become more aware of the ways and procedures to prevent its degradation. For example, in Western countries, the drive to use more and more environment friendly and eco friendly products made out of biodegradable materials and boycott of plastic products is being made possible by trade liberalization only. The countries, which are not sufficient to produce eco friendly products, are importing it from other countries in order to maintain their environment. 

Another important example in favor of free trade and trade liberalization is that it has enabled companies all around the globe to maintain similar environment friendly production standards around the globe. Technology transfers between countries have enabled countries to enforce standards like ISO: 9000 etc. Policies like carbon credits, which are being used by countries worldwide to benefit by decreasing pollution, is being made possible by bilateral trade agreements between countries. 

Establishment of trade zones like European Union and NAFTA have also enabled countries to cooperate more with each other, take advantage of each other’s strengths, and promote international trade volumes. 

The opponents of free trade might argue that although productivity has been increased and conservation of natural resources has taken place, free trade has actually forced companies to become more greedy and enter into a mad race to produce as much as possible, leading to over production and mass destruction of nature. They could possibly point finger towards countries like China, which is manufacturing huge quantities of each product and dumping their products worldwide at ridiculously low prices. Also, they may argue that this mad race for controlling the power and trade among countries have led to serious problems like depletion of ozone layer, natural disasters like earthquakes and hurricanes and global warming. My counter argument to these views would be that the benefits provided by free trade to the environment outweigh the negative impacts by a large margin. If countries like China are indulging in massive production, it is also providing excellent products at cheapest rates. The mad race among companies also provided employment to large number of people worldwide, resulting in better standards of living, good food and housing for all and better education for all. All these improvements, directly or indirectly, are creating more socially responsible citizens who have a better knowledge of the practices to prevent their environment from degradation. 

The conflicting opinions of the proponents and opponents cannot be resolved completely. It is very difficult to reach a consensus in this issue. Since there is no universal parameter to judge the outcome, the benefits provided by free trade to the environment will always be put forth against the arguments of opponents of free trade. Moreover, the motive behind these conflicts are not always caused by environmental reasons, but are triggered sometimes due to economic and political motives as well. In my opinion, the benefits of free trade are enough to justify the arguments put forth by proponents of this theory. The opponents, by putting forth their argument, are forgetting that even if trade barriers do exist between countries, most of the impact on the environment in this world would still have been there. Free trade is only bringing the impact down and not multiplying it.
