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W
hile communities across the United States fight 

against the negative effects of expanded fracking 

for natural gas, the White House is negotiating 

a secret trade deal with 12 Pacific Rim countries that could 

undermine those efforts. Local efforts to put in place bans and 

other measures as well as local efforts to fight liquefied natu-

ral gas (LNG) export terminals could be overturned or become 

vulnerable to challenge under the proposed trade deal. 

Congress is considering giving “fast track” authority to the 

administration that would speed up this trade deal. If Con-

gress approves fast track, it could not amend the Trans-Pacific 

Partnership (TPP) to protect the right of local communities to 

pass laws that protect their families and environment.

The TPP would accelerate efforts to export LNG to member 

countries like Japan, already the world’s largest LNG importer. 

In 2011, Japan imported nearly 80 metric tons of LNG — about 

a third of the global imports.1 

Leaked documents revealed that the TPP would give foreign 

companies the right to sue federal, state and local govern-

ments that enacted safeguards that the companies didn’t like.2 

This “NAFTA on steroids” TPP provision would allow foreign 

corporations to sue for monetary damages at international 

trade tribunals if local rules infringed on their investment 

rights and profits.3 Companies that won their suits could get 

local laws overturned and reap taxpayer-financed windfalls, 

and even the threat of these suits could prevent local gov-

ernments from enacting commonsense environmental and 

consumer protections.

Many U.S. jurisdictions have passed bans and measures to 

stop or limit fracking,4 but the TPP would allow oil and gas 

companies to challenge these local laws and force localities 

to overturn theses safeguards. This gives the companies 

permission to drill and frack for shale gas or to unravel mea-

sures to curb U.S. LNG exports. This is not a hypothetical 

problem. In 2012, a U.S. oil and gas development company 

announced that it intended to sue a Québec town for 

$250 million over its fracking moratorium under NAFTA’s 

investor-to-state provisions.5

Ask your Representative and Senators to oppose fast track. 

To take action, visit: http://www.foodandwaterwatch.org/

global/global-trade/tpp-and-tafta-free-trade-with-a-

high-price
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