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Statement of Policy 

Healthy International Trade 

Policy 

The National Association of County and City Health Officials (NACCHO) supports trade agreements that give 

comparable consideration and priority to public health and safety issues as the agreements give to economic and 

financial interests. 

 NACCHO advocates for policies, programs, and communication strategies that ensure that the public’s 

health is not compromised in the pursuit of economic interests.  

 NACCHO supports vital health and human products and services (such as personal health and public 

health services) and supports preservation of critical natural public resources (such as safe food and 

water, clean air and clean energy) and supports avoiding compromise of these services and resources in 

all trade negotiations.  

 NACCHO supports an assessment of the impact on the public’s health of the World Trade Organization 

(WTO) Agreement, Free Trade Agreements (FTAs), Trade and Investment Framework Agreements 

(TIFAs), Bilateral Investment Treaties (BITs) and similar international trade agreements.  Based on such 

assessments, NACCHO supports modifications ensuring that these agreements do not have an adverse 

impact on the public’s health.  

 NACCHO supports that all trade negotiations and agreements have public health standards such that 

each party to the agreement accepts the most restrictive of their standards so as to minimize global risk 

to the public’s health. 

 NACCHO supports the inclusion of appropriate public health representation in negotiations to ensure 

that regulatory protections and enforcement of standards (including international standards and 

standards of other treaty or agreement signers) regarding health, vital human services, and the 

environment are not compromised in trade agreements. 

Justification 

The General Agreement on Trade Services (GATS ), the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and 

similar trade agreements have placed economic and financial interests above health and have preempted a wide 

range of US laws, rules, policies and programs that protect or enhance the public’s health and safety; including 

those related to tobacco control, the environment, food safety, and occupational safety and health; the 

affordability of vital human services, and the integrity of the ecosystem
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The process for negotiations for these agreements (including the current Free Trade Area of the Americas 

(FTAA) and others under negotiation) does not clearly prioritize the public’s health and fails to include input 

from the public health and environmental community. 

The World Trade Organization, based on these trade agreements, has overturned government decisions that 

protect the environment and public health but conflict with a nation’s trade interests
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Such actions resulting from these trade agreements can have a direct impact on public health services and the 

ability to protect and improve the public’s health at the local level. 
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