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Liquefied natural gas (LNG) is central to Steel and aluminum tariffs do not stop at U.S. borders — they ripple LNG megaprojects rely on
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Section 232 of the Trade Expansion Act of 1962 Tariffs were designed to protect domestic steelmakers, hidden costs for U.S. LNG megaprojects,
was used to impose tariffs of 25-50% on but they also create new challenges for energy raising construction expenses and slowing
imported steel and aluminum, raising LNG mege.lproject.s. Policy@akers now face a trade-off: development. While intended to protect
project costs. These higher duties directly continue tariff protection at the expense of LNG domestic metal producers, these policies _
increased capital expenses for projects such competitiveness, or carve out exemptions for strategic reduce U.S. competitiveness in global LNG SOURCES
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price advantage of U.S. LNG in global markets.
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