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on results. I know that does not come
easy for some around here. The senior
Senator from New York, for example,
made it pretty clear yesterday that he
is more interested in drawing a con-
trast with Republicans than he is in ac-
tually passing bipartisan legislation
that we know will spur job growth. But
I do not believe the 14 million Ameri-
cans looking for work right now care
more about contrast than about jobs.
The jobs crisis we are in calls for law-
makers to rise above these games.

Americans expect us to do something
to help create jobs. That is what we
should be doing. That is why Repub-
licans will continue to seek to find
Democrats who are more interested in
jobs than in political posturing and
work with them on bipartisan legisla-
tion such as the trade bills we will vote
on tonight.

What we will not do, though, is vote
in favor of any more misguided stim-
ulus bills because some bill writer
slapped the word ‘‘jobs’ on the cover
page. The stimulus bill with the word
‘‘jobs” slapped on the cover page and
wrapped around a talking-point tax
hike is not our idea of what is good for
America. We refuse to raise taxes on
the very people Americans are depend-
ing on to create jobs. We need to be
looking for ways to make it easier to
create jobs, not harder.

For nearly 3 years, Republicans have
told Democrats again and again that
we are willing and eager to work with
the Democrats anywhere, anytime, on
real job-promoting legislation on
which both sides could agree.

I have been calling on the President
to approve these three free-trade agree-
ments since the day he took the oath
of office. All the President had to do
was to follow through on these agree-
ments and send them up to Congress,
and we would have had an early bipar-
tisan achievement that did not add a
single dime to the deficit, that would
have convinced people the two sides
could work together, and that by the
President’s own assessment created
tens of thousands of jobs right here at
home. But he did not. The President
chose to push a highly partisan stim-
ulus bill instead that the administra-
tion said would keep unemployment
below 8 percent. We all know how that
turned out. Nearly 3 years later, the
only thing left is the nearly $1 trillion
it added to the debt and the govern-
ment programs it created. As for jobs,
well, unemployment has been above 8
percent for 32 months straight, and ac-
cording to the Labor Department,
there are now 1.5 million fewer jobs
than there were then.

It is time to try something different.
Republicans have proposed a number of
ideas that would not only represent a
change in direction but would also at-
tract broad bipartisan support. There
is no good reason whatsoever for the
President and Democrats in Congress
to prevent us from doing these things.
As I see it, the President actually has
a choice: He can spend the next 13
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months trying to get Republicans to
vote against legislation which will not
create sustainable private sector jobs
and which is designed to fail in Con-
gress or he can work with us on legisla-
tion that will actually encourage small
businesses to create jobs and is actu-
ally designed to pass.

There is an entire menu of bipartisan
job-promoting proposals the President
could choose to pursue over the next
year. Republicans hope he works with
us to approve them. Americans are
waiting. We are ready to act. The free-
trade agreements we are voting on to-
night are a good first step. They dem-
onstrate the way Washington can actu-
ally help tackle the jobs crisis, not by
spending borrowed money to create
temporary jobs—spending borrowed
money to create temporary jobs. We
have tried that. This will lower bar-
riers to private enterprise, unleashing
the power of the private sector to make
and sell products, expand market
share, and in doing so create sustain-
able private sector jobs that will not
disappear when the Federal cash spigot
runs dry. But if we are going to tackle
the enormous challenges we face, we
need to do much more than that. With
these trade agreements, we are show-
ing we can work together to create jobs
and help the economy. We can and
must do more of this kind of thing.

I yield the floor.

————
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

UNITED STATES-KOREA FREE
TRADE AGREEMENT IMPLEMEN-
TATION ACT

UNITED STATES-PANAMA TRADE
PROMOTION AGREEMENT IMPLE-
MENTATION ACT

UNITED STATES-COLOMBIA TRADE
PROMOTION AGREEMENT IMPLE-
MENTATION ACT

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will consider H.R. 3080, H.R.
3079, and H.R. 3078 en bloc, notwith-
standing the lack of receipt of papers
from the House of Representatives.

Under the previous order, there will
be up to 12 hours of debate, with the
time equally divided and controlled be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees.

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

Mr. JOHANNS. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.
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Mr. JOHANNS. Madam President, I
come to the floor today—thankfully for
the last time, I hope—in support of the
pending free-trade agreements with
Korea, Panama, and Colombia. For
nearly 3 years we have heard the ad-
ministration say the right things. Yet
there were countless delays. It has
been 1,566 days since the U.S.-Korea
Free Trade Agreement was signed, 1,568
days for the Panama agreement, and
1,786 days since we completed negotia-
tions with Colombia. Finally, though, I
believe the waiting has ended, and the
administration took action and has
submitted these agreements for a vote.
I am eager to vote for all three FTAs
this evening and to see their job-cre-
ating power in action. By the adminis-
tration’s own estimates, these agree-
ments will spur a quarter of a million
new jobs.

We should all be able to agree that
the benefits of trade are significant. In
my home State of Nebraska alone,
more than 19,000 jobs and more than
$56.56 billion in revenue were directly
tied to exports in this last year. With
these agreements, these statistics will
only improve. Nebraska is a big agri-
cultural State, and these three agree-
ments eliminate tariffs and other bar-
riers on most agricultural products, in-
cluding beef, corn, soybeans, and
pork—all products grown in Nebraska.
In fact, according to the Farm Bureau
and economic analysis from the USDA,
full implementation of those agree-
ments will result in nearly $2.5 billion
increases in U.S. agricultural exports
each year. In Nebraska, this increase in
agricultural exports is expected to
total about $125 million per year and
add another 1,100 jobs to our State.

The benefits for my home State are
not hard to see. In fact, they would be
hard to miss. As the Nation’s fourth
largest exporter of feed grain and a key
beef State, the U.S.-Korea agreement
holds great opportunity and promise
for Nebraska. It immediately elimi-
nates duties on nearly two-thirds of
U.S. agricultural exports to Korea.
U.S. exports of corn for feed enter at
zero duty—zero duty immediately. For
the second largest corn State, that is a
significant leveling of the playing field.
And it phases out the 40-percent tariff
on beef muscle meat and the 18-percent
tariff on variety meats.

The Colombia agreement offers great
opportunities to both manufacturing
and the agricultural sector. Just one
example: Nebraska manufactures and
exports irrigation pivots to customers
all over the world. Currently Colombia
imposes a 15-percent duty on pivots,
which would be eliminated by this
trade agreement. This will allow Ne-
braska manufacturers to compete on a
level playing field with European com-
panies.

The Colombia agreement also elimi-
nates barriers for many Nebraska agri-
cultural products, including beef, corn,
soybeans, pork, and wheat. In par-
ticular, the agreement immediately
eliminates the 80-percent duty on some
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