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 n Thousands of Kansans work for 
U.S. affiliates of foreign com-
panies ranging from Airbus 
to Unilever.

 n Over 280,000 Kansans are 
employed in the wholesale, retail, 
and truck or rail transportation 
industries, moving and sell-
ing goods made in the U.S. and 
around the world.

 n According to the U.S. Interna-
tional Trade Administration, 
59,175 Kansas jobs are supported 
by exports.

 n Some reports allege that trade 
agreements like the North 
American Free Trade Agree-
ment (NAFTA) have reduced the 
number of jobs in Kansas. In fact, 
since NAFTA took effect, the state 
has added over 200,000 net new 
private-sector jobs.

Abstract
International trade and investment support thousands of Kansas jobs. 
Because of international trade, consumers can enjoy fresh fruits and 
vegetables in the middle of winter, and Kansas businesses can export 
to consumers around the world. The state’s elected officials should sup-
port policies that give Americans the freedom to buy the best goods at 
the best prices.

International trade benefits Kansans in many ways. Imports pro-
vide competitive products for Kansas consumers and manufac-

turers. exports benefit Kansas farmers and aerospace workers. For-
eign investment supports thousands of Kansas jobs.

These benefits are threatened by U.S. trade barriers that protect 
politically well-connected companies from competition while driv-
ing up prices and threatening jobs in Kansas industries reliant on 
international trade.

The state’s congressional delegation can best advance the inter-
ests of Kansans by opposing protectionist policies and working to 
remove barriers to international trade and investment.

Imports Create Jobs and Benefit Consumers
over 280,000 Kansans are employed in the wholesale, retail, and 

truck or rail transportation industries, moving and selling goods 
made in the U.S. and around the world.1

Like countless individuals around the country, Kansans rely on 
imports for the fresh fruit and vegetables at their local supermar-
kets during the winter months. According to the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture (USDA):
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The produce section in today’s grocery store 
often has dozens, if not hundreds, of different 
fresh fruits on display all year around, which 
come from all corners of the globe (e.g., grapes 
from Chile, kiwi fruit from New Zealand, and 
mangoes from mexico) as additions to domestic 
fresh fruit. Improved logistics, technology, and 
transportation have supported this increase in 
imports.2

However, in other sectors of the economy, U.S. 
trade barriers drive up prices for U.S. consumers. 
For example, the average tax rate on imported shoes 
and clothing is 12.9 percent.3 According to a story in 
The Kansas City Star:

marina Carpenter had just purchased Chinese-
made shoes at a Payless ShoeSource…when she 
pondered what would happen if the coming 
presidential election led to a double-digit price 
increase. Like many Americans, she doesn’t have 
lots of extra income and said she’d be forced to 
cut back if shoes and other imported goods sud-
denly cost 15 percent more. “I’m sure everybody 
would have to cut back,” she said.4

Congresswoman Lynn Jenkins (r–KS) explained 
why the government should cut taxes on imported 
shoes instead of increasing them:

Congress must strive to relieve the burdensome 
costs Government puts on consumers, especially 
consumers in lower and middle income families. 
That is precisely what this legislation [the Afford-
able Footwear Act] does; it lifts burdensome and 
punitive tariffs that affect those who can afford 
it least.5

Cutting tariffs on shoes would also help retailers 
like Topeka-based Payless ShoeSource, its employ-
ees, and its customers. According to the company’s 
Ceo, W. Paul Jones:

Few Americans realize the federal government 
imposes an outdated, regressive tax on imported 
shoes. because of these duties, the vast majority 
of families, wherever they shop, are paying more 
than they should for footwear. Payless Shoe-
Source has been leading a coalition to eliminate 
this hidden tax on shoes. The shoe duty was put 
in place in the 1930s, but so much has changed 
since then. Today, less than 1 percent of the shoes 
Americans buy are made in this country. Yet this 
outdated tax on imported shoes remains on the 
books.6

Consumers are not the only ones who benefit 
from imports. over 60 percent of U.S. imports are 
either inputs for U.S. manufacturers, like petro-
leum, or capital goods like machinery.7 A study by 

1. The Heritage Foundation calculations are from U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of Economic Analysis, “Annual State Personal Income 
and Employment: Total Full-Time and Part-Time Employment (SA25N): NAICS Industry (1998 forward),” 
http://www.bea.gov/itable/iTable.cfm?ReqID=70&step=1#reqid=70&step=30&isuri=1&7022=4&7023=0&7024=naics&7033=-
1&7025=0&7026=19000&7027=2014&7001=44&7028=-1&7031=0&7040=-1&7083=levels&7029=30&7090=70 
(accessed October 27, 2016).

2. Sophia Wu Huang, “Imports Contribute to Year-Round Fresh Fruit Availability,” U.S. Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service 
Report, FTS-356-01, December 2013,  
http://sshermanassociates.com/MarketNews/MARKET%20REPORTS%202013/MARKET%20REPORTS%2012-23/fts-356-01.pdf 
(accessed October 28, 2016).

3. Author’s calculations based on U.S. International Trade Commission, “Interactive Tariff and Trade DataWeb,” https://dataweb.usitc.gov/ 
(accessed October 28, 2016).

4. Kevin G. Hall, “In Trump’s World, Every Step You Take Could Cost More,” The Kansas City Star, September 28, 2016, 
http://www.kansascity.com/news/politics-government/article104709931.html#storylink=cpy (accessed October 28, 2016).

5. News release, “Affordable Footware Act Introduced in the House,” U.S. House of Representatives, Congresswoman Lynn Jenkins,  
August 3, 2011, https://lynnjenkins.house.gov/2011-press-releases/affordable-footwear-act-introduced-in-the-house1/  
(accessed October 28, 2016).

6. W. Paul Jones, “End the Import Tax on Shoes by Payless ShoeSource CEO W. Paul Jones,” Topeka Capital Journal, March 28, 2013, 
http://fdra.org/latest-news/end-the-import-tax-on-shoes-by-payless-shoesource-ceo-w-paul-jones/ (accessed October 28, 2016).

7. Author’s calculation from United Nations Comtrade Database, “Total of All HS Commodities,” 2015, http://comtrade.un.org/data/ 
(accessed October 28, 2016).
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the Peterson Institute for International economics 
found that the use of imported inputs from 1961–
2000 added $1.1 trillion to the U.S. economy, equiva-
lent to $9,400 per household.8

Exports Boost the State’s Economy
According to Kansas Governor Sam brownback 

(r), “exports are critical. We are an exporting state…. 
It is a key for us to thrive and we are doing that.”9

Karyn Page, president of Kansas Global Trade 
Service, explained that “the state and regional econ-
omies are growing because of trade. Kansas busi-
nesses compete in the global marketplace.”10

The U.S. International Trade Administration 
calculates that 59,175 Kansas jobs are support-
ed by exports.11 The benefits run throughout the 
state’s economy:

 n exports account for nearly one-fourth of the 
state’s manufacturing jobs.12

 n Service industries, including accounting, insurance, 
telecommunications, and transportation, account-
ed for $3.7 billion in Kansas exports in 2014.13

 n exports generate more income for farmers and 
livestock producers than all government farm 

support programs combined.14 In 2015, exports 
accounted for 30 percent of Kansas farm receipts.15 
According to the Kansas Agricultural Alliance, 

“The Kansas food and agricultural sector, as well 
as agriculture nationwide, is heavily dependent on 
continued strong growth in exports.”16

U.S. trade agreements have expanded export 
opportunities for Kansans. of the state’s exports, 41 
percent are shipped to people in countries that have 
trade agreements with the U.S.17

For example, Ted J. vlamis of Wichita-based Pio-
neer balloons explained: “exports are a very impor-
tant part of our business. They account for more 
than half of our sales.” NAFTA is a crucial element of 
making such arrangements possible, as it eliminat-
ed a 20 percent tariff on exports to mexico, allowing 
the company to create new jobs in the U.S.18

Another Kansas business that has taken advan-
tage of export opportunities is Hesston’s excel 
Industries, which manufactures Hustler and bigDog 
mowers. According to Chad Lane, the company’s 
director of global strategy, “When we first started in 
2004, our exports were 2.4 percent of sales. The stra-
tegic target we set was at least 10 percent (of sales) 
within 10 years. We exceeded that goal, and this past 
year we reached 12.2 percent.”19

8. Scott C. Bradford, Paul L. E. Grieco, and Gary Clyde Hufbauer, “The Payoff to America from Global Integration,” in Fred Bergsten, ed., The 
United States and the World Economy: Foreign Economic Policy for the Next Decade (Washington, DC: Peterson Institute for International 
Economics, 2005), p. 105, http://www.piie.com/publications/papers/2iie3802.pdf (accessed October 28, 2016).

9. Chad Frey Newton, “Governor Visits Excel Industries,” The Kansan, May 16, 2014, 
http://www.thekansan.com/article/20140516/News/140519492 (accessed October 28, 2016).

10. E-mail to author, Karyn Page, president of Kansas Global Trade Service, October 21, 2016.

11. U.S. Department of Commerce, International Trade Administration, “Kansas Exports, Jobs, and Foreign Investment,” July 2015, 
http://www.trade.gov/mas/ian/statereports/states/ks.pdf (accessed November 7, 2016).

12. National Association of Manufacturers, “Kansas Manufacturing Facts,” March 2016, http://www.nam.org/Data-and-Reports/State-
Manufacturing-Data/State-Manufacturing-Data/March-2016/Manufacturing-Facts--Kansas/ (accessed October 27, 2016).

13. Coalition of Services Industries, “U.S. Services Exports: Kansas,” 2015, https://servicescoalition.org/images/services_exports_2016/Kansas.pdf 
(accessed October 27, 2016).

14. Environmental Working Group, “Kansas Farm Subsidy Information,” https://farm.ewg.org/region.php?fips=20000&progcode=total&yr=2014 
(accessed on October 31, 2016).

15. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service, “State Fact Sheets: Kansas,” February 9, 2016, 
http://data.ers.usda.gov/reports.aspx?StateFIPS=20&StateName=Kansas&ID=10633 (accessed November 7, 2016).

16. Dylan Riddle, “Kansas,” U.S. Coalition for TPP, August 11, 2015, http://www.tppcoalition.org/kansas-voices/ (accessed November 7, 2016).

17. Business Roundtable, “How Kansas Benefits from International Trade and Investment,” 
http://businessroundtable.org/sites/default/files/state-data-intl-trade/BRT_TRADE_2015_Kansas.pdf (accessed October 27, 2016).

18. Jerry Siebenmark, “Pioneer Balloon Receives Export Award from U.S. Commerce,” The Wichita Eagle, May 28, 2014, 
http://www.kansas.com/news/business/article1144471.html (accessed October 31, 2016).

19. John Green, “Excel Named Kan. Exporter of the Year,” The Hutchinson News, June 15, 2013, http://www.hutchnews.com/news/excel-named-
kan-exporter-of-the-year/article_76e4123a-a0f5-54bc-9e0d-b84bee852bb7.html (accessed October 31, 2016).
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20. Newton, “Governor Visits Excel Industries.”

21. U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of Economic Analysis, “Gross Domestic Product (GDP) by State,” 
http://www.bea.gov/newsreleases/regional/gdp_state/qgsp_newsrelease.htm (accessed October 27, 2016).

22. U.S. Department of Commerce, Census Bureau, “Foreign Trade: State Exports from Kansas,” 
https://www.census.gov/foreign-trade/statistics/state/data/ks.html (accessed October 27, 2016).

23. Ron Sylvester, “In Kansas, Trade Should Be a Central Issue in the Presidential Campaign,” The Hutchinson News, September 29, 2016, 
http://www.hutchnews.com/opinion/editorials/in-kansas-trade-should-be-a-central-issue-in-the/article_296ca6ab-7e02-5353-912a-
aff6a6d59bc1.html (accessed October 31, 2016).

24. U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of Economic Analysis, “Foreign Direct Investment in the U.S.: All U.S. Affiliates, by State and Country, 
2013,” http://www.bea.gov/international/di1fdiop.htm (accessed November 7, 2016).

25. Organization for International Investment, “Foreign Direct Investment in Kansas,” http://www.ofii.org/resources/jobs-by-state/kansas 
(accessed October 27, 2016), and press release, “Siemens Celebrates 5-year Anniversary of Hutchinson Nacelle Production Facility,” 
Siemens, October 5, 2015, http://news.usa.siemens.biz/press-release/wind-power-and-renewables/siemens-celebrates-5-year-anniversary-
hutchinson-nacelle-pro (accessed November 7, 2016).

26. Includes votes on agreements with Australia, Bahrain, Canada, Central America, Chile, Colombia, Korea, Morocco, Oman, Panama, Peru, and 
Singapore, along with the North American Free Trade Agreement and extending normal trade status to China.

27. Robert E. Scott, “The China Toll,” Economic Policy Institute Briefing Paper No. 345, August 23, 2012, 
http://www.epi.org/publication/bp345-china-growing-trade-deficit-cost/ (accessed January 12, 2016).

28. Robert E. Scott, “Heading South: U.S.-Mexico Trade and Job Displacement after NAFTA,” Economic Policy Institute Briefing Paper No. 308, 
Supplemental Table B, May 3, 2011,  https://epi.3cdn.net/fdade52b876e04793b_7fm6ivz2y.pdf (accessed October 27, 2016).

28. Ibid.

Lane added: “It is exciting to travel to South Afri-
ca and brazil and see these mowers, knowing they 
came from a small town in Kansas.”20

Thanks to companies like Pioneer and excel, 
Kansas has seen its manufacturing output more 
than double since NAFTA took effect in 1994.21

Kansans should not take these benefits for grant-
ed. exports of goods from Kansas plunged 10.8 per-
cent from 2014 to 2015.22 As The Hutchinson News 
editorialized, “This presidential election is creating 
one of the fiercest political battles against American 
trade in recent history, and that’s bad news for Kan-
sas farmers.”23

Foreign Investment Supports Kansas Jobs
The dollars Americans spend on imports can 

be used to purchase U.S.-made exports or to invest 
in the U.S. economy. because the U.S. provides a 
safer and more attractive investment environment 
than most other countries, in many cases its trad-
ing partners choose to invest in the U.S. rather than 
buy exports.

The U.S. is a magnet for this job-creating for-
eign investment. In Kansas, over 70,000 people 
work for affiliates of foreign companies like Airbus, 
bayer, and Unilever.24 If considered as a single enti-
ty, these foreign-owned firms would be the largest 
private employer in the state. Nearly 45 percent of 

these are manufacturing jobs, including over 350 
jobs building parts for wind turbines for Siemens in 
Hutchinson.25

Elected Officials and Free Trade
Kansas legislators have consistently supported 

their constituents’ freedom to trade, allowing Kan-
sans to reap the benefits of global commerce. The 
state’s congressional delegation overwhelmingly 
supported trade agreements ranging from the U.S.–
Canada Free Trade Agreement in 1988 to agree-
ments with Colombia, Korea, and Panama in 2011. 
The total vote for trade-expanding agreements from 
the Kansas congressional delegation during that 
time frame was 78–3 in favor.26

Trade Has Not Reduced Kansas 
Employment

Proponents of increased government control 
of the economy have propagated a number of mis-
leading claims about trade. For example, according 
to the economic Policy Institute (ePI), U.S. trade 
with China cost Kansas 17,500 net jobs from 2001 
to 2011.27 ePI further claimed that U.S. trade with 
mexico cost Kansas 5,100 net jobs as of 2010.28 These 
findings were based on the mistaken assumption 
that imports destroy jobs: “As imports are substitut-
ed for domestically produced goods, production that 
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supports domestic jobs falls, displacing existing jobs 
and preventing new job creation.”29

In reality, however, the dollars Americans spend 
on imports are used either to buy U.S. exports (cre-
ating jobs) or to invest in the economy (also creating 
jobs). Therefore, it should surprise no one that there 
has been no net loss of jobs in Kansas due to trade 
with mexico or China. For example, since NAFTA 
took effect in 1994, Kansas has added more than 
200,000 net new private-sector jobs.30

The Sugar Program Hurts Kansas
U.S. sugar barriers particularly hurt trade in 

Kansas. The federal government artificially inflates 
sugar prices by imposing tariff-rate quotas that 
effectively cap the amount of sugar that food man-
ufacturers and consumers in the U.S. can buy from 
producers in other countries. In 2015, bakeries and 
candy companies paid twice as much as their foreign 
competitors for refined sugar.31

These inflated sugar prices threaten thousands 
of Kansas jobs. Kansans produce 39 million m&m’s 
a day at the mars factory in Topeka; 1.5 million 
Twinkies a day at the Hostess facility in emporia; 
and tons of russell Stover and Whitman’s candy at 
plants in Abilene and Iola.32

After mars announced a $100 million expansion 
of its Topeka plant in 2015, Tracey massey, presi-
dent of mars Chocolate North America, commented: 

“We are grateful for the warm welcome and contin-
ued support we have received from Topeka and the 
state of Kansas, and we are pleased to further invest 

in the community with additional job creation and 
economic development.”33

This type of job creation is threatened by the 
sugar program, which encourages U.S. manufactur-
ers to relocate in other countries to access competi-
tively priced sugar.

U.S. barriers on sugar imports also encourage 
other countries to maintain similar barriers on 
exports of competitive U.S. agricultural products. 
After the U.S. exempted the protectionist sugar 
program from the 2004 U.S.–Australia Free Trade 
Agreement, the New York Times wrote:

The agreement sends a chilling message to the 
rest of the world. even when dealing with an 
allied nation with similar living standards, the 
administration, under pressure from the Con-
gress, has opted to continue coddling the sugar 
lobby, rather than dropping the most indefensi-
ble form of protectionism. This will only embold-
en the case of those around the world who argue 
that globalization is a rigged game.34

more recently, former adviser to the reagan 
Administration burleigh C. W. Leonard explained 
how U.S. sugar barriers affected Trans-Pacific Part-
nership (TPP) trade negotiations:

The U.S. is seeking to lower Japanese trade barri-
ers on beef, pork, rice, dairy, wheat, barley—and 
sugar. We are asking Canada to provide more 
access for our dairy and poultry products. How 

30. U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of Labor Statistics, “State and Area Employment, Hours, and Earnings,” 
http://data.bls.gov/cgi-bin/dsrv?sm (accessed January 7, 2016).

31. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service, “World and U.S. Sugar and Corn Sweetener Prices,” Tables 2 and 5, 
http://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/sugar-and-sweeteners-yearbook-tables.aspx (accessed January 12, 2016).

32. J. Toyoshiba, “Take a Tour of Hostess Brands LLC in Emporia,” Kansas City Star, December 23, 2015,  
http://www.kansascity.com/latest-news/article49515000.html (accessed October 31, 2016); David A. Kaplan, “From Free Candy to Pet-
Friendly Perks, Working at America’s Third-Largest Private Company is a Toothsome Gig: An Exclusive Look at the Secretive Empire of Mars 
Incorporated,” Fortune, January 17, 2013, http://fortune.com/2013/01/17/mars-incorporated-a-pretty-sweet-place-to-work/  
(accessed October 31, 2016); Megan Hart, “Topeka’s Mars Plant Will Supply Demand for 50 years, Company Says,” The Topeka Capital-
Journal, March 27, 2014, http://cjonline.com/news/business/2014-03-27/topekas-mars-plant-will-supply-demand-50-years-company-says 
(accessed October 31, 2016); and James Dornbrook, “Russell Stover Sweetens Sales for New Owner Lindt,” Kansas City Business Journal, 
January 13, 2015,  http://www.bizjournals.com/kansascity/news/2015/01/13/russell-stover-sweetens-sales-for-new-owner-lindt.html 
(accessed October 31, 2016).

33. Eric Schroeder, “Mars Investing Additional $100 Million in Topeka, Kas., Plant,” Food Business News, July 16, 2015, 
http://www.foodbusinessnews.net/articles/news_home/Business_News/2015/07/Mars_investing_additional_100.
aspx?ID=%7B903BFD7D-1C15-451A-92A4-03FD1147C542%7D (accessed November 1, 2016).

34. “A Triumph for Big Sugar,” The New York Times, February 14, 2004, 
http://www.nytimes.com/2004/02/14/opinion/a-triumph-for-big-sugar.html?_r=0 (accessed November 3, 2016).
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can the U.S. square its stance on market access 
for U.S. agricultural commodities with its actions 
to resurrect limits on sugar imports from mexico, 
one of the parties to the TPP talks? It can’t, and 
thus its negotiating leverage is compromised.35

Restrictions on Cargo and Cruise Vessels 
Weaken the State’s Economy

The merchant marine Act of 1920, commonly 
known as the Jones Act, and the Passenger ves-
sel Services Act (PvSA) of 1886 require that ships 
transporting goods or people between two points in 
the U.S. must be built in the U.S., mostly U.S.-owned, 
and mostly crewed by U.S. citizens. These laws are 
designed to protect U.S. shipbuilders from competi-
tion, but they impose steep costs on Americans who 
use ships for domestic transportation.

According to the U.S. Department of Homeland 
Security: “The coastwise laws are highly protection-
ist provisions that are intended to create a ‘coast-
wise monopoly’ in order to protect and develop the 
American merchant marine, shipbuilding, etc.”36

The Jones Act drives up U.S. gasoline prices. It 
costs about $2 a barrel to ship U.S. oil from the Gulf 
Coast to Canada on foreign-built tankers, but it 
costs $5 to $6 a barrel to ship oil to the east Coast.37 
According to the American Fuel and Petrochemi-
cal manufacturers Association, “[r]estricting how 
goods move between U.S. ports distorts petroleum 
flows, increases costs to deliver petroleum to refin-
ers and consumers, and in some cases even gives for-
eign competitors a transportation cost advantage 

when competing in the United States.”38

The Jones Act also harms Kansas farmers by 
increasing the price of shipping grain domestically, 
since foreign-built vessels cannot be used to trans-
port grain along the mississippi river or from the 
Gulf Coast to pork producers in North Carolina and 
elsewhere in the U.S.

According to representative mike Pompeo (r–
KS), “There are pieces of [the Jones Act] that are 
anachronistic. We should certainly look at making 
sure that we reduce the friction associated with the 
transportation of energy commodities and, frankly, 
other commodities around the world.”39

Another positive reform would be to allow Kan-
sas farmers to ship their cargo on foreign-built ships. 
U.S. cargo preference mandates, which require a 
majority of food aid and other government-funded 
cargo to be shipped on U.S.-flagged vessels, harm the 
state’s farmers.

A report from the Congressional research Service 
notes that “preference cargo now accounts for almost 
all of the revenues of the U.S.-flag international fleet. 
U.S.-flag ships do not appear competitive with foreign-
flag ships in carrying the overwhelming bulk of exports 
and imports transacted in the private sector.”40

According to a study by the American enterprise 
Institute, “Cargo Preference for Food Aid (CPFA), 
which requires at least 50 percent of all food aid 
to be sourced and shipped on U.S.-flagged vessels, 
resulted in an additional $140 million to $200 mil-
lion in wasted spending on shipping costs from Jan-
uary 2012 to may 2015.”41

35. Burleigh C. . Leonard, “U.S. Sugar Policy: Sweet for a Few, Sour for Most: New Restrictions on Mexican Sugar Imports Undermine The 
Government’s Negotiating Position in Free Trade Talks,” The Wall Street Journal, November 2, 2014, http://www.wsj.com/articles/burleigh-
leonard-u-s-sugar-policy-sweet-for-a-few-sour-for-most-1414972821 (accessed November 3, 2016).

36. U.S. Department of Homeland Security, Customs and Border Protection, “What Every Member of the Trade Community Should Know About 
Coastwise Trade: Merchandise,” January 2009, p. 2, http://www.cbp.gov/sites/default/files/documents/merchandise_3.pdf 
(accessed January 12, 2016).

37. Matthew Philips, “U.S. Law Restricting Foreign Ships Leads to Higher Gas Prices,” Bloomberg Businessweek, December 16, 2013, 
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2013-12-12/u-dot-s-dot-law-restricting-foreign-ships-leads-to-higher-gas-prices 
(accessed October 31, 2016).

38. American Fuel and Petrochemical Manufacturers, “Jones Act: Petroleum Trade Flows and Transportation Costs,” January 2016, 
https://www.afpm.org/jones-act/  (accessed October 31, 2016).

39. Brian Scheid, “The US’ Jones Act Gets a New Fight and a New Argument,” The Barrel blog, March 31, 2016, 
http://blogs.platts.com/2016/03/31/jones-act-new-fight-new-argument/ (accessed October 31, 2016).

40. John Fritelli, “Cargo Preferences for U.S.-Flag Shipping,” Congressional Research Service Report for Congress No. 44254, October 29, 2015, 
https://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/R44254.pdf (accessed November 7, 2016).

41. Vincent H. Smith and Stephanie Mercier, “Military Readiness and Food Aid Cargo Preference: Many Costs and Few Benefits,” American Enterprise 
Institute, September 2015, https://www.aei.org/publication/military-readiness-and-food-aid-cargo-preference-many-costs-and-few-benefits/ 
(accessed November 7, 2016).
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The Future Is Bright
Kansas is positioned to prosper from continued 

growth in trade with the rest of the world as trade 
barriers are reduced. Physical barriers, such as the 
limits imposed by canals and ports unable to handle 
modern cargo ships, and governmental barriers, like 
limits on shipping and the use of imported inputs, 
are falling across the globe. The state’s congressio-
nal delegation should take the lead in making sure 
that government-constructed impediments to trade 
and prosperity fall as well.

—Bryan Riley is Jay Van Andel Senior Analyst in 
Trade Policy in the Center for Trade and Economics, of 
the Institute for Economic Freedom and Opportunity, 
at The Heritage Foundation.


