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Some would suggest, even after the

experience of the last 5 decades, that
all economic growth abroad comes at
our expense. They seem to think this is
a zero sum game. They seem to think
that there is a finite amount of money
in the world and that for someone to
win, someone else must lose.

I categorically reject that argument.
In the complex web of international
trade, other nations are not simply
competitors, although that is certainly
an important component of our rela-
tionship. They are also our customers.
They are our suppliers. And, more than
occasionally, they are our partners in
joint ventures. We depend on them and
they depend on us. Or can they?

For 6 years now, the President of the
United States, the leader of the free
world and representative of the largest
single economy on the planet, has
lacked the authority to negotiate trade
agreements, agreements that could pry
open foreign markets, reduce and even
eliminate unfair trading practices and
create and preserve more jobs here at
home. All of this is beyond the reach of
the President of the United States.

How did we get into this mess? How
did we reach a situation where our gov-
ernment lacks the same ability to pro-
tect and advance our interests that
even the smallest international player
takes for granted?

While I supported many of the trade
policies of the last administration, par-
ticularly their efforts to preserve our
antidumping and counterveiling duty
laws, the sad fact is that they forfeited
America’s leadership role by simple de-
fault. None of this would matter if the
rest of the world were standing still,
but the rest of humanity is impatient
for economic progress.

All around us, our trading partners,
tired of U.S. excuses and delays, are
joining and forming new trade alli-
ances without us. Europe is forming
new trade pacts all across Latin Amer-
ica, South America and North Africa.
The nations of East Asia are actively
working to form a new regional com-
bine. America is not even a party to
these discussions. It is time to break
through the either/or, dead-end fast
track debate and move beyond the cur-
rent stalemate to allow for full consid-
eration of the legitimate issues that
confront us in trade negotiating au-
thority.

To restore the President’s ability to
advance our interests, I have intro-
duced H.R. 1446, the Standard Trade
Negotiating Authority Act, as a new
approach to trade promotion author-
ity. Over the course of the next several
weeks, I will describe in greater detail
the most important sections of this
bill. But today I would like to outline
some of its basic provisions for the
House.

My bill provides ongoing negotiating
authority for the President but differs
from fast track by requiring
preauthorization from the Congress for
a specific country for a specific nego-
tiation before the President enters into

negotiations. Legitimate concerns re-
garding environmental and labor
standards are addressed during the
preauthorization process through the
creation of a new commission which
will draft specific recommendations to
be included in the negotiation goals.
This ensures that blue and green con-
cerns are considered, where appro-
priate, as part of a trade negotiation.
When negotiations are complete, the
President will submit the agreement
along with a plan for implementation
and enforcement to Congress for final
approval. He must also outline any
costs that accompany the plan.

This bill is an attempt to demystify
the stale debate surrounding trade
agreements, open the process to great-
er public and congressional scrutiny,
making it more transparent, provide
for a way to address real blue and
green concerns and restore the U.S. to
its leadership role on the international
stage.

A few weeks ago, the President sub-
mitted his trade proposal to Congress.
In my view, he correctly outlined his
goals to expand our export markets
while leaving Congress with a great
deal of discretion for determining the
best way to proceed. My legislation an-
swers this challenge by creating a
framework that provides for appro-
priate oversight of trade agreements
before, during and after their comple-
tion.

I urge my colleagues to set aside par-
tisan rancor, set aside traditional ideo-
logical classifications and consider this
bill carefully. I would welcome their ef-
forts to join with me to build a bipar-
tisan coalition to take a new approach
to trade in America.
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YOU’RE A GOOD MAN, CHARLES
SCHULZ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. KENNEDY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to rise today to
honor a Minnesotan whose life work
has been enjoyed by children, both
young and old, for decades, cartoonist
Charles Schulz. Schulz is best known
for creating the most successful comic
strip ever, the lovable Peanuts comic
strip. Since Peanuts was first published
in October of 1950, literally millions of
people all over the world have been en-
tertained by Schulz. I myself have fond
childhood memories of reading about
the adventures of Charlie Brown, Lucy,
Snoopy, Linus, Pigpen and the whole
Peanuts gang.

I would like to thank Charles Schulz
for his contributions to society and the
joy and the laughter that he has
brought to us all. Schulz is being hon-
ored here today at a ceremony in the
Capitol Rotunda where he will be post-
humously presented with a gold medal
on behalf of Congress.

As a tribute, I would like to say,
‘‘You’re a good man, Charles Schulz.’’

THE PRESIDENT’S TAX CUT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CULBERSON) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, as a
new Member of Congress representing
the west side of Houston, Texas fol-
lowing in the footsteps of Bill Archer,
the former chairman of the Committee
on Ways and Means, I rise today to re-
mind the Nation, the Congress, to go
through some of the details of a re-
markable achievement that President
Bush, our former Governor of Texas,
achieved today in signing a $1.35 tril-
lion tax cut, fulfilling the keystone of
President Bush’s campaign pledge to
the Nation that he would return to
American taxpayers a portion of that
tax surplus that they have paid into
the U.S. Treasury in excess of the
needs of the Federal Government.

Because first and foremost it is a tax
surplus, the money that the American
people have earned and pay into the
Federal Treasury does not belong to
the United States Government, it be-
longs first to the American taxpayer. I
took great pride in sitting alongside
Chairman Archer today at the cere-
mony at which President Bush signed
that $1.35 trillion tax cut into law.

First, Mr. Speaker, I think it is im-
portant for the listening audience,
those in the gallery here today as well
as those in the listening audience there
watching C-Span today to put the tax
cut, the Bush tax cut, into perspective.
In today’s dollars, President Ronald
Reagan’s tax cut of 1981 would be
equivalent to $5.5 trillion, that 1981 tax
cut placed into today’s equivalent dol-
lars in 2001. By comparison, of course,
President Bush’s tax cut was only $1.35
trillion. In fact, the Bush tax cut that
was signed into law today was, as a
percentage of government revenue,
even smaller than the tax cut proposed
by President Kennedy in 1963.
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In fact, another way to look at it

would be that the Bush tax cut, which
was signed into law today, will reduce
government revenues by less than 5
percent versus current law over the
next 10 years, or less than a nickel for
every dollar collected by the Federal
Government. So the tax cut, which
took effect today, which those of us
who are fiscal conservatives would like
to have seen be larger, which President
Bush would have like to have seen be
larger, but as a result of compromise
and working its way through the legis-
lative process, was finally determined
to be a $1.35 trillion tax cut, that tax
cut will only be essentially a nickel
out of every dollar collected by the
Federal Government.

Even after this tax cut, Mr. Speaker,
the tax surplus will be large enough to
protect 100 percent of the Social Secu-
rity and Medicare trust funds. The tax
surplus after the tax cut will be large
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enough to pay off all available pub-
licly-held debt over the next 10 years.
There will still be enough money, after
the Bush tax cut is enacted, to increase
government spending by about 4 per-
cent per year, even with inflation over
the next 10 years. At the same time we
are protecting Social Security, paying
off the maximum level of public debt,
increasing government spending by
about 4 percent per year. After the
Bush tax cut is signed into law, we
have still set aside a contingency fund
to ensure that there is enough money
there for additional tax relief or addi-
tional spending in the event of an
emergency. We have prepared for those
contingencies.

The tax cut that President Bush pro-
posed and signed into law today is pru-
dent; it is the right thing to do philo-
sophically and economically.

I would quote from, if I could, Mr.
Speaker, the testimony presented to
the House Committee on the Budget by
Chairman Alan Greenspan of the Fed-
eral Reserve system on March 2, 2001. I
will not attempt to read from it, be-
cause frankly it is not as interesting to
read testimony like this as it is to par-
aphrase it, because I remember it very
vividly as a new Member of Congress, a
new member of the Committee on the
Budget, Alan Greenspan, in my mind,
is one of the most widely-respected
economists, someone whose objectivity
and ability is unquestioned by people
from the Democrat side of the aisle as
well as the Republican side, the chair-
man, Alan Greenspan, in his testimony
to the Committee on the Budget, stat-
ed that, in fact, using the projections
from the Office of Management and
Budget and the Congressional Budget
Office, that if current policies remain
in effect, that the total surplus will
reach about $800 billion in the year
2010, including an on-budget surplus of
about $500 billion. In his opinion, ana-
lyzing these projections, the surplus
will continue well beyond the year 2030,
despite, as he says, the budgetary pres-
sures from the aging of the baby-boom
generation, especially on the major
health programs.

Now, Chairman Greenspan’s testi-
mony is important, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause it lays the groundwork for, I
think, demonstrating objectively and
irrefutably the soundness of the deci-
sion that the Congress made under
President Bush’s leadership to pass
this tax cut, because it is an inescap-
able, objective reality that there will
be record-breaking tax surpluses in the
Federal Treasury. The question be-
comes, what do we do with them?

The chairman of the Federal Reserve
went on to testify that these surpluses
do leave the Congress, the Federal Gov-
ernment, with a very profound policy
decision. The choice is, as Chairman
Greenspan points out, what do we do
with these tax surpluses? Well, we ob-
viously, in his opinion, as it is my
opinion, the opinion of the President
and fiscal conservatives here in the
Congress, need to first and foremost
pay down the national debt.

The national debt, of course, is held
in a form of Treasury bonds and other
marketable bonds, many of which are
overseas. As Chairman Greenspan
pointed out, those holders of long-term
Treasury securities may be reluctant
to give them up, cash them in, espe-
cially those who highly value the risk-
free status of those issues. In order to
induce them to sell their bonds, it will
require the American taxpayer to pay
those bondholders a significant pre-
mium. In Chairman Greenspan’s testi-
mony, he pointed out that paying those
bondholders that premium to cash in
their bonds early would require, to
quote Chairman Greenspan, paying pre-
miums that far exceed any realistic
value of retiring the debt before matu-
rity.

Both the Congressional Budget Office
and the Office of Management and
Budget project an inability of current
services unified budget surpluses to be
applied wholly to repay debt by the
middle of this decade.

Without policy changes, Chairman
Greenspan pointed out that the Federal
Government would begin to accumu-
late very significant amounts of pri-
vate assets, meaning stocks in the
stock market, and other types of pri-
vate assets, which is clearly a policy
judgment that he says we need to make
and something that holds tremendous
risk. To have the Federal Government
become, for example, a significant
shareholder in General Motors or IBM
or some other private companies is ob-
viously not only a dangerous trend
from a policy perspective but also, in
the chairman’s opinion, something
that would lead to changes in the way
those private companies are managed,
and that, indeed, that is a path that he
recommends we do not follow.

So if these tax surpluses are not to be
used once we pay down the debt, the
tax surplus is not to be used to begin to
accumulate private assets, then the
question becomes whether the Congress
uses the tax surplus to increase spend-
ing or to cut taxes.

Chairman Greenspan, in his opinion,
after very careful analysis of reviewing
fiscal policy for the United States and
analyzing the projected tax surpluses
on into the future, concluded in his tes-
timony to the Committee on the Budg-
et that, quote, it is far better, in my
judgment, that the surpluses be re-
duced by tax reductions rather than by
spending increases. He came to that
conclusion again, Mr. Speaker, to avoid
the possibility of the Federal Govern-
ment becoming a majority shareholder
or even significant shareholder in pri-
vate companies or in increasing gov-
ernment spending to the point where if
there were a reduction in the tax sur-
pluses in the future that we might be
faced with a situation where we would
need to actually increase taxes.

Those who have been listening to the
debate over the last hour saw the dis-
tinguished Member, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), quite cor-
rectly point out that the projections of

the Congressional Budget Office have
been off target virtually every single
year over the last 6 years, and those
projections of the Congressional Budg-
et Office have typically been pessi-
mistic, and the tax surplus has actu-
ally been quite much larger.

To reinforce that point, before I go
through in an outline form the high-
lights of the President’s tax cut, I
would like to quote a few highlights
from a very important speech that Vice
President CHENEY gave to the National
Association of Manufacturers on Feb-
ruary 28 of this year, in which the Vice
President laid out several key points
which demonstrate conclusively how
cautious, how conservative, how pru-
dent and careful President Bush was in
preparing the tax cut proposal that he
put before the Congress.

Vice President CHENEY pointed out
that day that, first of all, the Bush ad-
ministration’s economic growth fore-
casts were very conservative and were
actually below the blue chip forecasts
that had been given over the next 10
years. The blue chip forecast, quoting
Vice President CHENEY, for the next 10
years was about 3.3 percent. The Bush
administration used a forecast of about
3.1 percent.

Secondly, Vice President CHENEY
pointed out that the Bush tax cut pro-
posal was based on the assumption that
revenue would grow more slowly than
the economy does, which was another
conservative bias, as the Vice Presi-
dent pointed out, that was built into
the system as the Bush administration
projected how large the surpluses are
likely to be over the next decade.

Third, the Vice President pointed out
that the budget and the forecast used
by the Bush administration assumed
no increase in productivity in the Fed-
eral Government over the next 10
years.

Productivity in the private sector is
increasing about 3 percent, and as the
Vice President points out, we should
certainly expect to see some produc-
tivity increase from Federal Govern-
ment employees over the next 10 years.
But just to be absolutely certain that
the projections used by the Bush ad-
ministration were as conservative, pru-
dent as possible and that we might all
be pleasantly surprised by increases in
those projections over the next 10
years, the Bush administration did not
assume any productivity increase in
the operations of the Federal Govern-
ment.

The fourth critical assumption used
by the Bush administration in pre-
paring this tax cut proposal was that
they used a static revenue analysis.
They did not assume any feedback into
the economy as a result of the tax cuts,
and clearly there will be. We all know
from history that the Reagan tax cuts
of 1981 increased government revenue
by $2 for every $1 of tax cut that Presi-
dent Reagan was able to sign into law.

The problem was the other party
which controlled the Congress at that
time, the Democrats, increased spend-
ing by about $3 for every $2 of increase
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in revenue, and that is what led to the
deficits.

The static revenue estimate analysis
used by the Bush administration as-
sumed that there would be no increase
or stimulation of the economy and no
increase in government revenue. Clear-
ly there will be some. So that is an-
other conservative factor built into the
Bush administration’s analysis that
will probably lead to a pleasant sur-
prise for all of us over the next decade.

Fifth, Vice President CHENEY pointed
out in his speech to the American As-
sociation of Manufacturers that the
baseline from which the Bush adminis-
tration calculated the surplus assumed
growth in entitlements. He said it can
be estimated how big the Medicare pop-
ulation is going to be in 10 years, and
all of that has been factored into the
projections used by the Bush adminis-
tration in proposing their $1.6 trillion
tax cut; and again the Congress passed
a $1.35 trillion tax cut.

Finally, the sixth point used by the
Vice President in his speech is an im-
portant one, and that is that the as-
sumptions, the baseline used by the
Bush administration, included all of
the President’s new spending proposals.
Those are built into the forecasts used
over the next 10 years by the Bush ad-
ministration.

Having done all of that, the Vice
President points out, we then set aside
about an $800 billion contingency fund
that will be used for what we can an-
ticipate may be out there, such as, for
example, the additional defense spend-
ing that may be necessary as a result
of the strategic review; emergencies in
agriculture, for example; additional
Medicare expenses; other types of
emergencies and contingencies that we
cannot project. The Bush budget sets
forth, sets aside, and the Congress has
agreed, the House has agreed that we
are going to have, and the Senate in
the budget package, which the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) has put
here in the House, and which has been
adopted by the Senate and sent on to
the President, about an $800 billion
contingency fund.

With those estimates in mind, those
baseline projections in place, the fact
that is irrefutable is that we are going
to have a record-breaking tax surplus
over the next decade. The question
then becomes, what do we do with it?

Alan Greenspan’s testimony that we
need to use it for tax reduction rather
than spending increases and certainly
do not want to use that tax surplus to
accumulate private assets, such as buy-
ing stock in private companies like
IBM or General Motors, recognizing all
of the conservative factors built into
the baseline assumptions used by the
Bush administration, the tax cut, the
Bush tax cut, clearly is the right policy
decision for the Nation and it is the
right policy decision for this Congress,
and certainly right for the American
people.

How will this tax cut affect the aver-
age American family? If one paid taxes

last year, they will receive a tax cut
under the Bush tax cut signed into law
today. Every single American who filed
and paid taxes for the last tax year will
receive a rebate of 5 percent of their
first $6,000 in taxable income if they
are single, or a maximum rebate of
about $300. If one is the head of a
household, they will receive a refund
check in the mail of about $500. Those
checks, we believe, should be able to go
out towards the end of this summer.

A married couple filing jointly will
receive a maximum tax refund of $600
in the mail from the United States
Treasury.

The mechanism to make that happen
has already begun, and each and every
one of us who paid taxes in this coun-
try will expect to receive that tax re-
fund check, I believe by the end of this
summer.
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So be looking for an envelope from
the United States Treasury. It is going
to be carrying good news. The only
question is how big will that check be,
depending on whether you are single,
filing jointly, or filing as the head of a
household.

You will also see this year a reduc-
tion in tax rates. There will be imme-
diately a reduction in the tax rates
across-the-board. We will see, for ex-
ample, small business owners, individ-
uals as well as small business owners,
will see their individual tax rates cut.
The 28 percent rate will be cut imme-
diately to 27 percent; the 31 percent
rate to 30 percent; the 36 percent rate
to 35 percent. These rates will continue
to be cut over the next decade.

The marriage penalty is going to be
reduced. We are going to see the stand-
ard deduction for couples set at twice
the level for individuals, which will be
phased in over the next 5 years. The 15
percent bracket for couples will be set
at twice the level for individuals. We
are going to see a doubling of the child
tax credit, from $500 per year to $1,000
per year.

The adoption tax credit is going to be
increased to $10,000 per eligible child.
That will include children with special
needs. For employers who provide
adoption assistance, there is going to
be an exclusion from income of up to
$10,000 for assistance that people re-
ceive from their employers for adop-
tion assistance. Those are all going to
make a significant difference for fami-
lies.

For small business owners, the death
tax will be repealed and phased out
over the next 10 years. The exemption
will go to $1 million next calendar
year, and then the exemption from the
death tax will increase to $1.5 million
in the year 2004, $2 million in 2006, and
finally $3.5 million in 2009, and then the
death tax will be completely repealed
by the year 2010.

One question that has been raised
that I have heard from constituents, as
well as by those who would prefer to
spend the tax surplus rather than cut

taxes, is that these tax cuts are phased
out and disappear in 10 years. The 10-
year life-span of these tax cuts is a di-
rect result of the opposition of the
Democrats and a direct result of a rule
that they placed into effect which
would require the President to win 60
votes.

If we were to pass the tax cut and put
it into effect permanently, a rule that
the Democrats put into effect in the
Senate, it is called the Byrd rule that
was named after its sponsor, Senate
Democrat Appropriations Chairman
ROBERT BYRD of West Virginia, estab-
lished a rule many years ago that we
today would be required to pass the tax
cut with 60 votes if it were to have per-
manent effect.

Well, because of the opposition of the
Democrats who want to spend the tax
surplus, who do not want us to see a
tax cut at all, who have fought the
President, almost all Democrats, he
has had the help of some Democrats,
but because of the Democrats, it would
be impossible to get 60 votes in the
Senate to pass the tax cut and make it
permanent, so, therefore, a second pro-
cedure had to be used which only re-
quires 51 votes. That second procedure
had to be used because we knew we
could get 51 votes for the tax cut, and
that second procedure can only give
the tax cut a lifespan of 10 years.

But I can tell you, Mr. Speaker and
the listening public out there watching
on C–SPAN and those who are here in
the galleries, that the Republican lead-
ership of the Congress is today working
on legislation that will make the tax
cut permanent. We will pass that out of
the House as soon as possible, and that
legislation making these tax cuts per-
manent will be sent on to the Senate as
soon as possible, and it will then be up
to the new leadership of the Senate to
determine in a very visible and public
way whether or not they support per-
manent tax cuts, or whether they want
to see the tax cuts disappear in 10
years. We will give them that option.

That is a very, very important point,
that we in the House, our Republican
President, wanted to make this tax cut
permanent, but because of opposition
from the other side, we were unable to
do so and had to give it a 10 year life-
span.

We have in the House, the Republican
majority in the House, our Republican
President, I think it is appropriate
that the American people by electing a
Republican House, a Republican Sen-
ate, the American people did elect a
Republican Senate, and a Republican
President, won the election in Florida,
George Bush did win the election in
Florida, as we all know, the Republican
Congress, our Republican President,
cut taxes retroactively to the first of
this year, and that is a dramatic dif-
ference with the previous administra-
tion and the Democrat control of this
Congress. While they raised taxes
retroactively, we cut them retro-
actively. It is a dramatic and impor-
tant difference, and one that we abso-
lutely should not forget.
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In fact, I hope that all of those who

are listening to this debate today,
those at home on C–SPAN as well as
those in the gallery, I can tell you as a
new Member of Congress, the Congress
is not as partisan a place, there is not
as much partisan bickering as the na-
tional press corps would have us be-
lieve. All of us in the Congress are
working in an honest and diligent way
to represent our districts as best we
can.

There are honest and important dif-
ferences of opinion of principle that we
believe in very passionately that have
made us Republicans or Democrats,
and I would urge everyone listening
today, whether they be at home or here
in the gallery, to remember that after
George Washington, our Nation’s prob-
ably second most significant and im-
portant Founding Father, Thomas Jef-
ferson believed that his most impor-
tant achievement in his life was being
a partisan Republican. It is something
we should all be proud of, to be a Mem-
ber, whether it be in the Democrat
Party or Republican Party, to stand up
for our principles that we have chosen
to join these political parties, because
they represent our viewpoint.

This tax cut proposed by President
Bush in his campaign on which he was
elected, on which the Republican Con-
gress was elected as a keystone prin-
ciple, President Bush has fulfilled that
promise. That tax cut represents a core
philosophy, which is what led us to be-
come Republicans, one that led me to
become a Republican, as a believer in
limited government, in limiting the
size, power and cost of the Federal
Government and returning power to
the States, in paying off the national
debt as rapidly as possible, is certainly
my highest national legislative pri-
ority. To pay off the national debt, to
cut taxes, to allow taxpayers to keep
more of the money they send to the
Federal Government are my top two
legislative priorities.

My highest local legislative priority
is to expand the Katy Freeway there in
West Houston, Interstate 10, which is
in such disastrous shape that I often
think of it as a rolling blackout in
West Houston every morning and after-
noon. We have got terrific schools, safe
streets, a thundering economy, but ter-
rible transportation problems in West
Houston.

I as an individual Member of Con-
gress have those priorities and those
principles that matter to me, that led
to my election by the people who
worked hard to see me elected to rep-
resent them in West Houston and suc-
ceed Chairman Archer, and those core
principles are what led me to become a
Republican. It is something I am very
proud of.

I can tell you that the passion that I
share for the principles of the Repub-
lican Party, the passion that my col-
leagues share for their belief in the
Democrat Party, were a point of great
pride to Thomas Jefferson.

I would close, Mr. Speaker, by
quoting from a letter that Mr. Jeffer-

son wrote towards the end of his life in
February of 1826, just a few months be-
fore his death. As Mr. Jefferson was re-
viewing his long and wonderful life, he
looked back over the many, many
years of public service that he had per-
formed, and remember that his public
service in his mind was his greatest
achievement.

Those of us, if you visited Monticello
and you visit Thomas Jefferson’s
grave, people are often surprised to see
that he has only listed on his tomb-
stone three things: That he was the au-
thor of the American Declaration of
Independence, that he was the author
of the Virginia Statute of Religious
Freedom, that he was the father of the
University of Virginia.

Mr. Jefferson listed those things be-
cause he wanted to be remembered by
the things he had done for the Nation,
rather than by those things that the
Nation had done for him, by honoring
him by electing him to a number of dif-
ferent offices. There frankly is no bet-
ter way we can be remembered than by
the service we perform for our country.

Mr. Jefferson, in this letter from
February of 1826, a few months before
his death, reviewed his long life and all
of his achievements. He points out that
he came of age in 1764; that he was
nominated to be a judge in the county
in which he lived; he was then elected
to what we would call the State legis-
lature of the State of Virginia, the Vir-
ginia Assembly; he was then elected to
serve in the original Congress of the
Confederation; he then went to work in
revising and reducing the whole body
of the British statutes and the Acts of
the Virginia Assembly, working on a
recodification of Virginia law.

Mr. Jefferson was then elected Gov-
ernor of Virginia. He was then elected
to the legislature once again and to
Congress again. He was sent to Europe
as the American Minister to France.
He was appointed by President George
Washington as our Nation’s first Sec-
retary of State.

Thomas Jefferson was then elected
Vice President, and then President in
1800, and finally, he says, I was elected
as a Visitor and Rector of the Univer-
sity of Virginia.

These different offices, he says, with
scarcely any interval between them, I
have been in the public service now 61
years, and during the far greater part
of that time in foreign countries or
other States.

He goes on to point out that of all of
those services, of everything that
Thomas Jefferson did in his life, he
says there is one, there is one service
which is the most important in its con-
sequences of any transaction in any
portion of my life, and he says that was
the head that I personally made
against the Federal Principles and Pro-
ceedings during the administration of
Mr. Adams.

In modern parlance, in the language
of the year 2001, Mr. Jefferson is telling
us that his greatest achievement in his
entire life was being a partisan Repub-

lican. It mattered to him more than
anything else he had done, because
they created, James Madison and
Thomas Jefferson, created political
parties to ensure the election of Repub-
licans, of people that were Republicans,
as they called themselves. Mr. Jeffer-
son never called himself a Democrat.
He called himself a Republican, their
political party was the Republican
Party, because they were committed to
the preservation of the American Re-
public, the core principles that made
the country great: reducing the size,
power and cost of the Federal Govern-
ment, preserving the power of the
State governments to control the
things that affected the lives, pros-
perity and well-being of individual citi-
zens in those States.

Mr. Jefferson set out as his highest
priority as our new President, the first
Republican President of the United
States, elected 200 years ago, Mr. Jef-
ferson set forth as his highest priority
the elimination of the national debt,
reducing taxes, abolishing the income
tax.

Many people do not realize that Re-
publican President Thomas Jefferson
abolished all Internal Revenue taxes, a
noble goal that I am committed to,
along with my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHNSON).
We have coauthored a constitutional
amendment to abolish the income tax,
the Internal Revenue Service and do to
the IRS what Rome did to Carthage,
tear it down stone by stone and sow
salt in the furrows.

That was Thomas Jefferson’s great-
est achievement in his first term as
President. Mr. Jefferson and the Re-
publicans abolished all Internal Rev-
enue taxes. They passed laws which en-
sured the power of the States over
things like public education, over the
domestic improvements, things that
were purely internal to each State.

All of those core principles that led
Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Madison, the major-
ity they elected to Congress, to become
Republicans, to create the Republican
Party, are the same core principles
that animate me today, that animate
my good friend, the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. PENCE), a freshman Member,
another stalwart and fiscal conserv-
ative of impeccable integrity, and
someone with a long and illustrious ca-
reer ahead of him in the United States
Congress.

We, each one of us, Democrats and
Republicans, should take great pride in
our affiliation with our political par-
ties, and do not let the national media
and the national press fool you into
thinking that this is something to be
ashamed of to be a partisan Republican
or partisan Democrat. It is what made
this country great; it is what gives
each of us as Americans a true choice.
And as we go into vote, we often do not
have any other thing to guide us as we
vote, than whether someone is a Demo-
crat or a Republican. We should each
one of us be proud of it, stand up and
defend it.
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It was Thomas Jefferson’s greatest

achievement that he was the head of
the Republican Party, and I take im-
mense pride and pleasure in having
been there today to see our Republican
President, George W. Bush, sign into
law only the third tax cut in the last
100 years. And the only reason that the
American people got a tax cut today is
because we elected a Republican Presi-
dent, George W. Bush, and we had a Re-
publican Congress in the House and the
Senate who stood by their principles,
who stood proudly on those principles
and won the election last year.

I look forward to supporting Presi-
dent Bush in the years ahead in the re-
mainder of his term and seeing that we
return more of the American people’s
hard-earned money to them and con-
tinue to transfer power back to the
States, protecting the authority of
State governments over public edu-
cation, local improvement, public safe-
ty, all those things that led the origi-
nal Republican Party of 200 years ago
to win a majority of the House, the
Senate, and to elect a Republican
President.

b 1500
I am confident we will lead the Amer-

ican people to reelect George W. Bush
and to reelect a Republican majority of
this Congress, as long as we all remem-
ber why we are Republicans and why
we are Democrats. I hope the American
people will remember this tax cut as
one of the most vivid examples of why
it is important to preserve a Repub-
lican majority in the House and in the
Senate.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PLATTS). The Chair kindly reminds all
Members that remarks in debate
should be addressed to the Chair and
not to occupants of the gallery or to
others outside the Chamber.

f

HISTORIC TAX CUT BILL SIGNED
INTO LAW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. PENCE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON)
for his passionate and eloquent re-
marks today, as ever.

The Good Book tells us, oh, how the
mighty have fallen, Mr. Speaker. And
today, for the first time in a genera-
tion, the President of the United
States has sundered a portion of the
mighty and onerous Internal Revenue
Code, a sundering entirely, for all of
history, it is my hope, that onerous tax
that wages war on small businesses and
family farms, the inheritance tax, the
estate tax, most notably remembered
and hopefully forgotten, to be the
death tax.

Mr. Speaker, I was pleased and hon-
ored as a new Member of Congress to

join President Bush this morning as he
signed a historic tax cut bill into law.
On a personal note, Mr. Speaker, today
is my 42nd birthday, and it made it all
the more sweet to stand in that place
of places, the White House, with the
43rd President of the United States of
America and take upon myself a gift
not only for my birthday, but for all
Americans, the gift of tax relief that
President Bush signed today.

I truly believe that the tax relief
signed into law today will stimulate
our economy by reducing the heavy in-
come tax burden on American workers.
By signing this bill into law, the Presi-
dent increases the per-child tax credit
by doubling it, reduces tax rates for all
taxpayers. This is a President who is
committed, as he said today, to a Tax
Code that does not pick winners and
losers; it is tax relief for all taxpayers.
The President and this Congress also
courageously took on and defeated the
marriage penalty and ended that oner-
ous death tax.

As layoffs in my home State of Indi-
ana will attest, even a headline in my
hometown of Columbus, Indiana, this
last weekend read, there have been
nearly 2,500 layoffs in east central Indi-
ana. Mr. Speaker, I have been saying to
my colleagues since I arrived in Wash-
ington, D.C. that this town seems more
than happy to debate whether or not
we will some day be in a recession. Mr.
Speaker, in east central Indiana, we
are already in a recession. Families are
hurting, and I believe that this econ-
omy has been suffering under 8 years of
increased taxes and regulatory red
tape.

By signing this tax cut into law
today, President Bush has begun to put
our economy back on the right track.
President Bush’s tax plan will help
working people, small businesses, and
family farmers recover from this eco-
nomic malaise, and it will begin to set
free those struggling under the oppres-
sive burden of high taxes.

Ronald Reagan, the 40th President of
the United States, once said, ‘‘We need
true tax reform that will at least make
a start toward restoring for our chil-
dren the American dream, that wealth
is denied to no one, that each indi-
vidual has the right to fly as high as
his strength and his ability or her abil-
ity will take them.’’

Like the tax cuts of the 1980s, today’s
tax relief package will allow our econ-
omy to take wing, as Ronald Reagan
envisioned. This means families will be
better equipped to save for their chil-
dren’s education, a down payment on a
home, to pay off mounting credit card
debt, to put a few dollars away to pay
for their children’s education and for
college. And even to save, Mr. Speaker,
for their own retirement. By lifting the
tax burden, as President Bush did
today, signing the measure that the
Republican Congress passed into law,
we are continuing efforts to do no less
than to renew the American dream.

It is my erstwhile hope that the sign-
ing of this tax cut into law is only the

beginning of a new era of fiscal respon-
sibility in Washington, D.C. With the
President’s tax-cutting leadership,
Congress has passed an increased child
tax credit, rate reductions for all tax-
payers, a marriage penalty relief bill,
and Death Tax Elimination Act all in
one measure. This is a historic day.
This is a historic accomplishment, Mr.
Speaker.

Oh, how the mighty have fallen.
Today, we put the ax to the root of the
Internal Revenue Code as it wages war
on the American dream. Let this not be
the final battle, but let it be the begin-
ning of our battle until we are done re-
newing the American dream for all the
American people.

f

IMMIGRATION REFORM SHOULD
BE TOP PRIORITY FOR AMERICA
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. TANCREDO) is recognized for
60 minutes.

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, once
more, I rise to the podium to discuss an
issue I think is of significant impor-
tance to the United States. I believe, as
a matter of fact, it is perhaps the most
significant public policy issue with
which this body could or should be
dealing. It is the issue of immigration
reform.

Each evening at the end of business
in this House, ladies and gentlemen
from both sides of the aisle approach
the mike to talk about particular
issues of interest and concern to them-
selves. And each evening for the last
several, Members, especially from the
California delegation, have come to the
microphone to talk about the problems
that they face in that State as a result
of a lack of sufficient energy resources.
And each evening, they rail against the
President’s policies, the energy plan
that he has put forward, the first such
plan ever put forward by any adminis-
tration, and suggest that the problems
we face in this Nation with regard to
energy are those that can be dealt with
more by conservation than by produc-
tion.

But all of the debate, Mr. Speaker,
about energy problems, whether they
concentrate on the issue of production
as a solution or the possibility of con-
servation as a solution, miss the under-
lying problem.

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, the rolling
blackouts we see in California and now
some places beyond the borders of Cali-
fornia, the skyrocketing costs of fuel
oil, the fact that as we approach sum-
mer people are concerned about wheth-
er they are going to be able to keep
their homes cool and in the wintertime
whether they are going to be able to
keep their homes warm because of the
cost of energy. All of these things real-
ly are a result of a phenomenon I refer
to as the numbers. It is numbers. It is
the number of people in this country
demanding the various resources that
are available to them, but at varying
costs.
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