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in the orchard that are not going to be 
shipped to Japan. So if we are going to 
ship apples to Japan, they have to be in 
a grove 500 feet away from other apple 
groves. What kind of sense is that? 

We ship T-bone steaks to Japan. 
Guess what the tariff is after 12 years 
of an agreement. Twelve years after an 
agreement with them, the tariff is 38.5 
percent on beef going into Japan. 

In Korea, just as an example, we ex-
ported 4,400 cars last year. They ex-
ported 470,000 to us. One might ask the 
question, Where is the fair trade here? 
Where is the reciprocal treatment? 
This country needs to demand of its 
trading partners that they open their 
markets to us so we can have fair 
trade. 

Our deficit with China is going up, 
up, way up. It is now $83.8 billion. We 
take all their trousers and shirts and 
tennis shoes and jeans. They ship them 
into our country, and guess what. 
When we try to penetrate the Chinese 
market, we get a pitiful amount of ex-
ports into China. 

People say: Hoorah, it is increasing. 
Hoorah, it is increasing at a minuscule 
level, and we have an $83 billion deficit 
with them. We have to change that. 

I have other things to say. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The time of the Senator has ex-
pired. 

Mr. DORGAN. I ask for 30 additional 
seconds. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. DORGAN. The President says he 
now wants fast-track trade authority. 
Fast-track trade authority to do more 
of this? Not on my watch. Let’s have 
some trade authority that says when 
we do trade agreements in the future, 
we do them on behalf of this country’s 
best interests. Maybe we should put 
some jerseys on those trade nego-
tiators that read: USA. We do that for 
the Olympians. How about doing it for 
trade negotiators so they remember for 
whom they are negotiating. 

My legislation on Mexican trucking 
is very important. I encourage my col-
leagues to cosponsor it. 

Mr. President, I yield the remainder 
of my time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there 
will now be 30 minutes under the con-
trol of the Senator from Wyoming, Mr. 
THOMAS, or his designee. 

Mr. DORGAN. Might I ask the Sen-
ator from Wyoming if he will yield for 
a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 
Mr. DORGAN. I ask the Senator from 

Wyoming if he would allow me to pro-
pound a unanimous consent request 
that at the conclusion of his 30 min-
utes, I have the floor for another brief 
statement in morning business? I be-
lieve his time will run until 11 o’clock. 
I ask unanimous consent that I be rec-
ognized at that time. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no objection to 
that. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The Senator from Alabama. 
f 

GOOD NEWS 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, some 
good news came out this week. I don’t 
know how many people saw it. It was a 
report of the status of the surplus in 
our accounts for the United States. As 
it was reported in the Wall Street 
Journal and other organizations, for 
the month of April of this year, the 
surplus was $30 billion larger than the 
surplus for April of last year. For the 
first 4 months of this year, it showed 
that the surplus was $41 billion larger 
than the surplus of the first 4 months 
last fiscal year. 

That is a rather significant event be-
cause we are in an economic slowdown. 
As everyone knows, a vibrant economy 
is the greatest motivator for creating 
surpluses. 

There is a lot of fear out there that 
we may not continue to have surpluses. 
Since I have been in the Senate, going 
on my fifth year now, every projection 
on the status of the budget has under-
stated the income to the Federal Gov-
ernment. For the last 3 years, the sur-
plus has substantially exceeded what 
OMB and the Congressional Budget Of-
fice have projected for the surplus. 

To me, we have one goal as a Con-
gress and a Government: To try to 
make sure this economy gets on its 
feet again and gets humming and 
makes even more money for the tax-
payers and for individual Americans. 
But at the same time, we have to look 
at what is happening. 

The good news is that even in a time 
of slowdown, we have a real surplus 
churning out there. We have gone from 
a gross domestic product take by the 
Federal Government of 17.6 percent of 
GDP to 20.6 percent of GDP. The Gov-
ernment is taking a larger and larger 
percentage of American wealth to fund 
governmental programs. 

That is a historic change. It may not 
sound like much to go from 17.6 to 20.6, 
but 20.6 represents the highest amount 
we have taken from the American 
economy for the Government since the 
height of World War II. 

What is at work here is an oppor-
tunity for the American people to say: 
Great, we are paying down this debt in 
record numbers. We are paying down 
all debt that can be paid down without 
a penalty being paid on it. We are 
doing the right thing as far as debt is 
concerned. We are setting aside money 
for contingencies, $500 billion or so for 
contingencies. That is extra spending. 

Remember, this surplus is calculated 
above inflation. When they figured how 
much the surplus would be, they fig-
ured in that the Government would in-
crease spending at the rate of inflation 
every year. So we have the rate of in-
flation in there, another $500 billion for 
extra spending, and we are paying 
down debt at record numbers. 

It is time for us to have at least this 
$1.35 trillion tax cut. We can do that. If 
we do not do that, we will spend more, 
and we will continue to take more of 
the overall wealth of the American 
economy. It will move us into a system 
such as those that exist in Europe that 
some in this body admire and want for 
us. 

Our economy is more vibrant. Our 
economy is more productive. Our peo-
ple have better health care and better 
incomes than Europeans. Our unem-
ployment rate is lower by and large 
than our competitors, even though 
they have so many good things to offer 
their people. 

We are on the right track. I am 
pleased with where we are today. Noth-
ing could give me greater anticipation 
that within hours, perhaps, we will be 
able to send to the President of the 
United States a piece of legislation 
that will represent perhaps the largest 
tax cut in over 20 years, that could 
allow him to fulfill the promise on 
which he was elected to allow the 
American people to keep a larger por-
tion of their wealth, to be able to spend 
it on their needs for their families, and 
for their children. 

It is a great day. I am excited about 
it. I hope the conferees can complete 
their work promptly and we can bring 
that bill to the floor and we can make 
it law promptly. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Wyoming, Mr. THOMAS. 
f 

TAXES 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I rise to 
talk about taxes, which is the focus of 
where we are, and prior to that, to 
mention that despite all the discus-
sions we have had about certain issues, 
this Senate has accomplished quite a 
bit in the several months we have been 
in session. That is our task; we ought 
to be doing that. 

A number of things have happened. 
First of all, we abolished the Clinton 
ergonomics regulation. We used a tech-
nique that allows the Congress to bring 
back regulations that are put in and to 
review them, which, quite frankly, is 
something we ought to be able to do on 
all regulations. I come from Wyoming. 
I was in the Wyoming Legislature. 
There, when you have a statute passed 
by the legislature, the rules are then 
put in by the appropriate agency, and 
those rules come back to the legisla-
ture to see if, indeed, they are con-
sistent with the purpose of the legisla-
tion. 

That doesn’t happen in the Congress. 
It is too bad. You can pass a law, and 
by the time the regulations are in, the 
concepts under the law can be quite 
different. In any event, this one was 
brought back on ergonomics. It was 
successfully overhauled in the Con-
gress. That is good. 

Of course, we approved a deficit re-
duction budget, a budget that still has 
more expenditures perhaps than we 
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ought to have. But in any event, it 
probably is about a 5-percent increase, 
which is less than the increases of the 
past number of years—less because 
when you have a surplus, it is awfully 
hard to hold down spending. It was an 
appropriate thing to have this budget 
that does reflect at least some control 
in spending and we are pleased about 
that. 

Of course, currently pending and per-
haps the most important thing we will 
do in a very long time will be the tax 
reduction that is now being considered 
by committee. It has passed the Senate 
as well as the House. And when the 
conference committee completes their 
work, it will be back here for consider-
ation. We are anxious for that to hap-
pen. 

The Bankruptcy Reform Act was 
passed as well. We had brownfields re-
vitalization, which is something that 
has gone on for a very long time that 
allows lands to be put back into use 
more easily. We have construction of a 
memorial honoring World War II and 
those who served there. We have intel-
lectual property, a number of things 
that are quite important and that 
have, in fact, been achieved during this 
relatively short time. 

So we are looking forward to that. 
But in the meantime, I am going to 
soon yield the floor to my friend from 
Idaho. I believe one of the most impor-
tant bills we will be passing in this ses-
sion of the Congress is the bill to cut 
tax rates across the board, bury the 
death tax, fix the marriage penalty, 
and double the child credit. We can do 
a lot to make this economy stronger, 
more fair, and to allow people to utilize 
more of their own money for the pur-
poses upon which they decide. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Idaho is recognized. 
f 

ENERGY POLICY 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I thank 
the senior Senator from the State of 
Wyoming for yielding to me, and I 
thank him for his leadership on all of 
these many issues that he has dis-
cussed. He comes from a fascinating 
State, a State with a basket full of po-
tential energy for this Nation if we can 
change a few of our policies and allow 
Wyoming, Montana, and other such 
States to be able to use the abundance 
of their coal to produce electricity at 
the mouth of the mine itself, and then 
through transmission lines to trans-
port it across the Western States and 
to the State of California, where they 
are so desperately in need of more en-
ergy. 

I say that in my opening comments 
because we are on the threshold of be-
ginning to work on a national energy 
policy. The President has presented 
one. The Senate has produced a bill. 
The Energy Committee, on which I 
serve, will now begin to review all as-
pects of that proposed policy and begin 
to shape for our Nation new public 

laws, amended public laws, a new regu-
latory process, a reduced regulatory 
process that will allow this country, 
once again, after nearly a decade, to 
get back in the business of producing 
energy. 

Senator THOMAS and I were down-
town yesterday speaking to a group, 
and I, at that time, said we are a rich 
Nation. Compared with all other na-
tions of the world, we are one of the 
most wealthy. It is because of a com-
bination of assets that we have had and 
have uniquely combined in the Amer-
ican character. 

First of all is the free enterprise sys-
tem where an individual is allowed to 
create at his or her level and with his 
or her talent, and to use that creation 
not only to create wealth for them-
selves but for everyone around them. 
That is probably the No. 1 resource in 
our country and always has been. But 
tied to that resource is an abundance 
of energy in almost all forms—elec-
trical, hydrocarbon, you name it. We 
have never wanted for energy in our 
country. But today we do. The Amer-
ican public is paying a higher price for 
gas than at any time in our Nation’s 
history. They are paying higher elec-
trical rates than at any time in our Na-
tion’s history, and they are asking a 
fundamental question: Why? Why are 
we? Why do we have to? 

Of course, we already know that 
those higher costs have depleted or re-
duced the wealth-generating capability 
of our country. It has cost thousands of 
jobs. It has hurt households. Every day, 
the commuter to his or her job is pay-
ing nearly double in the commuter 
costs than a year ago. 

This country cries out for a new en-
ergy policy of production. But they 
also want to see it done in a clean and 
responsible way when it comes to the 
environment. All of those things can be 
accomplished if this Senate will put its 
mind to it to assuring that we make 
that happen, and that we partner with 
States and local governments to assure 
they are fully involved and engaged 
with us in this most important process. 

A lot of people are saying right now: 
Well, George Bush, why aren’t you 
helping out in California? 

After about 20 decisions coming out 
of the new administration, 3 decisions 
coming out of the FERC, at some point 
we have to do the very common and 
necessary thing and say to California: 
Help yourself. 

California, finally, is beginning to do 
that. They are beginning to recognize 
that after 10 long years of not pro-
ducing any energy, they are going to 
have to produce some. They used to 
buy a lot of energy from Idaho. We 
used to ship a lot of energy down there. 
But we Idahoans now need our energy 
because we are growing. We also had a 
drought in the Western States of Idaho, 
Oregon, and Washington. We used to 
produce most of our power by turbines 
and dams and hydro power. As a result, 
this year we have less capability to 
produce and therefore we have less 
power to sell to California. 

Those are some of the critically im-
portant dynamics of the policy we will 
have to develop in the Senate. I have 
already had some of my folks calling 
me from Idaho saying, with what hap-
pened yesterday and with Democrats 
taking control of the Senate, is the en-
ergy policy dead? 

No, I don’t think it will be. It can’t 
be. My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle cannot be viewed as obstruc-
tionists who are advocates of $2 or $3 
gasoline or $400 or $500 megawatt 
power. They aren’t now, and they can’t 
be later. They must work with us and 
the Bush administration to get this 
country back into the business of pro-
ducing and conserving and balancing 
out our electrical needs. 

President Bush said: Give me a tax 
cut now and give me some immediate 
response so at least in the short term a 
consuming family will have just a lit-
tle bit of relief in their energy bill or 
any other part of family expenses. 

That is what we are struggling with 
at this very moment. The House and 
the Senate are meeting in conference 
to work out the differences between 
what we have produced in the Senate 
and what our colleagues in the House 
have produced. I hope in the end it will 
look very closely like what our Presi-
dent is asking—to return some of their 
tax dollars to them in the form of tax 
relief, both in the short term and in 
the long term, to stimulate the econ-
omy and to allow the producer to keep 
more of his or her hard-earned cash. 

In the midst of all of that, for just a 
little bit of time, maybe they can af-
ford to pay just a little more for en-
ergy. I wish they didn’t. I wish we had 
been smart enough 10 years ago, 5 
years ago, 4 years ago, to shift the pol-
icy. But we had an administration that 
said all you have to do is conserve and 
maybe use a little gas—that is, natural 
gas—to generate electricity, and we 
will get through all of this. We know 
that didn’t work very well. Conserva-
tion was an important part of that en-
ergy message, and it is today. 

The average consumer today is now 
making a choice. I heard on the tele-
vision a couple of mornings ago that 
the American Automobile Association 
says consumers are going to travel less 
this summer. Instead of a 10-day trip in 
their automobile, they are going to 
take an 8-day trip or a 7-day trip. That 
is the American consumer doing what 
they do best—evaluating the cost of 
the trip and what they have in their 
pocketbooks and what their family can 
afford and stepping back. 

It is OK to do that in the short term, 
but when it comes to industry and the 
creation of jobs and the fact that in-
dustry may have to produce less and 
step back because of the input cost of 
energy, that then begins to hurt the 
whole economy of our country. 

So how can I talk about tax relief 
and energy in the same conversation? 
They are, in fact, integrally related. 
The ability to create a job, the ability 
to earn a paycheck, and to have a fair 
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