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because when reporters write the sto-
ries, they call the same people, ‘‘think-
ers’’. These same people have put the 
same quotes in the stories every month 
for 10 years. Even though the times 
have changed and the thinkers were 
demonstrated to not be accurate, they 
just change their story. That is why 
the story has changed now from their 
original saying that when we had a 
budget deficit you are therefore going 
to have a trade deficit. They say now 
that wasn’t it; now it is because we are 
growing too fast. There must be some 
familial relationship here with the 
Chairman of the Fed because he also 
thinks we are growing too fast. It must 
be the same group of thinkers. There 
must be a genetic code that exists be-
tween these folks. 

Again, I digress. I came to the floor 
to simply say I don’t want Friday’s no-
tice of this dramatic increase in the 
trade deficit to not be discussed at 
least at some length in the Senate. It 
is important that we discuss it and 
begin to provide remedies for it. 

Mr. President, how much time re-
mains? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
are 2 minutes remaining. 

f 

ISSUES FOR THE SENATE TO 
CONSIDER 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, there 
are a lot of issues in the Senate with 
which we ought to be dealing. Most of 
the important issues we are avoiding. 
Now, there exists in this Congress 
something called a Patients’ Bill of 
Rights. It is in conference and we can’t 
get it back. Why? Because big money 
interests have decided they want to 
block it; they don’t want a Patients’ 
Bill of Rights. We ought to have that 
on the floor of the Senate and the 
House, out of this conference, and we 
should pass a decent Patients’ Bill of 
Rights. 

We ought to be able to employ the 
opportunities to offer amendments on 
the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act when it is here and 
strengthen this country’s education 
system. But are we able to do that? No. 

We also have a juvenile justice bill 
that is trying to close a loophole in 
gun shows. When you buy a gun, you 
have to run your name through an in-
stant check to see whether you are a 
felon. If you are a felon, you don’t have 
the right to own a gun. It would close 
the gun show loophole. Now you can go 
to a gun show and buy a gun and you 
don’t have to run your name against 
anything. A felon can buy a gun, re-
grettably. That is not anti-gun; it is a 
moderate, thoughtful step to extend 
the instant check. That is in the juve-
nile justice bill. That is not on the 
floor of the Senate. 

This Senate has been at parade rest 
for some long while. It is time to take 
action on the things the American peo-

ple want us to act on. We ought to deal 
with a Patients’ Bill of Rights, and we 
ought to bring to the floor of the Sen-
ate the legislation that deals with the 
gun show loophole in the juvenile jus-
tice bill. We ought to have an oppor-
tunity to debate the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act without 
somebody hovering and saying: Before 
you do that, I have to approve the 
amendments you offer. There are no 
gatekeepers here. The rules of the Sen-
ate don’t provide for gatekeepers. 

In the coming months, we have the 
opportunity to address health care, 
education, juvenile justice, and things 
that matter in this country. The only 
reason they are not on the floor of the 
Senate with extended debate, or out of 
conference which exists now, is because 
the leadership doesn’t want them on 
the floor of the Senate. I must say that 
in the coming weeks and months we in-
tend to do everything we can possibly 
do within the rules of this Senate to 
make sure those are the issues we de-
bate in the Senate this year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 1 
p.m. shall be under the control of the 
Senator from Wyoming, or his des-
ignee. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEN-
NETT). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 
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A RECORD OF OBSTRUCTIONISM 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, this 
morning I listened to my friend, the 
Senator from North Dakota, talk about 
what we ought to be doing in the Sen-
ate. I must tell you I couldn’t agree 
more that we need to be moving for-
ward. I also must tell you I have a to-
tally different view as to why we are 
not. 

We have actually been seeking to 
move forward for some time. The Re-
publicans have had a number of critical 
issues out here that the American peo-
ple are interested in—marriage tax 
penalty relief, tax relief in other areas, 
farming, education, and critical needs 
of the men and women in the armed 
services. But, unfortunately, as each of 
these things has come up, we found 
ourselves being stopped from moving 
forward either by unrelated amend-
ments or objections to moving forward. 
I really think we should analyze where 
we are and what we are seeking to do. 

In my view, in general terms, what is 
happening is that there is more of an 
interest, particularly on that side of 
the aisle, in simply trying to create 

issues rather than create solutions. 
Each time we bring up a basic bill, we 
come back to amendments that have 
already been dealt with, and they in-
sist on dealing with them again. 

The majority leader is trying to deal 
with a number of issues. One of them, 
of course, is education. We are dealing 
with the whole question of elementary 
and secondary education. We are 
blocked by that side of the aisle from 
meaningful educational reform. We are 
trying to deal with the idea of moving 
forward with the kind of funding the 
Federal Government can provide for el-
ementary and secondary education. 

There is a difference of view. Yes, in-
deed, we have a difference of view. The 
basic difference of view is to the extent 
the Federal Government is involved in 
the funding of local schools. Those 
local schools, their leaders, the school 
boards, and the counties and States 
ought to have the basic right to make 
the decisions as to how that money is 
used. I think it is pretty clear that the 
needs are quite different. 

Yesterday, I spoke at the commence-
ment of a small school in Chugwater, 
WY. The sign on Main Street said 
‘‘Population 197.’’ There were 12 grad-
uates at this school. They come from, 
of course, the surrounding agricultural 
area. I can tell you that the 
educatioonal needs in Chugwater, WY, 
are likely to be quite different from 
those in Pittsburgh. The notion that in 
Washington you set down the rules for 
expending the funds that are made 
available in Federal programs we do 
not think is useful. I understand there 
are differences of view. 

But I guess my entire point is that 
we are always going to have different 
points of view and we should have an 
opportunity to discuss those and oppor-
tunities to offer alternatives. But we 
have to find solutions, and we have to 
move forward. That is why we vote. 
That is why there is a majority that 
has a vote on issues. But the idea that 
you have a difference of view and, be-
cause you don’t get your view in, it is 
going to stop the process is not what 
we are talking about. 

Education, of course, is just one of 
the areas. There is the question of the 
marriage tax penalty and the question 
of tax relief and tax reform. But, quite 
frankly, more than anything, there is 
the question of fairness—where a man 
and woman can work at two jobs before 
they are married, earn a certain 
amount of money, and continue to 
work on those jobs and earn the same 
amount of money, but after they are 
married they pay more taxes. The pen-
alty is approximately $1,500 a year. We 
have been fighting to change this for a 
very long time. President Clinton 
pledged in his State of the Union Ad-
dress in January to reduce those taxes. 
It would be a very large tax reduction 
for American families. However, we 
still have the playing of politics on the 
floor and that bill has not yet passed. 
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