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APPENDIX 1
State Merchandise Exports to the World: 1987, 1991-96

(Thousand S; Census Basis)
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Prepared by: International Trade Admiiiistratioii, U.S. Department of Commeree.
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APPENDIX 2
Guide to State and Substate Export Data

Overview of Subnational Export Data

AH state and metro area export values in this report are from the U.S. Census Bureau's 
Exporter Location (EL) series. The EL series, which the Census Bureau began issuing in 1993, 
allocates exports to states and locahties based on the location of the exporter of record.

The exporter of record is not necessarily the entity that produced the merchandise; hence, 
the EL series does not furnish complete and reliable data on the production origin of U.S. 
exports (see details below).

The exporter of record, as determined from entries on U.S. export declarations, is the party 
principally responsible for effecting export from the United States. In the case of 
manufacturing compames, the exporter of record can be either a manufacturing establishment or 
an admimstrative location. In the case of service industries that export merchandise, the exporter
of record is most often an independent wholesaler, but can also be a retailer, broker, or other 
intermediary.

Typically, the EL data reflect the point of sale—i.e., the marketing origin of exports. There 
are exceptions, however. In the case of some multi-establishment companies, the exporter of 
record may be a headquarters location or a central administrative office which does not engage 
in international marketing activity. Having said this, there are also many ingtanrft<; where 
international marketing is centered at headquarters or another administrative location. As a result, 
the significance of the "headquarters effect" is unclear.

The EL statistics are different from, and cannot be compared with, the long-standing and 
widely used Origin of Movement (OM) state export series. The OM series is also issued by 
the Census Bureau and is distributed, with some adjustments, by the Massachusetts Institute for 
Social and Economic Research (MISER).

The EL and OM senes are based on different methodologies, measure entirely different 
dimensions of subnational export activity, and are intended for different purposes.

• The EL series tracks the sales origin of exports and is best suited for export 
promotion purposes, where the objective is to identify concrattations of 
international marketing activity.

* The OM series is designed to measure the transportation origin of exports—
i.e., the state fiom which an export product b^an its journey to the port of exit. 
The OM series is best suited for the planning of transportation and the
marketing of tian^rtation services.

key difference is that the EL series can track export sales of states, metropolitan areas, 
and zip codes (three-digit leveD. OM statistics, in contrast, ate available at tiie state level only. 
While the two sets of numbCTS have many diffoaices, the EL and OM data also have some 
similarities:



• Neither series provides a complete and accurate representation of the 
production origin of U.S. export merchandise. This is true for most non- 
manufactured exports and for about one-fourth of manufactured exports. (The 
remaining three-fourths of U.S. manufactured exports are generated by 
manufacturers who do their own exporting. For these shipments the production 
origin, sales origin, and transportation origin are generally the same.)

• EL and OM statistics are available for merchandise only. No subnational data 
currently exist on exports of services.

• Subnational import figures do not exist on either an EL or OM basis. The 
Census Bureau only compiles subnational import data on a customs district basis, 
which essentially measures port activity and is not comparable with the data being 
discussed here.

It may be helpful to think of the two subnational export series as different pieces of the 
puzzle. Divergent figures for exports from a given state should be viewed as complementary, not
contradictory. Taken together, the data can provide a reasonable picture of export activity in 
one’s area.

The bottom line is that proper use of U.S. suhnational export data requires an 
understanding of the strengths and limitations of each series and the purposes for which they 
are intended. The following sections provide a more detailed look at the technical issues which 
d^ users need to keep in mind. Additional questions should be directed to the Foreign Trade 
Division, Special Projects Branch, Room 3132, FB-3, Bureau of the Census, Washington, D.C., 
20230. Inquiries can also be faxed to (301) 457-2104.

Exporter Location Series: Tool for Export Promotion

The Exporter Location (EL) series is the newest and least known set of subnational export 
figure. T^e EL series typically allocates exports to locations from which the goods were 
sold~i.e., it traces U.S. exports to the source of the export initiative. The series is geared to 
the needs of export promoters and those who provide U.S. firms with export support services 
(e.g., financing, shipping, telecommunications). Such data users need to pinpoint concentrations 
of export marketing activity in order to target customers and focus their sales forces.

In more techmcal terms, the EL senes assigns export values to subnational units based on the 
location of exporters, as determined by zip codes reported on U.S. export declarations. The term 
exporter , as defined on shippers' export declarations (SEDs), is the "entity principally 

res^nsible for effecting export from the United States." All figures in the series are on an f.a_s. 
basis (free alongside ship) and include both domestic exports and reexports.

Given that it is zip-code-based, the EL series, unlike origin-of-movement data, ran be 
tabulated at the substate level. Export data can be compiled for metro areas and even individual 
three-digit zip codes (subject, of course, to compliance with U.S. disclosure regulations, which 
prohibit release of proprietary business information).



Statistical research at the Census Bureau indicates that the EL series is a reliable measure 
of export marketing activity. For 42 states, there is a correlation (Pearson's R) of .90 or higher 
between (1) the state location indicated by zip code entries on export declarations and (2) the 
known state location of exporters. [This finding was derived from the Commerce Department’s 
1987 Exporter Data Base (EDB), which provides a definitive listing of U.S. exporters in that year. 
The correlations were obtained using a sample of records that represented 50 percent of the value 
of U.S. merchandise exports in 1987. The sample consisted of those SEDs which could be hnVpH 
to Census Bureau files on the businesses which submitted the export declarations. The linkage 
was achieved using a variety of information entered on the SEDs, including Employer 
Identification Number (EIN), commodity code, and zip code. Because zip codes were used as a 
linkage criterion, resulting correlations may be biased and higher than they might otherwise be.]

All data users should keep in mind that the Exporter Location series is not designed to 
ascertain the state and local pattern of U.S. export production or export-related jobs. Again, 
the EL series measures export sales activity by exporters of record. Locations fi^m which firms 
sell their products do not always coincide with the locations where export goods are produced. 
Alaska is perhaps the best example of how export production and sales can diverge. A high 
proportion—possibly more than two-thirds—of Alaska's export production is typically sold by 
wholesalers and other intermediary exporters that are located out-of-state. Only about one-third 
of all exporters of Alaskan products are actuaHy located in Alaska (possibly due to the state's 
relatively remote geographic location and the prominence of commodities in the export mix). The 
result is that the EL series allocates much Alaskan export production to other states.

While export intermediaries are an important influence on the statistics, other circumstances can 
also cause production and sales locations to diverge. For instance, the marketing division of an 
exporting company, not the manufacturing division, may be the exporter of record. In such cases, 
and where marketing and manufecturing operations are separated geographically, the jgtate and/or 
city of the exporter of record will differ ftom the state and/or city where the goods were 
produced.

Moreover, the diverg«ice between production and sales locations means that EL statistics will 
sometimes show substantial exports of manufactured products firom states or localities where 
manufecUiring plants are virtually nonexistent. This can happen if wholesalers and other 
intermediaries are active exporters, are located in a non-industrial area, anri are supplied by non­
local or out-of-state producers. A good hypothetical example is industrial machinery that is 
manufectured in the Midwest but which is sold by intermediaries located in Nevada.

There are, nevertheless, instances when the EL series can be a useful indicator of export 
production. This is because, while export marketing and production locations do not necessarily 
have to coincide, many times they do hcppen to coincide. Statistical research at the Census 
Bureau shows that, for manufacturing establishments that export, the zip code location of the 
exporter of record is the same as the physical location of the exporter's production about 88 
percent of the time (by value).

One reason for geographic convergence of marketing and production functions is that many 
exporters are small, single-establishment operations where everything-manufacturing, marketing.



distribution, servicing-is housed under one roof. The 1987 Exporter Data Base found that 83 
percent of all U.S. exporters (86,872 out of 104,564 companies) were single-unit firms that 
employed fewer than 500 people. Such firms were responsible for somewhat under 30 percent 
of total U.S. exports.

Currently, there is no listing of states for which the EL series provides a reasonable indication of 
export production. Research is underway to clarify the situation. Generally speaking, it appears 
that, for a given state, the EL series is indicative of export production when most of the following 
are true: (1) wholesalers and other intermediaries are relatively minor exporters, (2)
manufacturers—particulariy single-unit firms—are especially prominent exporters, (3) the state is 
known to produce the products being exported, (4) the value of the state's exports in the EL series 
is close to the value qtecified in the Origin of Movemait series.

Data users should be aware that, for many states, the EL series tends to modestly understate 
the level of exports. This is because the Census Bureau, faced with missing or invalid zip codes 
on many SEDs, is unable to assign about 8 percent of the value of U.S. exports to individual states 
($48.7 billion out of $622.8 billion in 1995).

This report, as well as other state and local export reports issued by the International Trade 
Administration (ITA), makes no attempt to adjust the EL data to eliminate the "unallocated" 
cat^ory. However, a modified state-level EL series is available from the Massachusetts Institute 
of Social and Economic Research (MISER) of the University of Massachusetts at Amherst. 
MISER’S EL series, although based on Census Bureau tapes, applies a formula to "unallocated" 
data, breaking down the category and reassigning export values to individual stales and industries 
within the states. As a result, EL-based state export figures obtained from MISER are not fully 
comparable with HL data obtained directly from the Census Bureau or International Trade 
Adininistralion.

EL-based state export figures are available from MISER beginning with the first quarter of 1993. 
Comparable data for earlier years are not available. Also, MISER presently does not proidde EL- 
based metro-area export data. MISER data can be obtained either directly (phone 413-545-3460) 
or on CD-ROM from the U.S. Commerce Dq>artment's National Trade Data Bank (for 
subscription information call 703-487-4630).

Those interested in the unmodified EL series, which includes the "unallocated" category, can 
obtain state e^x>rt totals from the monthly Census Bureau publication. Supplement to U.S. 
International Trade in Goods and Services (report FT900). More detailed data are also available 
directly from the Bureau. Contact the Foreign Trade Division at (301) 457-2311.

Any industry data in the current report are limited to the two-digit SIC (Standard Industrial 
Classification) level of detail. Further disaggregation of export data for metro areas does not 
appear to be possible given existing regulations governing federal disclosure of protected business 
information. At the state level, further product disaggregation may be technically feasible, but 
would entail significantly greater cost and additional measures to prevait unauthorized disclosure. 
Similarly, all state export data provided to the public by MISER and die Census Bureau are also 
limited to the two-digit level.



Also, data users should be aware that aU subnational export statistics in the EL series (as 
weU as the OM series) are based on initial data compiled from U.S. export declarations. 
Subsequent revisions by the Census Bureau (e.g., carryover and "13th month" revisions) are not 
reflected in the numbers.

Origin of Movement Series: Tool for TransportatinTi Planninp

The Origin of Movement (OM) series is the most widely-used and best known set of statistics 
on subnational U.S. export performance. A major reason for its popularity is the availability 
of an unbroken quarterly time series stretching back to 1987. This makes it possible to examine 
long-term trends. The EL series, in contrast, only became available to the public in 1993 As
a r^ult, historical coverage is spotty (although ITA has published EL export totals for states for 
1987 and 1991-96).

^ the name implies, the OM series seeks to determine the "origin of movement" of exports- 
i.e., the site from which exports begin their journey to the port of exit. Essentially, the origin 
of movement is the same thing as the transportation origin of exports. Indeed, the series was 
developed to meet the needs of the U.S. transportation industry, which required information on 
the domestic physical movement of export goods to aid planning and fadhtate the delivery of 
transport services. All statistics in the OM series (like the EL series) are on an f.a.s. basis and 
mclude both domestic exports and reexports.

The OM series, like the EL series, consists of information compiled from Shippers' Export 
DedaraUons. However, data for the OM series are tabulated from the "point of origin" block 
on the SED, whereas the EL series is based on a different block, which requests the zip code of 
the exporter of record.

To identify the origin of movement, instructions for filling out the SED qiecify that shippers 
should choose from among the following definitions for "point of origin":

(1) The state in which the merchandise actually starts its journey to the port of export. 
This can be either the location of the factory where the export item was produced or, in 
many cases, the location of a distributor, regional warehouse, or cargo processing facility.

(2) The state of the commodity having the greatest dollar value in a multi-product 
shipment.

(3) The "state of consolidation," which is the state in which various parts of a multi­
product e^rt order are readied for shipment.

(4) The Foreign Trade Zone for exports leaving an FTZ (an FTZ is similar in principle 
to a bonded warehouse). Using the FTZ "state of origin" definition, an export produced 
in Ohio, but shipped from an FTZ located in Florida, would show up in ttatp export 
statistics as a Florida export.



Because "point of origin" is defined primarily in tenns of state location, the OM series (in 
contrast to the zip-code-based EL series) cannot provide export statistics for metro areas or 
zip codes. This is a key limitation of the data.

Moreover, given the broad parameters for identifying the point of origin, it should be 
abundantiy clear that the OM series, like the EL series, was not designed to measure the 
state and local distribution of U.S. export production or export-related jobs. The focus is 
transportation origin, not manufacturing origin.

There are nonetheless many cases when the state origin of movement and the state of 
production happen to be the same. This is similar to the situation with the EL series, where zip 
code locations of exporters also frequently coincide with locations of e:qx>rt production. In the 
OM SCTies, the origin of movement and origin of production are often identical because many 
manufacturers ship exports direcfly from the factory gate, or from a nearby distribution fecility. 
The overlap is considerable: The Census Bureau has found that manufecturers—who account for 
about56 percent of total U.S. exports and roughly 64 percent of U.S. mantifactured exports—enter 
the state of production in the SED’s "point of origin" block about 85 percent of the time (by 
value).

As in the case of the EL series, we can provide no listing of states for which the Origin of 
Movement series is a good proxy for export production. Additional research is needed in this 
area. As a general rule, however, it ^jpears that the OM series (like the EL series) is indicative 
of e^rt production when (1) intermediaries are minor ejqxjrters in a state, (2) manufacturers, 
especially single-unit firms, dominate exports, (3) the state is a known producer of the products 
bmng exported, and (4) the OM and EL values of e:q)arts from the state are similar.

Like the EL series, the OM series in some cases will show considerable mamifarHirpH exports 
from states that are known to have little manufacturing capability. This is partly attributable 
to export marketing by in-state intermediaries (siinilar to the situation with EL statistics). As 
noted earlier, these exports frequently ship manufactures produced by out-of-state siqipliers from 
in-state distribution centers. Anoth^ factor is shipments of manufactures fiom in-state 
warehouses and other distribution centers that are arranged by exporters located out-of-state. In 
both cases, manufactured exports from the non-industrial state are magnified on an origin-of- 
movement basis.

A hmitation of the OM series is that, in certain cases, it falls short of its goal of Tneaatring 
transportation origin. The problem stems from the feet that, for about 56 percent of tiieir 
exj^rls, intermediaries list the state in which they are located—which is not necessarily the origin 
of movement—in the "point of origin" block on SEDs. For most remaining transactions, 
inter luedianes spediy the state location of the port of exit—which very often is not the slate, where 
goods b^an their export journey.

The result is significant inconsistencies m the state-level, or^;in-of-movement allocation of 
exports sold by intermediaries. The primary impact is on the state distribution of



nonmanufactured exports--where intermediaries are overwhelmingly dominant (nonmanufactures 
typically constitute about 18 percent of total U.S. exports). Most affected is the allocation of 
exports of farm products, minerals, and other bulk commodities-virtually aU of which are sold 
abroad by intermediaries. The impact on manufactured exports is much more limited, due to the 
fact that intermediaries account for only about one-third of U.S. exports of manufactures.

The most visible result of the problem is a tendency to understate, on an origin-of-movement 
basis, exports from some agricultural states and overstate exports from states having ports 
that handle high-value shipments of farm products (e.g., Louisiana).

Yet another data issue is that some shippers fail to fill in the "point of origin" block on the SED, 
or furmsh mvalid or illegible entries. Consequently, the Census Bureau is typically unable to 
detemune the state origin of movement for about 10 percent of the value of U.S. exports. Again, 
as m the case of the Exporter Location series, MISER makes available a modified set of OM 
figures that eliminates the "unallocated" category. These numbers, like the modified EL series 
can be obtained either directly from MISER or from the NTDB (see contact infoimalion above).’

Those interested in unmodified OM statistics (as well as the EL series) can obtain state export 
totals from the Census Bureau's monthly FT900 Supplement, cited above. More detailed statistics 
tiiat show state exports by industry group are also available in machine-readable form. For further 
mformation, contact the Bureau's Foreign Trade Division on (301) 457-2311. The issuance of 
industry-level OM data, like EL statistics, is currently limited to the two-digit SIC level of detail.
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October 1,1997

Mr, Mickey Ibarra, Director 
Office of Intergovernmental Affairs 
Executive Office of the President 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, DC 20006

Dear Mr. Ibarra:

This would be a great event. Fast track—other is.sues—great venue. Let me know 
if there is interest by tire President or Vice-President of the United States and/or
the other Secretaries named in Bill Halling’s attached letter.

Sincerely,

Dennis W. Archer 
Mayor
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BiuiCohn 
AivcT^oluuii 
Chairman and CEQ 
ford Motor Company

The Honorable Dennie Archer 
Mayer, cicy of Detroit 
1126 City County Building
Detroit, MI 40226 

Dear Dennis:

It was nice to sec you in the Washington, D.C., airport 
Saturday. I was there at the invitation of the President 
and rirat Lady Lo attend the awards ceremony for the arts 
and humanities at the White House. They both handled the 
event ixi outstanding fashion.

My hope was to get _a chance to talk tc then about 
addressing the Economic Club, but that oDPortuniry did 
net come. We have been attempting to attract a number of 
Clinton Administration people to the Club with no 
success, unlike Iset year when a number of persons from 
the Administration addressed the Club.

We would like most to attract Bill Clinton, Hillary 
Clinton and A1 Gore. In addition, wa are tryino to 
attract Richard Cohen, Donna .«?halala, Alexio Hci^ian, 
Carol Browner, Rodney Slater and Madeleine Albright. Can 
you help us?

We would greatly appreciate any aeciistance or ideoiy you 
could give to us.

Sincerely,

WRH:VC

Tklephonc; 313/963-5547 • 'FAX; 313/963-7399 • Intcrnei; HTTP:/A1AVW;lTU.EDU/ECD
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Executive UirccKir

Hill of the Siitci 
444 North Capitol Street 
Wathington. D.C, 2(K30MSi; 
Telephone (202) 624-5.^0U

October 1, 1997

The Honorable Bill Archer 
Chair
Ways and Means Committee 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington. D.C. 20515

The Honorable Philip M. Crane 
Chair
Trade Subcommittee
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

The Honorable Charles B. Rangel 
Ranking Member 
Ways and Means Committee 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515

The Honorable Robert T. Matsui 
Ranking Member 
Trade Subcommittee 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Chairman Archer. Representative Rangel, Chairman Crane and Representative Matsui:

The National Governors’ Association (NGA) has consistently supported federal efforts to expand 
global free trade. Governors played a critical role in the successful passage of the North American 
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and the Uruguay round negotiations of the General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade. We are now working to ensure reauthorization of fast-track authority. The 
nation's Governors urge you and your colleagues to work with President Bill Clinton to reach a 
bipartisan consensus on this critical legislation as soon as possible.

Fast-track trade negotiation authority is an important and effective tool that allows the United States 
to establish cooperative trade agreements with other nations. We have already seen the negative 
effects of delayed action on this critical issue. Negotiations with Chile over its accession to NAFTA 
seem interminably stalled. The rest of Latin America is w'atching this process and has voiced growing 
concerns that the United States will be even less able to negotiate effectively on issues related to the 
creation of the Free Trade Area of the Americas, Competing nations are not waiting for us to resolve 
internal* political disputes over the structure of fast-track authority and are forging ahead with 
agreements in Asia and Latin America.

Trade agreements signed in the past have helped create the current economic expansion; one third of 
the growth in gross domestic product in the last four years can be directly attributed to trade 
agreements negotiated under fast-track authority. Though Governors must rely on the federal 
government to effectively manage international trade, states and the federal government share 
responsibility for creating a healthy economy. The Governors ask that the federal government consult 
with them when a potential trade agreement could impact state law. By working together, states and 
the federal government can create a thriving economy fueled significantly by international trade.
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We are very concerned that legislation to reauthorize fast-track authority will not move forward unless 
Congress and the White House quickly agree upon a legislative proposal. We recognize that the 
legislative agenda this session is extraordinarily tight and know that political realities may prevent a 
vote on this issue next year because of the 1998 elections. We must all work together now if we want 
to pass legislation before 1999.

We have shared our concerns with the President, and we are fully prepared to actively support efforts 
to achieve renewal of fast-track authority in this Congress.

Sincerely,

My. //
GovenWr George V. Voinovich 
Chair ^

Governor Thomas K. Carper 
Vice Chair

Attachment; Governors’ Principles on International Trade 

Copy; House Ways and Means Committee Members



OCl Mi ’W B4: 17PM NPT'L GOVtRMORS'fiSSOClHnOM

NAFiONAL
GOVERNOBS
ASSODIAnON

Gcorgt V. Vol.-iovicii 
Governor of Ohio 
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Thomw R. Cirper 
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Executive Dirccior

Hall of the Surer 
444 Nonh Capitol Street 
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October 1.1997

The Honorable John McCain 
Chair
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Committee 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chair and Senator Hollings;

The Honorable Ernest F. Hollings 
Ranking Member
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 

Committee 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510

The National Governors' Association (NGA) has consistently supported federal efforts to expand 
global free trade. Governors played a critical role in the successful passage of the Nonh American 
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and the Uruguay round negotiations of the General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade. We are now working to ensure reauthorizalion of fast-track authority. The 
nation* s Governors urge you and your colleagues to work with President Bill Clinton to reach a 
bipartisan consensus on this critical legislation as soon as possible.

Fast-track trade negotiation authority is an imponant and effective tool that allows the United States 
to establish cooperative trade agreements with other nations. We have already seen the negative 
effects of delayed action on this critical issue. Negotiations with Chile over its accession to NAFTA 
seem interminably stalled. The rest of Latin America is watching this process and has voiced growing 
concerns that the United States will be even less able to negotiate effectively on issues related to the 
creation of the Free Trade Area of the Americas. Competing nations are not waiting for us to resolve 
internal political disputes over the structure of fast-track authority and are forging ahead with 
agreements in Asia and Latin America.

Trade agreements signed in the past have helped create the current economic expansion; one third of 
the growth in gross domestic product in the last four years can be directly attributed to trade 
agreeitifints negotiated under fast-track authority. Though Governors must rely on the federal 
government to effectively manage international trade, states and the federal government share 
responsibility for creating a healthy economy. The Governors ask that the federal government consult 
with them when a potential trade agreement could impact state law. By working together, states and 
the federal government can create a thriving economy fueled significantly by international trade.

We are very concerned that legislation to reauthorize fast-track authority will not move forward unle.ss 
Congress and the White House quickly agree upon a legislative proposal. We recognize that the 
legislative agenda this session is extraordinarily tight and know that political realities may prevent a 
vote on this issue next year because of the 199S elections. We must all work together now if wc want 
to pass legislation before 1999.
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Wc have shared our concerns with the President, and we are fully prepared to actively support efforts 
to achieve renewal of fast-track authority in this Congress.

Sincerely,

Govemfly George V. Voinovich Governor Thomas ft. Carper
Chair ^

Governor Thomas ft. Carper 
Vice Chair

Attachment; Governors’ Principles on International Trade 

Copy: Senate Commerce Committee Members

; ;
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Qtoigi V, Vcincvich
Governor of Ohio 
Ouirmin

Thomu R- Cirptf 
Governor of Dcliwerc 
Vice Oi«lrm»n

Rrvmciid C. Schcpprcfi
Ejiecuttvc Director

HdJ of the Sratei 
444 North Capitol Street 
Weshington. D.C, 20001-Hl ’ 
Telephone (202) 624-5300

October 1. 1997

The Honorable William V. Roth, Jr. The Honorable Daniel Patrick Moynihan
Chair Ranking Member
Finance Committee Finance Committee
Unite(J States Senate United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 Washington, D.C. 20510

The Honorable Charles E. Grassley 
Chair
International Trade Subcommittee ’
Finance Committee 
United States Senate 
Washington. D.C. 20510

Dear Chairman Roth, Senator Moynihan, and Chairman Grassley;

The National Governors' Association (NGA) has consistently supported federal efforts to expand 
global free trade. Governors played a critical role in the successful passage of the North American 
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and the Uruguay round negotiations of the General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade. We are now working to ensure reauthorization of fast-track authority. The 
nation's Governors urge you and your colleagues to work with President Bill Clinton to reach a 
bipartisan consensus on this critical legislation as soon as possible.

Fast-track trade negotiation authority is an important and effective tool that allows the United States 
to establish cooperative trade agreements with other nations. We have already seen the negative 
effects of delayed action on this critical issue. Negotiations with Chile over its accession to NAFTA 
.seem interminably stalled. The rest of Latin America is watching this process and has voiced growing 
concerns that the United States will be even less able to negotiate effectively on issues related to the 
creati(3n*orthe Free Trade Area of the Americas. Competing nations are not waiting for us to resolve 
internal political disputes over the structure of fa.st-track authority and are forging ahead with 
agreements in Asia and Latin America.

Trade agreements signed in the past have helped create the current economic expansion; one third of 
the growth in gross domestic product in the last four years can be directly attributed to trade 
agreements negotiated under fast-track authority. Though Governors must rely on the federal 
government to effectively manage international trade, states and the federal government share 
responsibility for creating a healthy economy. The Governors ask that the federal government consult 
with them when a potential trade agreement could impact state law. By working together, statc.s and 
the federal government can create a thriving economy fueled significantly by international trade.
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We are very concerned that legislation to reauthorize fast-track authority will not move forward unless 
Congress and the White House quickly agree upon a legislative proposal. We recognize that the 
legislative agenda this session is extraordinarily tight and know that political realities may prevent a 
vote on this issue next year because of the 1998 elections. We must all work together now if we want 
to pass legislation before 1999.

We have shared our concerns with the President, and we are fully prepared to actively support efforts 

to achieve renewal of fast-track authority in this Congress.

Sincerely.

Gover^ George V. Voinovich 

Chair

Governor Thomas^. Carper 
Vice Chair

Attachment; Governors’ Principles on International Trade 

Copy; Senate Finance Committee Members
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Gtoffc V, Voinovicl; 
Govemot of OKie 
Chiirm«n

Thomu R. Cirp«f 
C ovtrnor of Dcltwtrc 
Vice Chtirm*n

Rjymonc! C. Schcppj-
Executive Director

Hxll of the St«te«
444 North Cepitol Street 
Wuhingtott. D.C, 2000M5U 
Telephorte (202) 624-5300

October 1, 1997

The Honorable Trent Lott 
Majority Leader 
United States Senate 
Washington. D.C 20510

Dear Senator Lott and Senator Daschle;

The Honorable Thomas A. Daschle 
Minority Leader 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510

The National Governors’ Association (NGA) has consistently supported federal cffort.s to expand 
global free trade. Governors played a critical role in the successful passage of the North American 
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and the Uruguay round negotiations of the General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade. We are now working to ensure reauthorization of fast-track authority. The 
nation's Governors urge you and your colleagues to work with President Bill Clinton to reach a 
bipartisan consensus on this critical legislation as soon as possible.

Fast-track trade negotiation authority is an important and effective tool that allows the United States 
to establish cooperative trade agreements with other nations. We have aJready seen the negative 
effects of delayed action on this critical issue. Negotiations with Chile over its accession to NAFTA 
seem interminably stalled. The rest of Latin America is watching this process and has voiced growing 
concerns that the United States will be even less able to negotiate effectively on issues related to the 
creation of the Free Trade Area of the Americas. Competing nations are not waiting for us to resolve 
internal political disputes over the structure of fast-track authority and are forging ahead with 
agreements in Asia and Latin America.

Trade agreements signed in the past have helped create the current economic expansion; one third of 
the growth in gross domestic product in the last four years can be directly attributed to trade 
agreements negotiated under fast-track authority. Though Governors must rely on the federal 
government to effectively manage international trade, states and the federal government share 
responsibility for creating a healthy economy. The Governors ask that the federal government consult 
with them w'hen a potential trade agreement could impact state law. By w'orking together, stales and 
the federal government can create a thriving economy fueled significantly by international trade.

We are very concerned that legislation to reauthorize fast-track authority will not move forward unless 
Congress and the White House quickly agree upon a legislative proposal. We recognize that the 
legislative agenda this session is extraordinarily tight and know that political realities may prevent a 
vote on this issue next year because of the 1998 elections. We must all work together now if we want 
to pass legislation before 1999.
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We have shared our concerns with the President, and we are fully prepared to actively support efforts 
to achieve renewal of fast-track authority in this Congress.

Sincerely.

George V. Voinovich
Chair

Governor Thomas K. Carper 
Vice Chair

Attachment; Governors* Principles on International Trade 

Copy: Senate Commerce Committee Members

;• ; 
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The Honorable Loretta Sanchez 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515

Re: Fast Track - support

Dear Congresswoman Sanchez:

The Orange County Business Council, a 1,500 member company business 
organization representing some 350,000 employees in Orange County, 
strongly encourages your support of Fast Track negotiating authority for the 

President.

In a recent study of 253 metropolitan areas in the United States, Orange 
County ranks as the 13th largest exporter. Trends show that growth 
industries in Orange County’s thriving economy will continue to be export- 
oriented. relying upon global markets to support their enterprises and in turn 
supporting the economic vitality of this county. Giving the Pr^ident Fast 
Track authority will enable the United States to participate ef^ctively in 
important negotiations to protect U.S. economic Interests in the areas of 
intellectual property, agriculture, trade services, key industry sectors, and 
emerging economies.

We believe the Fast Track proposal provides an appropriately balanced role 
for Congress and that it is clearly in Orange County’s economic interests. 
Please support this important proposal to preserve the United States’ 
leadership in the global economy.

Sincerely,

Stan Oftelie 
President & CEO

CP
Julie Puentes 
Executive Vice President 
Public Affairs

cc: District Office
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OCTOBER 27,1997

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Mickey Ibarra 
Victoria Radd 
Jason Berman 
Emily Bromberg 
Sky Gallegos 
Fast Track

Following are the state and local elected officials who have been contacted by our office 
regarding Fast Track. It is also noted where the elected has sent a letter of support or press 
statement on this issue.

GOVERNORS
The National Governors’ Association (NGA)

The NGA Chair and Vice Chair, Governors Voinivich and Carper signed a letter stating 
the Governors’ support for the Administration’s Fast Track legislation. It was delivered 
to the Congressional leadership and the Chairs and Vice Chairs of the Senate Finance 
Committee, the Senate Commerce Committee And the House Ways and Means 
Committee on October 1, 1997.
The NGA approved a policy resolution at their 1997 Winter Meeting supporting the 
renewal of fast track negotiating authority.

Romer (D-CO)
Governor Romer released a statement to the Colorado press September 10, 1997, stating 
his support for the President’s efforts to have Congress renew fast track negotiating 
authority.

Carper (D-DE)
Chiles (D EL)

Governor Chiles sent a letter to all Democratic Governors July 9, 1997, encouraging them 
to support the Democratic Leadership Council’s (DLC) appeal to Congress for the 
renewal of fast track negotiating authority.

Branstad (R-IA)
Governor Branstad sent a letter to Congressman Boswell September 9, 1997, stating his 
support for the renewal of the President’s fast track trade negotiating authority.

Edgar (R-IL)
Governor Edgar sent a letter to Congressman Crane September 17, 1997, stating his 
support for the President’s fast track legislation.
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Patton (D-KY)
As Chair of the NGA Committee on Economic Development and Commerce, Governor 
Patton signed a letter April 16, 1997, with the Vice-Chair, Governor Schafer, stating 
NGA’s support for the federal government’s efforts to expand global trade.

Hunt (D-NC)
Governor Hunt sponsored the Southern Governors’ policy resolution noted above.

Leavitt (R-UT 
Thompson (R-WI)
Locke (D-WA)

MAYORS
U.S. Conference of Mayors (USCM)

USCM passed a policy resolution at their Summer Meeting supporting fast track and the 
President’s effort to have Congress renew it.

Archer (D-Detroit)
The Mayor attended the President’s fast track event on September 9, 1997, and gave two 
print interviews following the event, expressing his support for the renewal of fast track 
authority.

Chavez (D-Albuquerque)
Daley (D-Chicago)
Hammer (D-San Jose, CA)

Mayor Hammer sent a letter to other Democratic Mayors expressing her support for the 
renewal of fast track negotiating authority and encouraging them to join the DLC’s 
Appeal to Congress.

Harris (D-Oakland)
Helmke (R-Fort Wayne, IN)
Katz (D-Portland)
Kirk (D-Dallas)
Lanier (D-Houston)
Marinovich (D-Kansas City, KS)
Menino (D-Boston)
Morial (D-New Orleans)

The Mayor attended the President’s fast track event, September 9, 1997, and gave two 
radio and one television interview following the event, stating his support for the 
President’s effort to have fast track authority renewed.
The Mayor wrote an opinion editorial in support of fast track and sent it to the New 
Orleans paper.

Norquist (D-Milwaukee)
The Mayor sent letter to the President September 17, 1997, expressing his support for fast 
track negotiating authority.

Oberndorf (D-Virginia Beach)
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O’Neil (D-Long Beach, CA)
The Mayor released a statement to the southern California press September 16, 1997, 
expressing her support for the renewal of fast track negotiating authority.

Penelas (D-Metro-Dade, FL)
Pulido (D-Santa Ana, CA)

The Mayor released a statement to the southern California press September 9, 1997, 
expressing his support for the Administration’s efforts to encourage Congress to adopt 
fast track legislation.
The Mayor sent a letter to the Orange County Supervisors encouraging them to join him 
in supporting fast track.

Ramirez (D-El Paso, TX)
Ray (R-Des Moines)
Rendell (D-Philadelpbia)

The Mayor sent a Letter to other Democratic Mayors August 25, 1997, stating his support 
for renewing fast track negotiating authority and encouraging them to join the DLC’s 
Appeal to Congress on this issue.

Rice (D-Seattle)
Sales-Belton (D-Minneapolis)
Savage (D-Tulsa)
Schmoke (D-Baltimore)
Webb (D-Denver)

STATE LEGISLATORS
National Conference of State Legislatures (NCSL)

NCSL passed a policy resolution supporting fast track conditional upon certain state 
interests at their Winter 1997 meeting.

COUNTY OFFICIALS 
National Association of Counties 
Johnson (R-Hennepin Co., MN)

The Commissioner attended the President’s fast track event September 9, 1997, and 
spoke to his regional press following the event expressing his support for the President’s 
efforts to have Congress renew fast track.



Democratic Leadership Council: Democrats for Fast Track

Governors

Thomas Carper, DE 
Benjamin Cayetano, HI 
Lawton Chiles, FL 
James B. Hunt, NC 
John A. Kitzhaber, OR 
Zell B. Miller, GA 
Roy Romer, CO

State Senators

Jim Barone, KS 
Anita Bowser, IN 
Roger M. Breske, WI 
Terry C. Burton, MS 
Tom Butler, AL 
Chris Cummisky, AZ 
George R. Cunningham, AZ 
Kevin A. Easley, OK 
Mary Jane M. Garcia, NM 
Wib Gulley, NC 
Cliff Hoofman, AR 
Wally E. Horn, lA 
Jerry Howard, MO 
Scott N. Howell, UT 
William V. Irons, RI 
Denny Jacobs, KS 
Patty Judge, lA 
John J. D. Lynch, MT 
James L. Mathewson, MO 
Paul Muegge, OK 
Elaine Richardson, AS 
Kevin Smith, AR 
Rob Smith, MS 
Henry Edward Stallings, MI 
Pete Suazo, UT



State Representatives

Larry E. Adair, OK 
Avery C. Alexander, LA 
Elaine Alquist, CA 
Michael E. Box, AL 
Joe E. Brown, SC 
Clarence Collins, NV 
Nancy W. Cook, DE 
David Counts, TX 
Jeffrey W. Coy, PA 
Debra Danburg, TX 
Susan Davis, CA 
Richard A. DiLiberto, DE 
Tyrone Ellis, MS 
Patrick J. Flaherty, CT 
Lloyd Frith, LA 
Ken Givens, TN 
Robert D. Godfrey, CT 
John Gordner, PA 
Lars A. Hafner, FL 
Bob Hagedom, CO 
Eric. G. Hamakawa, HI 
C. Alexanders Harvin, SC 
John Hirschi, TX 
Charles R. Hoffman, KY 
Mike Horsey, PA 
Herschella Horton, AZ 
Contrance A. Howard, IL 
Lee Ahu Isa, HI 
Ken Ito, HI
Linda Bebko-Jones, AR 
Ted Lempert, CA 
Anne Mackenzie, FL 
Johnnie Maier, OH 
Mark L. Mallory, OH 
Kennedth C. Monague, MD 
Marcus R. Oshiro, HI 
Jeff Plale, WI 
Pat Pappas, AR 
Carol S. Petzold, MD 
John Pino, WV 
Kenneth R. Plum , VA 
Tom Ramsay, TX 
Jeannie Reeser, CO



Steven Riggs, KY 
Antonio R. Riley, WI 
Charlotte T. Schexnayder, AR 
Jeffrey Schoeenberg, IL 
Joe D. Shriver, KS 
Joseph M. Souki, HI 
Keith Stallworth, MI 
Mimi Stewart, NM 
Virginia Strom-Martin, CA 
Gary Wiggins, MO 
Migueal Wise, TX 
Philip Wise, lA 
Mitchell Van Yahres, VA

Mayors

Kenneth L. Barr, Fort Worth, TX 
Angelo Ciambrone, Chicago Heights, IL 
Charles T. Doyle, Texas City, TX 
Carelton S. Finkbeiner, Toledo, OH 
Paul D. Fraim, Norfolk, VA 
Susan Hammer, San Jose, CA 
Jeremy Harris, Honolulu, HI 
Patsy Jo Hilliard, East Point, GA 
James Holley III, Portsmith, VA 
Leanard P. Kiczek, Bayonne, NJ 
J. Mark Lawler, Anderson, IN 
Gary L. Loster, Saginaw, MI 
Dannel P. Malloy, Stamford, CT 
Anthony M. Masiello, Buffalo, NY 
John O. Norquist, Milwaukee, WI 
Beverly O’Neill, Long Beach, CA 
Paul Oyaski, Euclid, OH 
Douglas H. Palmer, Trenton, NJ 
James P. Perron, Elkhart, IN 
Stephen Reed, Harrisburg, PA 
Ed Rendell, Philadelphia, PA 
Joseph R. Riley, Charleston, SC 
Charles Robertson, York, PA 
Bruce Rose, Wilson, NC 
Charles W. Sanders, Waynesville, OH 
Joe Scapelli, Brick, NJ 
George Spadoro, Edison, NJ 
Janice C. Stork, Lancaster, PA
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;’:Vwallv E.’ Horn,‘’ia' ..

I •'.^^**'.LlERRv'HOVyARp. MO •

. . Scott n. hovvell.
■ WiLUAM V. Irons, RI . ’

. i : Denny Jacobs, KS ’

Patty Judge. lA 
.V,:,'John J. O. Lynch, MT •
' -James L. Mathcwson, '
-^;;->pauu-muegge,.ok'. v;;,-'...-::

I .’.'.j Elajn^,Richardson, AS^
I Kevin Smith, ar".

Roo Smith. MS .
HENRY Edward Stalungs, Ml 

. Pete S.uAzo, LIT

7 Sto/e Representatives

•' •Larry E. ADAIR, □<
i.v' Avery C. Alexander, LA :■ ';. -•

.. Elaine Alouist; CA 
■ . Michael E. Box, aL-'r.
; :: 'UoE E.‘’Brqwn, SC '

_;.-V.‘-J?LARENCE COLUNS, NV
Nancy-yv.' cook:. DE 
David Counts, TX 
UfiFFREY W. Coy, pa. . V>-. ,

-.'V^Debra Danburg. TX

ssii*»

AMERICA CAN COMPSTE AND WIN.
.Under President-Clinton’s leadership, the U.S. economy is now consistently . ' 

v-.n ' ;': tanked as the most competitw^^^^ the world. Like John F. Kennedy and every 

' .j .'y otheiPemocrnti.c .President of this century, President Clinton believes trade is

; ■ essential Jo eQonprnic grovyth. He has fought to give Americans the education 

,' , and sldlls they need to succeed in the new economy, Expanding trade means

A;{:J;-;v|:i;t"t:tiviv^^^S>i.-i:^'A:^'A:^5q)30dingoppprtunitiesfori^ieric^ communities.
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markets,.this growth could falter;

./ As state and local leaders, we know lower trade barriers have been critical to . • 

;> expanding markets for American goods and services overseas and increasing . 

investment here. Nearly all states have registered double-digit export growth 

over the past four years. Export-related jobs accounted for nearly one-fourth of 

. , the new jobs created since 1992 —jobs that pay an average of 13-15% more. 

Increasing trade is essential to increasing growth. But if we hesitate to open
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JOHN GORONER, PA 
LARS A. HATNER. FL 
Bob Hagedorn. CO

John Hirschi, TX 
Charles R. Hoffman. KY 
MtKE Horsey, pa

HERSCHELLA HORTON. AZ
Contrance a. Howard, IL 
LEE Ahu JSA. hi 
Ken ito, hi '1 . -
Linda Beb<g*Jones, AR 
Ted lempert, ca 

• ANnE MaC<CN2(E,'FL,
•Johnnie Maier. OH 
Mark L. Mallory, OH 

' Kennedth C. Monacue. MD 
Marcus. R. Gshiro. HI 

' Jeff Plale, WI 
■ Pat Pappas, AR •
. Carol S.. Petzold, md .

John Pino. WV 
KT'i'NNETH R.'Plum,'VA- • •

Tom Ramsay, TX.
Jeannie Rceser, CO 

■st'o/en Rioos, kV ■ ■■■''

, Antonio R. :Riley, Wl, • '
Charlotte T. Schexnayoer, AR 
•Jeffrey SCHOEENBERQ, IL
joe D. Shriver, KS

I >^>JOSEPH-M. Sduki, HI ,
.'f Keith Stallworth, Ml 

• - Mimi Stewart, NM '
..Virginia Strom-Martin, CA 

Gary Wiggins. MQ 
'> .-MiGUEAL Wise. TX 
-,*;»philip Wise, ia .

Mitchell van Yahres. va
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I ■ . Moyer* ;• .•
Kenneth ll. Barr. Fort WORTH. TX '

: AngeLo CiambrOne; Chicago Heights. IL
Charles T. Doyle. Texas City. TX 

• • CaRELTON B. riNKBCINCR, TODCOO. qh'
•' PaUI^ O-' FRAIM, NORFOLK. VA.
. '.Susan Hammer,. San .Jose, CA -

'"■ Jeremy Harris'. Honolulu. HI .
. pi.VsY Jo'Hilliard,-East Point; GA ' 

JAMES HOLLEY III, PORTSMITM, VA ,
. LEANARO P. KiczEK, Bayonne, ,NJ 

■■ j.-Mark Lawler, Anderson, In'
■ .GAPy C. -Loster,'Saginaw; Ml .

Dannel R-Malloy, Btmforo, CT 
Anthony M. MasiellO;'Buffalo, NY 
John O. Norquist. Milwaukee. Wl ' - •

. Beverly □‘NEILL, Long Beach, CA 
Paul Oyaski. Euclid, OH.

• OOUGLAS H. Palmer, Trenton, NJ 
James P. perron, Elkhart,, in..;. 
Stephen Rceo. Harrisburg.'PA 

-ED RENOCLL,'Philadelphia. PA 
' • JOSEPH R. Riley. Charleston, SC 

Charles Robertson, York, PA 
Bruce Rose, wilson. nc 

.-Charles W. Sanders, Wavnesville. OH 
. joe Scapclli, brick, NJ .. .

George Spadoro. Edison. NJ 
• ..JANICE c. Stork, Lancaster, PA
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; ' .7--'Nowkey'neeotiations are about to start-in agriculture, services.'financial :

services,'and InfoilTiation technolo^Ts'ectors where xiur country is the world^ ’ ,
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MEMORANDUM

To: Sky, White House Intergov't Affairs
From: Debbie Cox, DLC Field Director
Rs: Suggested Invites for Fast Track Event

Among those who signed our appeal to Congress, the foilowing are fifteen people you 
might consider including in the fast track event next week. I will call you shortly to 
follow up:

Mavors:

Mayor Carleton Finkbeiner 
City of Toledo 
One Gov’t Center, #2120 
Toledo, OH 43604 
(419) 245-1278

Mayor Paul Fraim 
City of Norfolk 
1109 City Hall 
Norfolk. VA 23501 
(757) 664 -4262

Mayor Gary Loster 
City of Saginaw 
1315 S. Washington 
Saginaw, Ml 48601 
(517) 759-1400

Mayor Anthony Masiello 
City of Buffalo 
65 Niagra Square 
Buffalo. NY 14202 
(716) 851-4841

Mayor John Norquist 
City of Milwaukee 
201 City Hall 
200 East Wells Street 
Milwaukee, Wl 53202 
(414) 286-2200
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Mayor Ed Rendell 
City of Philadelphia 
City Hall, Room 215 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 
(215) 686-1776

Legislators:

Michael E. Box
Alabama State Representative 
PO Box 931 
Saraland, AL 36571 
(334) 242-7725
(Immediate Past President, NCSL) 

Lars Hafner
Florida State Representative 
1301 Oe*" Street. North 
St. Petersburg, FL 33710 
(813) 381-0053

Scott Howell
Utah State Senate Minority Leader 
319 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, UT84114 
(801) 538-1035

Ted Lempert
CA State Assemblymember 
State Capitol, Room 2188 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
(916) 445-7632

Anne Mackenzie 
FL State Representative 
1000 S. Federal Highway 
Ft. Lauderdale. FL 33316 
(305) 524-1000

Ken Montague, Jr.
MD State Delegate 
310 Lowe House Office Bldg 
Annapolis. MD 21401 
(410) 841-3259



Antonio Riley
Wl State Representative
PO Box 8953
Madison. Wl 53708
(608) 266-0645
(DLC Legislative Chairman)

Tom Sawyer
KS House Minority Leader 
1041 S. Elizabeth 
Wichita, KS 67213 
(913) 296-7630

Phil Wise
Iowa State Representative 
503 Grand Avenue 
Keokuk. lA 52632 
(515) 281-3221



Elected Offlcials Contact List for Support

STATE GOVERNOR/CONTACT MAYORS/CONTACT

Georgia ♦Governor Zell Miller
Steve Wrigley (404) 651-7715

♦Mayor William Campbell-Atlanta 
Scottie Greenwood

California ♦Mayor Beverly O'Neil-Long Beach 
Randall Hernandez (310) 570-6986 
♦Mayor Elihu Mason Hanis- 
Oakland
Nicole Freeman (510) 238-2210 
♦Mayor Joe Sema-Sacramento
COS Michael Picker 
(408) 277-4237
♦Mayor Susan Haimner-San Jose
Gary Robinson/Bob Brownstein 
(408) 277-4237 |

Colorado ♦Governor Roy Romer
Alan Salazar (303)866-4567

♦Mayor Wellington Webb-Denver 
Stephanie Foote (303) 640-2352

Florida ♦Governor Lawton Chiles
COS Linda SheUey (904) 488-5603 
♦DC: Debbie Kilmer 624-5885

♦Mayor Joe Corrolla-Miami
Charlene Watkins (305) 250-5300 
♦Mayor Glenda Hood-Orlando
COS RandaU James (402) 246-2221 
♦Mayor Alex Penelas-Metro Dade 
Virginia Sanchez (305) 375-5071 
♦Mayor Dick Greco-Tampa 
JdinKaynes 
(813)274-8215

Louisiana ♦Mayor Marc Morial-New Orleans 
Cheryl Teamer (504) 565-6415

Missouri ♦Governor Mel Carnahan
Andrea Routh (573) 751-3222 
♦DC: Susan Harris 624-7720

♦Mayor Emannuel Cleaver-Kansas 
City
COS Denise Philips (816) 274-2443

North Carolina ♦Governor James Hunt
COS Franklin Freeman 
♦DC: Debbie Bryant 624-5830

Texas ♦Mayor Kirle-
Rosalyn MiUer (214) 670-7978 
♦Mayor Bob Lanier-Houston
Sabrina Foster (7f3) 247-3650 |

Wisconsin ♦Governor Thompson
COS John Matthews 
(608) 266-2979
♦DC: Andrew Peterson 624-5870

♦Mayor John Nm'dquist-Milwaukee 
Orson Ponte (414) 286-8577



FAST TRACK SCHEDULE

Thursday, October 30

— Presidential statement thanking Gingrich for House vote 
— Albright appearance on Larry King Live

Friday, October 31

— President’s remarks to workers at TropicalAVest Palm Beach Port (to be delivered by
Daley)

— Berger address to Council on Foreign Relations (includes strong fast track message) 

Saturday, November 1

- President’s radio address on fast track, including endorsements by former Presidents, 
secretaries of State, Treasury, etc. (to be delivered by Vice President)

- Republican response on fast track by Speaker Gingrich (request by Brophy)

Sunday, November 2

- Possible references to fast track in President’s political speeches (unlikely; check with 

C. Smith)
— Bill Richardson appearance on Fox Morning News (request pending)

Monday, November 3

- President meets with Daschle and other Senate Democrats; pool spray and post-meeting 
press stake-out where Daschle announces his support in light of package on labor/environment 
(check with Daschle; Republican consultation needed)

Tuesday, November 4

— East Room press conference with President, Daschle, Gingrich, Lott and Fazio (approx. 
2:30 pm)

— President meets with Chet Edwards and undecided Texas Democrats; post-meeting 
press stake-out announcing member endorsements (approx. 5:30 pm)

Wednesday, November 5

- White House announcement with President, Vice President, Herman, Daley, Sperling, 
Barshefsky, other Cabinet members, and supportive House Democrats of new package of 

TAA/training proposals



Cabinet amplification of new training/TAA package -- cable news; regional tongs 
- Bowles, Berger, Barshefsky address Business Roundtable policy group CEO’s in __

morning ouaJLOjuM ^
Business Roundtable policy group meeting in afternoon; request for principal — Vice

ru/f^

President?

Thursday, November 6

-- President attends Bush Library dedication where President talks about fast track vote 
tomorrow and each former President endorses fast track (TBD whether formers will agree)

- Vice President meets with Cabinet members at White House; Cabinet then fans out on 
Hill for member visits; press follows some Cabinet (Albright) (tentative)

Other

1. Cabinet members assigned to media markets in undecided member districts

2. Placement of Administration officials on weekend shows

3. Lewis, Emanuel, Begala, and others to call weekend pundits/commentators to advance 
message of Republican leadership now invested and



Support Lean Support Undecided Lean Oppose Oppose
42 66 138 93 95

Berman Bentsen Boswell* Abercrombie Barrett
Berry* Eshoo Baldacci Ackerman Bishop
■lumenauer Flake Cardin Allen* Blagojevich*
■avis, J.* Ford* Clayton Andrews Bonior
Dicks Hoyer Clement Baesler Brown, C.
Dooley Sawyer Deutsch Barcia Brown, G.
Fazio Stenholm Doggett Becerra Brown, S.
Fogiietta Edwards Borski Capps*
Hamilton Archer Fattah Boucher Carson*
Harman Armey Filner Boyd* Condit
Matsui Ballenger Hall, R. Clay Conyers
Moran Bateman Hall, T. Clyburn Costello
Skaggs Bliley Hastings Cramer Coyne
Tanner Brady* Hooley* Davis, D.* Cummings
Tauscher* Calvert John* Dingell Danner

Camp Johnson, E.B. Doyle DeFazio
Bachus Castle Kilpatrick* Engel DeGette*
Baker Chabot Kind* Etheridge* Delahunt*
Barrett Collins Lofgren Evans Delauro
Bereuter Combest Lowey Gejdenson Dellums
Boehner Crane Luther Gonzalez Dixon
Bonilla Davis, T. Markey Green, G. Farr
Campbell Dickey McCadhy, K. Hefner Frank
Christensen Dunn McDermott Hinojosa* Frost
Dreier Ehrlich McNulty Jackson Lee Furse
E\wing Emerson* Millender-McDonald Jefferson Gephardt
Gilchrest Fawell Payne Johnson, J.* Goode*
Goodlatte Foley Pomeroy Kanjorski Gordon
Merger Gallegly Price* Kildee Gutierrez
Houghton Gekas Rangel Kleczka Hilliard
Kelly Gilman Skelton Kucinich* Hinchey

iWng Gingrich Snyder* LaFalce Holden
Batham Granger* Levin Jackson
1 Livingston Greenwood Aderholt* Manton Kaptur
Manzullo Hasted Barr Mascara Kennedy, J.
Miller Hastings Bartlett McCadhy, C * Kennedy, P.
Packard Horn Badon McIntyre* Kennelly
Parker Hyde Bass Meehan Klink
Portman Johnson, S. Bilbray Meek Lampson*
Ramstad Kim Bilirakis Menendez Lantos
Shays Kolbe Blunt* Minge Lewis
Stump Lazio Boehled Mink Lipinski
Young Leach Bryant Mollohan Maloney, C.

Linder Burr Oberstar Maloney
McCollum Buyer Olver Martinez
McCrery Callahan Ortiz McGovern*
McDade Cannon* Owens McHale
McIntosh Chabot Pallone McKinney
McKeon Chambliss Pastor Miller
Moran Coble Pelosi Moakley
Myrick Coburn Pickett Murtha
Nethercutt Cook* Reyes* Nadler
Petri Cooksey* Rodriguez* Neal
Pryce Cox Rothman* Obey
Roukema Crapo Sabo Pascrell*
Salmon Cubin Schumer Peterson, C.
Sanford Cunningham Scott Poshard
Schaefer Deal Sherman* Rahall
Sensenbrenner Delay Smith, A * Rivers
Shaw Diaz-Balad Spratt Roemer
Smith, Lamar Ehlers Stokes Roybal-Allard
Thornberry English Strickland* Rush
Watkins* Everett Thurman Sanchez*
Watts Fowler Torres Sanders
Weller Fox Towns Sandlin*
White Franks Vento Serrano



i/Vicker Frelinghuysen 'iAfatt !Sisisky
Ganske 'Waxman Slaughter
Gibbons* 'Wexler* Stabenow*
Gillmor Weygand* Stark
Goodling i/Voolsey Stupak
Goss Taylor
Graham Burton Thompson
Gutknecht Ensign Tierney*
Hansen Forbes T raficant i
Hayworth Inglis Turner*
Hefley LaTourette Velazquez
Hill* Lewis, R. Visclosky
Hobson Mica Waters
Hoekstra Neumann Wise
Hulshor Paul* Wynn
Hutchinson* Quinn Yates
Istook Riggs
Jenkins* Riley* Bono
Johnson Rogers Bunning
Jones Rohrabacher Canady
Kasich Ros-Lehtinen Chenoweth
Kingston Scarborough Doolittle
Klug Smith, Linda Duncan
Knollenberg Solomon Hilleary
LaHood Tiahrt Hostetaer
Largent Walsh Hunter
Lewis Wamp Lucas
LoBiondo Young, D, Metcalf
McHugh Royce
Mclnnis Stearns
Morelia
Ney
Northup*
Norwood
Nussle
Oxley
Pappas*
Paxon
Pease*
Peterson*
Pickering*
Pitts*
Pombo
Porter
Radanovich
Redmond*
Regula
Rogan*
Ryun*
Saxton
Schaffer*
Schiff
Sessions*
Shadegg
Shimkus*
Shuster
Skeen
Smith, C.
Smith, N.
Smith, R.
Snowbarger*
Souder
Spence
Sununu*
Talent
Tauzin
Taylor
Thomas



Thune*
Upton
Weldon
Weldon
Whitfield1__ Wolf



Cabinet Fast Track Rollout

Cabinet Member September ll September 12

Secretary Albright Foreign Travel Foreign Travel

Secretary Rubin Washington, DC Washington. DC
CEO Lunch Bankers Roundtable Lunch

Secretary Glickman FAST TRACK TRA VEL Washington, DC
KANSAS CITY Congressional Black Caucus

Secretary Daley Washington, DC FAST TRACK TRA VEL
TPPC Rump Group MINNEAPOLIS

Secretary Herman Washington, DC Washington. DC
OFCCP Eve Awards Congressional Black Caucus

Secretary Slater Washington, DC 
Congressional Black Caucus

Secretary Pena San Francisco, California Los Angeles, CA
Technology Development; 

Science Education
Back to School Event

Administrator Browner Washington. DC
Final Day of “Right to Know 

Conference” (T)

Ambassador Richardson New York, New York
\

New York. New York

Ambassador Barshefsky Washington, DC
NAFTA Hearing

Administrator Alvarez Washington, DC Washington. D.C.
Address Hispanic Business 
Magazine CEO Roundtable; 

Address Congressional Hispanic 
Caucus

Congressional Black Caucus

Mack McLarty Sao Paulo, Brazil FAST TRACK TRA VEL
Speech to Mercosur Summit Miami, Florida

Meeting Speech at Miami Herald 
Conference on Latin America

Chair Janet Yellen Washington, DC FAST TRACK TRAVEL
Speech at Smith Barney 
Washington Conference

SAN FRANCISCO

Director Raines Speech TBD Speech TBD

Septembers, 1997 (2:09pm)



Other Cabinet

Cabinet Member September 11 September 12

Attorney General Reno Washington, DC
Bankers Roundtable Meeting; 

Collaboration Meeting

Tampa, Florida
Back to School Event 

Miami, Florida
Asset Forfeiture Conference

Secretary Babbitt Washington. DC
Meeting with Congressman 

Saxton re: ESA

Secretary Shalala

Secretary Cuomo Washington. DC 
HOE/HUD Physical 

Inspection (T); EZ Satellite

Secretary Riley Aspen Colorado Aspen, Colorado
Forstmann Little Education 

Round table

Secretary-Designate Gober Topeka, Kansas , - 
Forstmann Little Education ' 

Round table
-

Septembers, 1997 (2:07pm)



Tuesday, September 8:

• Mailing of Fast Track “Fact Book” with Daley/Barshefsky cover letter to national and regional 
media. [Action: NSC/NEC/]

Tuesday, September 9:

MSNBC Barshefsky [Action; USTR]

Wednesday, September 10:

• Press Conference by Agro-Business Leaders

• Columnists Roundtable Berger/Barshefsky

• 9:00am AP interview (TBD) Barshefsky

• 2:30pm White House Press Briefing Barshefsky/Daley/Rubin

• White House Stakeout

[Action; WHPL/NSC] 

[Action: NSC] 

[Action: USTR/NSC] 

[Action: WH Press]

Parti SBA Administrator Alvarez 
Marty Duggan, Small Business Export Council 
Tom Donahue, US Chamber of Commerce 
3 small business success stories

Part II

• Regional Editorial Roundtables
[WHAT REGIONS?

• Inside Politics
• The Lehrer Show
• Cross-Fire
• CNN's World View
• Others:

Congressional Supporters

Barshefsky
Daley
Glickman
Richardson
McLarty

TBD
Barshefsky
Vin Weber (Matsui)
Barshefsky or Daley

[Dooley/Matsui/Rock. ] 

[Action: WH Press]

[Action; USTR] 
[TBD]
[TBD]



Regional Radio;

The following groups will be doing regional radio, print and television interviews from the White 
House following the event.

1. Small Business Success Stories.
2. Mayors/Govemors.
3. White House (Berman, Johnson).
4. Surrogates (Kanter, Weber, Hills).

Thursday, September 11:

• TODAY Show (TBD)

• NPR Morning Edition 

Friday, September 12:

Joint Interview with Barshefsky and Rubin

Daley [Action: Commerce]

• Fast Track Op-ed Barshefsky/Albright
• USA TODAY Editorial Board (TBD) Barshefsky

[Action: USTR] 
[Action: USTR]

Sunday September 14:

• Sunday Shows 

Monday, September 15:

• Regional Satellite Tour

Barshefsky, Daley, Rubin [TBD]

Stu Eizenstat
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America Leads on Trade 

Activity Summary

Octobers, 1997

To peter C7^k’^eft 
fr&m- riie weyier

Advertising
Television
• 30 Media Markets
• 103 Congressional Districts
• September 19—October 2

Print
• Roll Call and Washington Times 

Radio
• 14 (4 Democratic, 10 Republican) Congressional Districts targeted for radio 

advertising beginning October 4—October 8
• TV & Radio (October 12—19) Media markets including: Phoenix, AZ; San Francisco 

and Los Angeles, CA; Tampa and Miami, FL; Iowa (state radio network); Paducah, 
KY; Lafayette, LA; Grand Rapids/Kalamazoo, MI; Columbus/Tupelo, MS; St Louis, 
Columbia/JefFerson City and Springfield, MO; Dayton and Columbus OH; Oklahoma 
City, OK; Erie, PA; Dallas, TX; Roanoke, VA; Seattle, WA; and La Crosse, WI.

Corporate and Association Contacts with Congress (Excluding Field Org.) 

House
• 823 contacts with House Members and staff reported September 1—30
• 196 additional contacts reported since October 1

Senate
• 84 Senate contacts reported September 1—^30
• 56 Senate contacts reported since October 1

Local Advocacy
Corporate and State Leadership Network
• 49 states covered by network of corporate and association state coordinators

Professional Organizers
• Organizers engaged in 67 Democratic Districts
• Field operatives now active in 15 Republican Districts—^new locations TBD pending 

October passage of House Ways and Means bill

Telemarketing
• Phone/mail program employed in 40 Democratic Districts to date

Tools

Toll free number for constituent mail (1-800-500-4252) 
Web site (www,fasttrack,org)



FAST TRACK - IGA OUTREACH 

Cabinet Conference Calls
IGA has proposed four separate conference calls led by Cabinet Secretaries with Mayors from 
key states to discuss the Administration’s Fast Track message. We have a bi-partisan list of 
approximately 30 mayors that we would like to participate in the calls with Secretaries 
Glickman, Daley, Herman, and Barshefsky. Many, but not all of these mayors have been 
contacted regarding Fast Track by White House IGA.

The calls will be open to the press: the Mayors would invite their city hall press corps to listen to 
the call and Cabinet members would invite national press to listen to the call in Washington. The 
call would be interactive for the Cabinet and the Mayors, but listen-only for the press. The press 
would have the ability to have question and answer with the Mayors following the call.

The following is a proposed list of mayors for the calls:

Secretary Glickman:
Clancey (D-Cedar Rapids, lA) 
Ray (R-Des Moines)
Marinovich (D-Kansas City, KS) 
Knight (R-Wichita)
Savage (D-Tulsa)
Norick (R-Oklahoma City)

Secretary Daley:
Brown (D-San Francisco) 
Cleaver (D-Kansas City, MO) 
Lanier (D-Houston)
Morial (D-New Orleans) 
(Rendell (D-Philadelphia)) 
Menino (D-Boston) 

fChavez (D-Albuquerque) 
[Miller (D-Tucson) j

Secretary Herman:
O’Neill (D-Long Beach)
Katz (D-Portland)
Harris (D-Oakland)
Pulido (D-Santa Anna)
Webb (D-Denver)
Bredesen (D-Nashville) 
Albano (D-Springfield)
Kirk (D-Dallas)

Ambassador Barshefsky: ^



W\(SYV^

Rice"^-S;^ttle) 

HammeJ<^D-San Jose)
Archer(D-Detroit)
Helmke (R-Ft. Wayne, IN) 
Obemdorf (D-Virginia Beach) 
Penelas (D-Miami)
^reco (D-Tampa)
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FAST TRACK -- IGA OUTREACH 

Cabinet Conference Calls
IGA has proposed four separate conference calls led by Cabinet Secretaries with Mayors from 
key states to discuss the Administration’s Fast Track message. We have a bi-partisan list of 
approximately 30 mayors that we would like to participate in the calls with Secretaries 
Glickman, Daley, Herman, and Barshefsky. Many, but not all of these mayors have been 
contacted regarding Fast Track by White House IGA.

The calls will be open to the press: the Mayors would invite their city hall press corps to listen to 
the call and Cabinet members would invite national press to listen to the call in Washington. The 
call would be interactive for the Cabinet and the Mayors, but listen-only for the press. The press 
would have the ability to have question and answer with the Mayors following the call.

The following is a proposed list of mayors for the calls:

Secretary Glickman:
Clancey (D-Cedar Rapids, lA) 

-Ray (R-Des Moines)
Marinovich (D-Kansas City, KS) 
Knight (R-Wichita)
Savage (D-Tulsa)
Norick (R-Oklahoma City)

Secretary Daley:
Brown (D-San Francisco) 
Cleaver (D-Kansas City, MO) 
Lanier (D-Houston)
Morial (D-New Orleans) 
Rendell (D-Philadelphia) 
Menino (D-Boston) ?
Chavez (D-Albuquerque) 
Miller (D-Tucson) ^

Secretary Herman: /
O’Neill (D-Long Beach)
Katz (D-Portland)
Harris (D-Oakland) /
Pulido (D-Santa Aima) ^

7 Webb (D-Denver)Kirk (D-Dallas) •
■ Bredesen (D-Nashville)
Albano (D-Springfield)

Ambassador Barshefsky:



Rice (D-Seattle)
Hammer (D-San Jose)
Archer (D-Detroit)
Helmke (R-Ft. Wayne, IN) 
Obemdorf (D-Virginia Beach) 
Penelas (D-Miami)
Greco (D-Tampa)

cJUa\/w



m~ Michael W. Williams

08/20/97 02:19:08 PM

Record Type: Record

To: Sky Gallegos/WHO/EOP

cc: Emily Bromberg/WHO/EOP
Subject: Fast Track Meetings

Thursday, July 24

Rep. Robert Matsui (CA-5)
Rep. Cal Dooley (CA-20)
Rep. Nita Lowey (NY-18)*
Rep. E.B. Johnson (TX-30)
Rep. Steny Hoyer (MD-5)
Rep. Tom Sawyer (OH-14)
Rep. Ron Kind (WI-3)
Rep. William Jefferson (LA-2)* 
Rep. Ben Cardin (MD-3)
Rep. Jim Davis(FL-ll)
Rep. Charles Stenholm (TX-17)* 
Rep. Howard Berman (CA-26) 
Rep. Earl Blumenauer (OR-3) 
Rep. David Skaggs (CO-2)
Rep. Ed Markey (MA-7)
Rep. Tim Roemer (IN-3)
Rep. Barbara Kennelly (CT-1) 
Rep. Karen Thurman (FL-5)
Rep. Charles Rangel (NY-15) 
Rep. Darlene Hooley (OR-5)
Rep. Earl Pomeroy (ND-at large) 
Rep. Nick Lampson (TX-9)
Rep. Richard Neal (MA-2)
Rep. Arma Eshoo (CA-14)
Rep. David Price (NC-4)
Rep. Floyd Flake (NY-6)*
Rep. Leonard Boswell (IA-3) 
Rep. Karen McCarthy (MO-5) 
Rep. Solomon Ortiz (TX-27)* 
Rep. Jim McDermott (WA-7)



Thursday, July 31

Rep. Robert Matsui (CA-5)
Rep. James Moran (VA-8)
Rep. Bob Menendez (NJ-13)
Rep. Vic Fazio (CA-3)
Rep. Silvestre Reyes (TX-16) 
Rep. Charles Stenholm (TX-17) 
Rep. Peter Deutsch (FL-20)
Rep. Zoe Lofgren (CA-16)
Rep. Jay Johnson (WI-8)
Rep. Chris John (LA-7)
Rep. Adam Smith (WA-9)
Rep. David Minge (MN-2)
Rep. Nita Lowey (NY-18)*
Rep. Bill Luther (MN-6)
Rep. Lee Hamilton (IN-9)
Rep. Michael McIntyre (NC-7) 
Rep. David Price (NC-4)
Rep. Bob Clement (TN-5)*
Rep. Harold Ford Jr.(TN-9)* 
Rep. Ellen Tauscher (CA-10) 
Rep. Bob Etheridge (NC-2)
Rep. Jane Harman (CA-36)
Rep. Carolyn McCarthy (NY-4)* 
Rep. Donald Payne (NJ-10)*

* Did Not Attend

Let me know if you need anything else



GOVERNORS
Leavitt (R-UT)

Vv.ffYYVf6^

‘t»uiy --Kt4i4WL-f«> ^ •
Patton (D-KY)

Schafer (R-ND) "t lA H

Locke (D-WA)

^0 Branstad (R-IA)

Edgar (R-IL)

• Romer (D-CO)

• Carper (D-DE) # # j
f>r- ■^ce(D-Seanle)|^

VKatz (D-Portland)

' SAwyA^i-i'/na
Brown (D-San Francisco)

• Harris (D-Oakland)
fi i ib\<
Hammer (D-San Jose)

/y. O’Neil (D-Long Beach)
' Zaav/^iM • I'/f^

^ulido (D-Santa Aima)

. Chavez (D-Albuquerque)
JoVlh CWieA l/»A
Miller (D-Tucson)*

Webb (D-Denver), "•fvlA
^^Archer (D-Detroit)

y» Norquist (D-Milwaukee)

0v^6(Vl - tWJMl)6 '
Helmke (R-Ft. Wayne, IN)'
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Cleaver (D-Kansas City, MO)

. Clancey (D-Cedar Rapids, lA) 

t Ray (R-Des Moines)

. Marinovich (D-Kansas City, KS) 

Knight (R-Wichita) '

• Savage (D-Tulsa)
Jwv\ U((V\
Norick (R-Oklahoma City)

V T^Laiiier (D-*Houston) _ 7s  --------------------------,
)< S»W,-KAn.«i^/Socf ■ •V'l

Modal (D-New Orleans) 

Bredesen (D-Nashville)

\J Penelas (D-Miami)

3bemdorf(D-VirginiaBeach) * »' r //m/I

^en^ll (D-Philadelphia)

Y Menino (D-Boston)
Uel(7^rl'Z'

Albano (D-Springfield)



AUGUST 20, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR VICTORIA RADD

FROM: EMILY BROMBERG
SKY GALLEGOS

SUBJECT: Proposed Fast Track Roll-out with Elected Officials

WHITE HOUSE EVENT, SEPTEMBER 10th
The following is the proposed invitation list of elected officials for the White House event. Each 
of these officials have been very interested in promoting fast track.
Governors: Leavitt (R-UT) Mayors: Archer (D-Detroit)

Chiles (D-FL) Hammer (D-San Jose)
Patton (D-KY) Ray (R-Des Moines)
Schafer (R-ND) Pulido (D-Santa Ana)
Locke (D-WA) Norquist (D-Milwaukee)
Branstad (R-IA) Clancey (D-Cedar Rapids)
Thompson (R-WI) Cleaver (D-Kansas City, MO)

Rendell (D-Philadelphia)
County: Penelas (D- Dade/Miami)

IGA is working with the Press Office and Media Affairs (John Murchinson) to coordinate 
regional media for the elected officials following the event.

REGIONAL EVENTS/REGIONAL PRESS, SEPTEMBER 10th
IGA will distribute state-by-state analysis to Governors, State Legislative Leaders, Big City 
Mayors and Large County Executives and Commissioners for release in their states and cities at 
press conferences and events.

CABINET TRAVEL, WEEK OF SEPTEMBER 8th
IGA will ensure that elected officials participate in the Cabinet events and amplify our Fast 
Track rnessage.

Secretary Glickman in Chicago: Mayor Daley and County Executive Stroger will 
participate in the event.
Secretary Rubin in Seattle: Governor Locke, Mayor Rice and County Commissioner 
Hague will participate in the event.
Mack McLarty in Miami: Governor Chiles, Lieutenant Governor McKay and Mayor 
Penelas will participate in the event.
Secretaries Daley, Slater and Albright and Administrators Browner and Alvarez may 

^also be traveling.



We are working closely with Cabinet Affairs as travel plans are confirmed.

CABINET CONFERENCE CALLS, WEEK OF SEPTEMBER 8th
IGA has proposed three separate conference calls led by'Rubin^arshefsky and Daley with 
Mayors on September 11, 1997. Mayors would invite thWr city'hall press corps to listen to the 

call; Cabinet Members would invite national press to listen to the call.

The following is the combined, proposed list of participants from key states: 
Rice (D-Seattle) —
Katz (D-Portland)
Brown (D-San Francisco) 
Harris (D-Oakland) 
Hammer (D-San Jose) —

z> //r-i

O’Neil (D-Long Beach)
Pulido (D-Santa Anna)
Chavez (D-Albuquerque)
Miller (D-Tucson) —
Webb (D-Denver)
Archer (D-Detroit)----

^ Helmke (R-Ft. Wayne, IN)
^ Cleaver (D-Kansas City, MO).-^ 

^ Clancey (D-Cedar Rapids, lA)
<5 Ray (R-Des Moines) ___
^ Marinovich (D-Kansas City, KS) 
^ Knight (R-Wichita) —

Savage (D-Tulsa)

oaJ
u

Norick (R-Oklahoma City) — 
Kirk (D-Dallas)
Lanier (D-Houston) -— 
Morial (D-New Orleans)
Bredesen (D-Nashville) ---- -
Penelas (D-Miami)
Greco (D-Tampa) '-----
Obemdorf (D-Virginia Beach)
Rendell (D-Philadelphia) -----
Menino (D-Boston)
Albano (D-Springfield) ^

r :

IfVlAA/f4l

ONGOING ACTIVITY
0 IGA will be working closely with state and local elected officials in key states as the 

House and Senate votes are nearer to further amplify the President’s message.

OTHER EVENTS
0 Jay Berman and Vicki Radd will brief the National Governors Association and the



Governors’ Washington Representatives on the Administration’s Fast Track proposal 
Monday, September 8, 1997.

Mayor Cleaver will host the Second Summit of Mayors to Promote the International 
Trade Corridor Partnership, September 26, 1997. The partnership is the result of an 
agreement forged at the first summit that was signed by 90 Mayors. The partnership 
focuses on enhanced economic development and trade opportunities within the North 
American communities. Over 350 Mayors from Canada, the United States and Mexico 
have been invited to attend the two-day conference and working session. The Summit 
has also ijivited President Clinton, Secretary Slater and Secretary Daley. IGA has 
recommended that both Secretary Daley and Mack McLarty attend.

The National Conference of State Legislatures will hold the Assembly on Federal Issues, 
November 5-7, 1997, in D.C. This is an annual membership conference that will provide 
a forum for addressing State Legislators from around the country on the Administration’s 
Fast Track position.
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LEAVY_D @ A1
10/06/97 06:59:00 PM

Record Type: Record

To:

cc:

See the distribution list at the bottom of this message

Subject: Fast Track Media Markets 

Here are our updated media markets:

Houston,Austin, Dallas 
’ Seattle 

Bangor
• Des Moines
• Kansas City 
^Akron, Dayton 
VEugene, Portland

Minneapolis—*
• Memphis, Nashville 
>^iami, Tallahassee., Boca 
'{Philadelphia

North Dakota 
Little Rock 

^/New Orleans

Raleigh, Winston-Salem ,
• Eau Clairet

l4y

SV" Uims

All of California

PvaX^Xi
ssage Sent To:Mess

Victoria Radd 
Jonathan Murchinson 
Darby E. Stott 
Jake Siewert 
Estela Mendoza 
Megan C. Moloney 
Brenda M. Anders 
Sky Gallegos 
David S. Beaubaire 
Stephen B. Silverman 
Katherine Hubbard 
Peter O'Keefe
KYLE R @ A1@CD@LNGTWY

ij(kL
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASH INGTON

SEPTEMBER 10,1997

MEMORANDUM

TO: Intergovernmental Organizations

FROM: Emily Bromberg
Deputy Assistant to the President and Deputy Director, IGA

SUBJECT: Fast Track Information for Distribution

Enclosed is an information booklet on Fast Track negotiating authority. Today, the President will 
kick off his campaign to renew this trading authority with a White House event.

Please distribute this information to your constituents. I have also included letters from state and 
local elected officials who support the renewal of this trading authority.

Please call me or Sky Gallegos at 202-456-2896 if you have any questions or comments.
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Clinton Presidential Records 

Digital Records Marker

This is not a presidential record. This is used as an administrative 

marker by the William J. Clinton Presidential Library Staff.

This marker identifies the place of a tabbed divider. Given our 

digitization capabilities, we are sometimes unable to adequately 

scan such dividers. The title from the original document is
indicated below.

STATE INFO
Divider Title:
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UNITED STATES GOODS & SERVICES 
Exports (o World
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UNITED 3TATE5 J09S 
Supported by £*pons To World

The United Stales is the world's largest exponing country, recording goods and services expons totalling S835.7 
'Dillion in 1996, up 35 percent (S218 biilion) from 1992. U S. goods exports totaled S611.7 billion in 1996, up 39 
percent (S171.5 billion) from 1992.

Over 11.3 million U.S. jobs were supponed by goods and services exports during 1996. U.S. Jobs supported by 
goods and services exports grew an estimated 15 percent (1.5 million Jobs) since 1992. Over 7.6 million U.S. 
jobs were supported by goods expons, up an estimated 16 percent (1.1 million Jobs) since 1992. Expon-related 
jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, U.S. expons accounted for 19.4 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented 18.6 percent of its total manufacrurmg employment.

U.S. exports of manufactured products were up by 42 percent between 1992 and 1996 (from S368.2 billion in 
1992 to S522.7 billion in 1996). U.S. exports of high technology products, a subcategory of manufactured 
products, increased by 45 percent between 1992 and 1996 (from S107.1 billion in 1992 to S154.9 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of U.S. exports were: Industrial Machinery and Computers 
(SI 12.0 billion of exports in 1996), Transportation Equipment (S96.6 billion), Electronic and Electric Equipment 
(S94.9 billion). Chemical Products (S59.6 billion), and ScieneTic and Measuring Instruments (S34.8 billion). 
These fve sectors accounted for over 65 percent of the United StateC total e.xpons in 1996.

Among tire United States' fastest growmg manufactured e.xpons (in billions) were:

Sector 199: 1996 Change "

Electronic and Elecinc Equipment Sf: 9 S94.9 797.

Industmi Ntachincry and Computers 74 0 ii:.o 51

Primary Metal Products 14.6 :i.9 50

Scientific and Measuring Pioducis 74.9 .•4.S 40

The United Slates is the world's largest aericuliura! exporting country , shipping 560.6 billion in agricultural 
exports abroad. The largest expon caiesoncs. feed grains, soybeans, and wheat, accounted for 40 percent of 
the Uniied Stales' agricultural expor.s in 1996.

Total exports to NAFTA countries mcre.ased b> 34 percent betwee.n 1993 (pre-NAFTA) a.nd 1996 (from S142.0 
t.'illion in 1993 to Sl90.-t billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was tlie United States's largest expon market, 
while Mexico was the United States's third largest export market. Exports to Canada were up by 33 percent 
iS33.2 billion), from SlOO.4 billion in 1993 to S133 7 billion m 1996. U.S. exports to Mexico were up by 3/ 
percent (S15.2 billion), from S4 1.6 billion in 1993 to S56.S billion in 1996.

F)uring 19‘‘5o, Japan was the United Slate's second largest export market. Total e.xpons from the United States 
to Japan were up 4 1 percent (S19.7 billion), from S47.S billion in 1992 to S67.5 billion in 1996.

Total exports from the United States to die European Union were up IS percent (519.S billion), from S107.7 
billion m 1992 to S127 5 billion in 1996
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ALABAMA 00003 
Exp o rt« to W o rid

ALABAMA JOBS 
Supported b/ Export* To World

Alabama recorded goods expons totaling S4 2 billion in 1996, up 42 percent (SI.3 biillion) from 1993. During 
1996, .Alabama -.vas the 29th largest state exponer of goods in the United States.

Over 52.000 .Alabama jobs were supponed by goods expons during 1996. .Alabama's jobs supponed by goods 
expons grew an estimated 19 percent (S, 199 jobs) since 1992. Expon-related jobs pay 1 3 to 16 percent higher 
than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, .Alabama’s expons accounted for 19.1 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented 1 5.6 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

.Alabama's expons of manufactured products were up by 66 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S2.3 billion in 
1993 to S3.9 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Alabama’s expons were: Electronic and Electric Equipment 
(S852.3 million of expons in 1996), Transponation Equipment (S579.7 million), Industrial Machinery and 
Com.puters (S4S3.4 million). Paper Products (S460.7 million), and Chemical Products (S356.8 million). These 
live sectors accounted for 65 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

.Among Alabama's fastest growing manufactured expons (in mullions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Chanoc %

Transporuiion Equipment $350 : S579 7 132%

ERc'.romc 3r,d Electric Equipment 419 1 S52.3 :03

Prper Products 270 7 4o0 7 70

Industrial Machiner.' and Comouters ■S3 5 4SS 4 27

.Alabama is the countp,'’s 29th largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S503 million in agricultural expons 
abroad in F’j' 1996. The two largest expon categories, poultry and cotton and linters, accounted for 75 percent of 
.Alabama's agricultural expons in FY 1996.

Total expons from .Alabama to N.AFT.A countries increased b> 91 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 1996 
(from S910.S million in 1993 to S1.7 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Alabama's largest expon 
market, while .Mexico was .Alabama's third largest expon market. Expons to Canada were up by 9S percent 
jS6S9 million) from S705 9 million in 1993 to SI .4 billion m 1996. .Alabama’s expons to .Mexico were up by 69 
percent (S 1 4 1 miilionl, from S204.S million in 1993 to S345 7 million m 1996.

During 1996, Japan was .Alabama’s second largest expon market. Total expons from .Alabama to Japan were up 
16 percent tS54.2 million), from S346.4 million in 1993 to S400.6 million in 1996.

Total expons from .Alabama to the European Union were up 32 percent (S2 1 1 4 million), from S657 3 million in 
1 993 to SS6S.7 million in 1 996.
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Alaska recorded goods expons totaling SS99.9 niiliion in 1996, down 24 percent (S2S6.2 million) from 1992, 
Doring 1996, .Alaska was the 44th largest state exponer of goods in the U.S.

Os er I 1,000 Alaskan jobs were supponed b> expons during 1996. Alaska's jobs supponed bv goods e.xpons 
declined an estimated 37 percent (6,367 Jobs) since 1992. E.xpon-related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than 
the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Alaska's e.xpons accounted for 49.7 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented 49.3 percent of its total manufacruring employment.

•Alaska's e.xpons of manufactured products were down by II percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S415.8 
million in 1993 to S371.8 million in 1996),

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Alaska's expons were: Paper Products (S85.0 million of 
e.xpons in 1996), Petroleum and Coal Products (S63 3 million), Food Products (S49.5 million), Lumber and 
Wood Products (S4.S 4 million), and Transponaiion Equipment (S32.7 million). These five sectors accounted 
for 3 1 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

Among .Alaska's fastest growing manufacrured expons (in millions) were:

Scclor I')') 3 1996 Change Si

ST 0 S30.S I95”i

Food PlOJuClS ;o.T 5 14-;

Indusirial .Machir.cp. and Conipulcrs 16.S 30.6 81

Pciielcum and Coal Prodnas .'•2 J 63 3 79

.Alaska 15 ihe countiw's smallest agricultural exooning siaie. shipping approximately S400 thousand in 
agricultural expons abroad in FY 1996.

4 oial e.xpons from Alaska lo N.AFT.A counines ir.creaseo b\' S4 percent betxveen 1993 (pre-,N.AFT.A) and 1996 
(irom S I 0“.2 million in 1 993 !o S 1 96 7 million in 1996'). During 1 996. Canada was .Alaska s second largest 
e.xpon market. w:,ile .Vle.xico was .Alaska's 20th largest export markci Expons to Canada were up b>- S3 
perceni (S.SS.6 million), from SI06.5 million in 1993 ;o SI95.1 million in 1996 Alaska's e.xpons to Mexico 
were up b'v 1 17 pereent (S.S75 tliousand). from SO.7 million in 1993 to SI.6 million in 1996

During 1Jaiaan \',as .Alaska's largest e.xpon market. Total e.xpons trom .Alaska to Japan v.ere, however, 
di.nv 11 40 percent (S 1 ‘M miilion), to S2S7.S million in 1996

Toi.i! o.xnons fiom Alaska to the European Lhuon were up 44 percent (,S42 4 million). Irom S9.''.6 million in 
1 *1^93 to S 13S.0 million in 1996.
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Arizona recorded goods e\pons totaling SI0.5 billion ;n 1996, up 93 percent (S5.0 billion) from 1992. Durins 
)96, Arizona was t.he I Sth largest state exponer of goods in the United States.

rizona's jobs supporLed b> goods exports grew an estimated 61 percent (48,720 jobs) since 1992. Export- 
lated jobs pa> 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

1 1991, the latest year available. .Arizona's expons accounted for 23 .0 percent of its manufacturing output and 
ipresented 20 8 percent of its total manufacturing employ ment.

rizona's expons of manufactured products were up by 72 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S5.8 billion 
1 1993 to SlO.l billion in 1996).

he five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Arizona's e.xpons were: Electronic and Electric Equipment 
i5.6 billion of expons in 1996), Industrial Machinery and Computers (SI.2 billion), Transponation Equipment 
il .0 billion). Scientific and Measuring Instruments (S5S4.8 million), and Primary Metals (S468.7 million). These 
ve sectors accounted for S3 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

mong .Arizona's fastest growing manufactured expons (in njillions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change %

Jilccironic and Electric Equipmeni s:.9do.7 S5.6i; 2 91 Vo

Transponaiion Equipment 630.5 1.04 1 9 63

■’nma.p. .Meiali :s3: 46S.7 66

Scieniit'ic and Measurins Insirumenu 594 0 534 8 43

rizona is the country's 32nd largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S426 million in agricultural expons 
'road in FY 1996. The two largest expon categories, conon and Enters and vegetables, accounted for over 
df of .Arizona's agriculniral expons in Fh' 1996

Mai expons from .Arizona to N.AFT.A countries increased bx 32 percent betxveen 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
'96 (from S 1.8 billion in 1993 to S2.8 billion in 1996). During 199o. :Me\ico was .Arizona's larges: expon 
.arket, while Canada was .Ancona's third largest expon market. Expons to Mexico were up by 49 percent 
'.5 33 million), from S 1.1 billion in 1993 to S 1.7 billion in !9'^6 .Arizona's expons to Canada were up by 37 
.•rcent(S401 miilion), from S699 million in 1993 to SI 1 billion m 1996.

tiring 1996, Jaoan was Arizona's second largest expon market. Total expons from .Arizona to Japan were up 
}4 percent (S" imiilion). from S692 million in 1493 to S1.4 billion, m 1996.

Mai expons I'roni .Arizona to me European Union increased 34 percent (SS9I million), from SI.7 biilion in 
>93 to S2.5 billion in 1996.
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Arkansas recorded aoods expons totaling over S2.Z billion in 1996, up 8-1 percent (S 1.0 billion) from 199"’ 
During 1996, Arkansas was the 36th largest state exponer of goods in the United States.

•Arkansas jobs supponed b> goods expons grew an estimated 54 percent (9,5 13 jobs) since 1992. Expon- 
related jobs pay 1 3 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year availaole, Arkansas’ expons accounted for 16.0 percent of its manufacturina output 
and represented 14 7 percent of its total manufacturing emplovment.

.Arkansas' expons ot manufactured products were up by 82 percent betxveen 1993 and 1996 (from SI.2 billion 
in 1993 to S2.1 billion in 1996)

The live largest manufacturing sectors in terms of .Arkansas' expons were: Food Products (S952.3 million of 
expons in 1996), Chemical Products (S237.1 million). Electronic and Electric Equipment (S 1 76.6), Industrial 
.Machinery and Computers (S1 74.1 million). and Transponation Equipment (S1 50.6 million). These five 
sectors accounted for 76 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

.Among .Arkansas fastest growing manufactured expons (in millions) xvere:

Sccior 1993 "1996 Change %

Food ProdiJCli S320 S S932.3 197%

Electronic and Eicclric Equipment 1119 176.6 3S

Chemical Producis I90.-4 " 1 2 5

[ndusirial Machiner.- and Compu'ers 142 3 I'J 1 n

Arkansas is the country’s 1 1th largest agricultural exponing state, shipping SI.7 billion in agricultural eStpons 
abroad or 3'’o of the U.S. total in FY 1996. The four largest expon categories. Rice, Poultry, Soybeans, and 
Cotton and Linters, accounted tor over SO percent of .Arkansas' agricultural expons in Fh' 1996.

Total expons trom .Arkansas to N.AFT.A couiitr'os increased b>' 35 percent bet'xeen 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
1996 (from S5S2.9 million in Ao;, 5734.6 niillior. in 1996). During 1996. Canada was .Arkansas' largest 
export market, while .\lexico v-as .Arkansas' nith largest expon market. Expons to Canada were up bx- 33 
percent (SI65 million), from 5507.2 milhon in 1993 to S672.2 million in 1996. .Arkansas' expons to .Mexico 
were up b>' 49 percent (537 miilioni. i'rom 575.7 miiiion in 1993 10 SI 12.4 million in 1996.

During 1996. Japan was .Arkansas' tl-.ird lareesi exoor. market. I'otal exoons from .Arkansas to Japan xvere up 
14 percent (S 1 a m ill ion'1. from S 1 i J.' million m 199 3 to S 1 30 2 million in 1 996.

1 eMal expons trom .Arkansas to the European Cmon were up 4S percent i.S9 1..-t miilion), trom SI 90.9 million 
m 1993 to S2S2 4 million in 1 99o
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FAST TRACK AND CALIFORNIA

Why is Fast Track so important to California? The areas where California leads the nation in 
exports are precisely the areas where U.S. exports have posted the most important gains in the last 
five years: agriculture, high technology, and entertainment. Fast Track will have a direct positive 
effect in California, in particular, by further opening foreign markets.

Between 1993 and 1996, California exports increased an outstanding 48%, from $67 billion to $99.4 
billion. Nearly 1.3 million jobs in California depend on exports, with 220,000 new jobs related to 
exports since 1992.

Fast Track focuses on three objectives, all of which affect California's economy. First, in the World 
Trade Organization, we need Fast Track to complete negotiations in agriculture and services that 
reduce foreign trade barriers. In Agriculture, California is the nation's largest and most diverse 
exporter. In 1996, California shipped $7.3 billion in agricultural exports, from wine to vegetables to 
rice. The export of services, such as insurance, telecommunications, and engineering, represents 
one of the fastest growing areas of global and California trade.

Second, California is increasingly dependent on Asian markets for export growth. For example, in 
1996, Japan was California’s largest export market. The Administration’s trade agenda in APEC, 
ranging from expansion of the ITA to energy development and environmental services, is critical for 
the continued growth of California companies in the Pacific Rim.

Third, California manufactures more technology and value-added products, such as computers, than 
any other State. With regard to the “free trade agenda,” Fast Track is critical to prevent countries 
such as Japan, Korea, Canada, and the European Union from undercutting California’s natural 
competitiveness in these areas.

No State in the country has benefited more from the Administration’s trade agenda than California. 
The Information Technology Agreement (ITA) and the global telecommunications services 
agreements will have substantial market-opening impact for California companies. Additionally, the 
Administration has led an unprecedented effort to protect the rights of US copyright industries 
overseas, bringing some 25 trade enforcement actions against foreign countries since 1993 to ensure 
the development of legitimate foreign markets for U.S. goods. These industries (film, movies, and 
computer software) now exceed $50 billion in exports annually.

These facts makes California an appropriate forum to talk about trade issues on a national scale 
as well. While California is unquestionably the leader in technology exports, nationally, technology 
exports are up almost 100% since 1990, from $77 billion to $150 billion in 1996.

These arguments should be used in discussions with individual members of Congress to persuade; 
them of the importance of Fast Track to Jobs in their Districts.
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California is ihe country's largest exponing state, recording goods exports totaling S105.6 billion in 1996, up 
-if percent (S32.6 billion) from 1992.

Nearly 1.3 million California jobs ci-ere supported by goods exports during 1996. California's jobs supponed 
b> goods exports grew an estimated 2 1 percent (224,405 jobs) since 1992. Export-related jobs pav 1 3 to 16 
percent higher than the national averaste

In 1991, the latest year available, California's e.xpons accounted for 2 1.3 percent of its manufacturing output 
and represented 20.5 percent of its total manufacturing empioyment.

California's expons of manufactured products were up by 4S percent betxveen 1993 and 1996 (from S67.1 
billion in 1993 to S99.4 billion in 1996).

The live largest manufacturing sectors in te,-ms of California's expons were; Electronic and Electric 
Equipment (S2S.6 billion of expons in 1996), Industrial Machinery and Computers (S27.3 billion), 
Transponation Equipment (S12.0 billion), Scientific and Measuring Instruments (S8.0 billion), and Food 
Products (S5.6 billion). These five sectors accounted for over 77 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

Among California’s fastest growing manufactured expons (iri billioos) were:

Sccior I'WJ 1996 Change %

Eiceuonn; and Elcanc Equipnieni S16: S23.6 76’-o

industrial Machinery and Computers 17 0 2 7 3 60

Scieniil'ic and Measuring Insirunrenu 5.1 s.o w

Chemical Products 2.5 3 5 40

California is the country's largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S7.3 billion in agriculoiral expons 
abroad or 12°o of the U S total m Fh' 1996 Tiie lareest expon categories, vegetables, fnait, and tree nuts, 
accounted for o\er 63 percent oi'Califonua's agricultural expons in F\' 1996.

Total e.xpons from Caiifomia to N.AFT.A countries increased by 52 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
i 406 (iVom S 1 3 3 billion in I to S20.2 biiiion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Califom.ia's second 
la.rgest expon market, while Mexico 'xas California s third largest expon nrarxet E.xpons to Canada were up 
bv 4 9 percent t S3.7 bi il ion), from S7.6 billion in 1993 to SI 1.3 billion in 1996 Cali torn ia s e.xpons to Mexico 
were up by 55 perceiu (S3.2 billion), from S5 “ billion m 1993 to SS.9 billion in 1996.

During 1996, Jaoan 'was California's large.si exoon market. Total e.xpons Irom Calilomia to Japan were up 72 
percent (SS.6 billion), from SI 6 biilion in l^oy (q 520.5 billion in 1996

Total expons t'rom California to liie Euroi.'e.rn Union were up 27 percent (S4.2 billion), Irom Slo.S biiiion in 
I 493 to S20.0 billion in 1946.
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Colorado recorded goods e.xpons tcialing S1Q.7 billion in 1996. up 63 percent (S4.2 billion) from 1992. Durino 
I 996, Colorado was the 1 7ih largest state e.xponer of goods.

Colorado s jobs supponed by goods e.xpons grew an estimated 37 percent (35,287 Jobs) since 1993. E.xpon- 
relatedjobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Colorado's expons accounted for 16.9 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented 18.2 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Colorado s e.xpons ot manufactured products were up bv 6 1 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S6.5 billion in 
1993 to SIO.5 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors m tenns of Colorado's e.xpons were: Industrial Machinery and Computers 
(S6.0 billion of expons m 1996), Electronic and Electric Equipment (S2.1 billion), Scientific and Measuring 
Instruments (S/42.0 million). Food Products (S636.6 million), and Metal Products (S195.7 million). These five 
sectors accounted for 90 percent ot the state's total e.xpons in 1996.

.Among Colorado s fastest growing manufactured e.xpons (in millions) were:

Sector 199J "1996 Ch.nnge %

Fabric3iod Metal Products S?1 6 S195.7 173’-o

Food ProducLs :90 3 636 6 119

Electronic and Filectric Equipfr/cni :.:57 s ; 11:9 63

Industrial Machinery and Comnuters k610 5.973 J 63

Colorado is the countiy-'s 20th largest agricultural c.xponmg state, shipping S 1.1 billion in agricultural e.xpons 
abroad or I .STo of the U.S. total in F3‘ 1996. The largest export categories. Live .Animals and Meat (excluding 
poultry). Wheat, Feed Grains and Elides W Skins, accounted for 79 percent of Colorado's agricultural e.xpons in 
F'.' 1996.

Total e.xpons Irom Colorado to N.AFT.A coun:r:es incre.ased by 21 percent befwcen 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 1996 
(IromSI 4 billion in I 993 to S 1.7 billion in I'i^'^b) During 1 9'.’6. Mexico s', as Colorado's second largest expon 
market, while Canada was Colorado's iTITh largest expon market. Expons to .\lexico were up by 57 percent 
(S -69 million), from S646 9 million m 1 993 to 5 1.0 billion m 1 996. Colorado's e.xpons to Canada \sere down by 
10 percent (574 million), to S6S0.9 million m 199o.

ITuring 1990. Jan.in was Coloraco's largest expon market. T'otai expons from Colorado to Japan were up nearly 
c4 percent (S.--7 3 million), from S 1.1 billion in 1 99.t to 5 1.6 billion m 1996.

Total expons trom Colorado to the European L'mon were up 64 percent (SI.5 billion), I'rom S2.4 billion in 1993 
to S3 9 billion m 1 996
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Connecticut recorded goods expons totaling S14.2 billion in 1996, up 23 percent (S2.7 billion) from 1992 
During 1996, Connecticut wns the 1 3th largest state exponer of goods.

Connecticut's jobs suoponed by goods expons grew an estimated 3 percent (4,968 jobs) since 1992. Expon- 
related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Connecticut's expons accounted for 25.9 percent of its manufacturing output 
and represented 24 2 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Connecticut's expons of manufactured products were up by 24 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S8.7 
billion in 1993 to S10.7 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Connecticut's exports were: Chemical Products (S3.1 
billion of expons in 1996), Transponaiion Equipment (S2.0 billion), Industrial Machinery and Computers 
(S920.1 million). Electronic and Electric Equipment (S8 17.5 million), and Paper Products (S695.1 million). 
These five sectors accounted for over half of the yate's total expons in 1996.

Among Connecticut lastest growing manufactured expons (ip millions) were:

Scclor 1993 1996 Change V„

Food Products S234.6 S4-U 2 S93i

Poiroloum end CojI Produces 3S7.2 5S6 4 5!

CherTi!C3l Products 2.24S.9 5.147.6 40

Paper Producis 506 1 695 1 37

Connecticut is the country s 42nd largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S43 million in aericulnaral 
expons abroad in FY 1996.

Total expons from Connecticut to N.AFT.A countries increased by IS percent between 1993 (ore-N.AFT.A) and 
I 996 (from S2.0 billion in I 9‘i^3 to S2.4 billion in 1 996). During 1 996. Canada was Connecticut's largest 
expon market, while .Mexico was Connecticut's sixth largest expon market. Expons to Canada were up by 10 
percent (SI /4 million) from S1.7 billion in 1993 to S 1.8 billion in 1996. Connecticut’s expons to Mexico 
'.vere up by ;4 percent iS197 million), from S363.6 million in 1^)93 to S560.9 million in 199o.

lOurip.g 1996, Jaoan was Connecticut's second largest expon market. Total expons from Connecticut to Japan 
were up 30 percent {SIS 1 million), from 950.S million in 1993 to S1.2 billion in 1996.

Iota! expons trom Lomnecticut to ihe European Union were uo 2S percent (S795 million), from S2.S billion in 
1993 to S3.6 billion in 1996
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Delaware recorded goods expors totaling S4.S billion in 1996, up I 8 percent (S745 million) from 1992.
During 1996. Delaware was the 2Sth largest state e.xponer of goods.

Delaware s jobs supponed by goods expons declined an estimated I percent (676 Jobs) since 1992. Expon- 
reiated jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national averaae.

In 1991, the latest year available, Delaware's expons accounted for 17.1 percent of its manufacturins output 
and represented 19.9 percent of its total manufacturing emplovment.

Delaware s expons of manufactured products were up by 33 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S3.6 
billion in 1993 to S4.7 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Delaware's expons w'ere: Chemical Products (S3.4 billion 
ofexpons in 1996), Rubber and Miscellaneous Plastics (S407.7 million). Scientific and Measuring Instruments 
(Sj07.1 million). Textile Mill Products (S I 33.6 million), and Industrial Machinery and Computers (SS0.6 
million). These five sectors accounted for 90 percent of the state’s total expons in 1996. The Chemical 
Products sector alone accounted for over 70 percent of Delaware's total expons.

Among Delaware's fastest growing manufactured expons (in milhotw) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change %

Slone. Clay, and Glass Pioducis s:i.s S49 5

Paper Prodiicis 0 ;S 6 136

Primary .Metals :i 3 44 5 109

Chemical Products 3.431 S 3.413 4 40

Delaware is the countn. 's 3Sth largest agricultural exponmg state, shipping S120 million m agricultural 
expons abroad in F3' 1996. Delav.are's largest agriculture expon category, poultrx, accounted for 77 percent 
of Delaware's agricultural expons in FY 19'i^6.

Total expons from Delaware to N.AFT.A countries increased by 25 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
! 996 (from SS4f^.7 m.il 
expon n'.arkei. wiuie \ 
percer.i (S93 million).

ion in 1993 10 SI.1 billion in 1996). During 1 996. Canada \\as Delaware's largest 
exico was Delaware's founli la.-gesi expon market. Expons to Canada were up by 14 
on; S67Q 2 million in l9sC' to S763.2 million in 1996. Deiarvare's expons to Mexico

ere up bv 66 jx’rcent (SI IS m;ilion1, from S I 74.5 miilion in I 993 to S297.1 million in 1 996.

During 1996, Japan wa^ Delaware's third largest expon market. Total expons from Dela\'.are to Japan were 
up epercent (SI 12 miiiion), from S345.S million in |493 ioS-i58.3 million in 1996.

1 oial exports lion; Dela\'.are to the European Lhiion -Aere u(’ 47 percent (S4SS miilion), from 1.0 billion in 
i 993 to S 1 5 billion m 1496
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Florida is the countr.- s eighth largest exporting state, recording goods expons totalina S21.8 billion in 1996 
Lip:! percent (S5.1 billion) from 1992.

Florida s jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 10 percent (23,165 jobs) since 1992. Expon^ 
related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national averace.

In 1991, the latest year available. Florida's expons accounted for 20.0 percent of its manufacturins output and 
represented 1 7.9 percent of its total manutacruring emplov ment.

Florida s expons of manufactured products were up by 35 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S 15.2 billion 
in 1993 to S20.5 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Florida's expons were: Industrial Machinery and 
Computers (S5.3 billion of expons in 1996), Electronic and Electric Equipment (S3.6 billion), Transponation 
Equipment (S2.6 billion). Chemical Products (S2.1 billion), and Scientific and Measurins Instruments (SI.6 
bi llion). These live sectors accounted for nearly 70 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

■Among Florida s fastest grooving manufactured e.xpons (in bUlions) were:

Sector I99J 1996 Change %
InUusiriol Machincrv- ami Corr.puicrs S3.2 S3 3 64".t,

Chemical Produos 1 4 2.1 33

L!^c:ronic and E!cc(nc Equipmont 2. J .Mb 49

Sci^ntilic 3nd Mcasuriruz Insirurnents 1 2 1 6 37

Florida is the country’s 17th larges: agricultural exponing state, shipping SI.2 billion in agriculraral exports 
abroad or 2% of the U.S. total in F'l’ 1996. The largest expon categorv, fruit, accounted for over half of 
Florida’s agricultural expons during FY 1996

Total expons from Florid.a to N.AF'l .A countries decre.ased Lw 7 percent bet'x'een 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 1996 
(Irom S2.8 billion in I9‘|)3 to S2 6 biilion i:i I•^96). During 1^"96, Canada was Florida's second largest expon 
market, while Mexico was Florida's Ffiii largest expon market. Expons to Canada were doun bv 8 percent 
I S 1 4 ^ S million), to S 1.8 billion in 1 co(; Florida's exoons to Mexico were down b> 4 percent (S3S 9 million), 
to SS72.4 million in 1996

During 1996, Japan was Florida's lOth larges: expon market. Total e.xpons I'roir, Florida to Japan were up 59 
IXTCeni (S21a million), Irom S363.2 million in 1993 to S576 6 million in 1996.

Iota! e\[ions Irom Honda to die Ftiroirean Union \>.ere up 4S percent (SI 0 million), from S2 1 billion in 1993 
to S3.2 billion in I 996
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Georg:j recorded goods exports totaling S9.3 billion in 1996, up -40 percent (S2.7 billion) from 1992. During 
1996. Georgia was the 20th largest state expoKer of goods.

Georgia s jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated I 7 percent (16,885) since 1992. Expon-related 
jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Georgia's expons accounted for 15.7 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented 14 8 percent ot its total manufacturing employment.

Georgia's expons ot manutactured products were up by 45 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S6.1 billion 
in 1993 to S8.8 billion in 1996)

The live largest manufacturing sectors m terms of Georgia's expons were: Industrial Machinerv and 
Computers (S 1.4 billion ol expons in 1996), Paper Products (S9S0.3 million). Electronic and Electric 
Equipment (S909.7 million). Food Products (S896.0 million), and Chemical Products (S876.9 million). These 
five sectors accounted for 54 percent of the statc'i total expons in 1996.

.Among Georgia s iastest growing manufactured expons (in millions) were:

S c c 10 r 1993 1996 Change %

Food f’.'cducls S3-44.9 SS%0

Psrer Prodoas .M7 9 9S0.3 S9

Chcmiml Prodoas rOO.9 S'69 75

lndus;r:3i MjchincrrA and Compuiers S70.S 1.3S-1.0 39

Georgia is the country's 16t!i largest a>iricultural exponing state, shipping SI.3 billion in agricultural expons 
abroad or 2"o ot the U S. total in FY 1996. The largest expon categories, poultiyx conon and linters, and 
peanuts, accounted lor 64 percent of Georgia's agricultural expons in FY 1996.

Total expons Item Georgia to N.AFT.A countries i.ncreased b'-' 33 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
1996 (from S2.0 billion in 1993 to S2.7 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Georgia's largest expon 
marlxe:. \wiile Mexico was Georgia's third lareesi expon market. Expons to Canada w.ere up b>' 26 percent 
(S->2.^ million), from SI.7 billion in 1993 to S2.I billion in 1996. Georgia's expons to Mexico were uo by 64 
[X'rcef.t iS232 miiiion), Ironi S360 5 million in 1993 to S592.0 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was Georgia's second larcest expon market. T otal expons from Georgia lo Japan were up 
34 perceni tSl49 million), from S446.I million m Mr); gyp; 4 million in 1996

Toi.’.l exnons from Georgia lo lire Euro[iean Union were up 3-! perceni j54S9 million'), from, S|.4 billion in 
1993 to Si.9 billion in 1996.
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HTAan recorded goods expons totaling S3 I 3.0 million in 1996, up 121 percent (S 1 7 1.2 million) from 1992 
During 1996. Hawaii uas ihe second smallest state exponer of soods.

Hawaii s jobs supported by goods expons grew an estimated 85 percent (1,761 jobs) since 1992. Expon- 
reiaied jobs pay 13 ; j 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Hawaii's expons accounted for 16.3 percent of its manufacturins output and 
represented 14.0 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Hasvaii s expons of manufactured products were up by 45 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from 1S1.6 million 
in 1993 to S262.7 million in 1996)

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Hawaii's expons were: Petroleum and Coal Products (S7 1.8 
million ofexpons in 1996). Food Products (S38 5 million), Transponaiion Equipment (S23.9 million). 
Scientific and Measuring Instruments (S 1 S.2 million), and Chemical Products (S 16.1 million). These five 
sectors accounted for 54 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

■Among Hawaii fastest growing manufactured expons (in millions) were.

Scclor 1993 1996 Change %
Chcniical Produers 54.0 SI6 1 302%

Pciroicuni Coal Products 190 71 S 2 79

l:lcc!;onic and Eic-'tnc LqiMprr.cnl 7 0 1.C7 12.'

Scientific and Measuring industries S 7 I.S 2 109

Hawaii is the country s 39th largest agricultural exponmg state, shipping SI 13 million in agricultural expons 
abroad in FY 1 996. T'ne largest cxpon categorx', fnins. accounted for over half of Hawaii's agricultural 
expons in F'l' 1996.

1ot.t! expons from H.wvan iq N.AFT.A couniries increased b\' 306 percent beixseen I 993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
I 9‘4o (!rom S 19.1 million m 1993 lo S77.5 million in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Hawaii's second 
la.rges: e.xpon market, \<.F,ile Mexico was Hawaii's I9:lt laracsi expon market. Expons to Canada were up by 
el I percent (SaS miihonl. from SIS' million m 1993 lo S76.7 niliion in 1996. Hawaii's expons to Mexico 
x\ere i:p bv 95 perccni (SaS6 thousand), from S40S liioiisand in I 993 to S794 thousand in I 996.

During I 996. Japan '.vas Ha-.vaii's larges: expon market. Total expons from Hav.aii to Japan were up 67 
percent (S67 million), t.'oni S99.S million in 1993 to S166.5 million in l'i^96.

loi.al expons trom H.nsaii to the Furope.in Union \>.ere up I 2 percent (SI I million), from SS.5 million in 
19',).' to S9.5 million in i996.
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Idaho recorded gooos expons io;aling SI.7 billion in 1996, up 35 percent i'S436 million) from 1992. Durin<^ 
1996. Idaho was the 3S:h larges: state e.xponer of soods. ~

Idaho's jobs supponed b;. gooos e.xpons grew an estimated 13 percent (2.33S jobs) since 1992. Expon-related 
jobs pay I 3 to 16 percent higher than the national averase.

!n 1991, the latest vear available. Idaho's exports accounted for 28.8 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented 22.0 percent of its total manufacturing employment. .

Idaho s exports ot manufactured products were up by 30 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from SI.2 billion in 
I 993 to S 1.6 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Idaho’s exports were: Industrial Machinery and Computers 
(S647.S million of expons in 1996), Electronic and Electric Equipment (S445.8 million). Food Products 
(S234.9 million). Chemical Products (S59.4 million) and Lumber and Wood Products (S50.4 million). These 
live sectors accounted for over 85 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

.‘Xmong Idaho’s fastest growing manufactured expons (in miWions) were:

Sector 1996 Change %
Food Products S1J6.3 S034 9 72%

Electronic dhJ Electric Ejuiomcnt 345 5 445.3 29

industriji Machincrs- ar.d Computers s:7 0 64T.S
1 ;

Chemical Products so s 59.4 17

Idaho IS the countrj.' s 22nd largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S901 million in agricultural e.xpons 
abroad in FY 1 996. The largest expon categories, \ egctables and wheat, accounted for 6 I percent of Idaho's 
agriculrural expons in FY 1996

Total expons trom idaiio to N.AFT.A couniries increased b> 4o percent between 1993 (pre-N'.AFT.A) and 1996 
(from S227. / million in 199a to Se31.6 million in 1996). During 1996, Canada w as Idaho's second largest 
expon market, while Mexico was Idaho's lOih larges: expon market. Expons to Canada '.sere up bv 56 
percent (S 1 Go m.illior,). ::om S 1 So.■) million in 1993:oS290.l million in 1996. Idaho's expons to Mexico 
w ere down bv 2 percen: (S7.- 2 million), to S4 1.6 m ill ion m 1996.

During 1946, J.vpan \was Idaho 5 largest expon market. Total expons from Idaho to Japan were up S percent 
tS25 million), from S295.' million m 1943 to S3 18.4 million in 1996.

Total expons from Id.oho to the European Cmon were up 3 percent (SI 1 million), from S3SS 0 million in 1993 
to S399 1 million in 1996.
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niinois recorded goods evpons totaling S3-1 ' billion in 1996, up 65 percent (S13 6 billion) from 1992. Dunns 
'996, Illinois was the fiiVn largest state e.xporer of soods.

Illinois' jobs supponed b> goods e.xpons gre'.^ an estimated 33 percent (I l6.2l7job5) since 1992. E.xpon- 
related jobs pay I 3 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available. Illinois e.xpons accounted for 1 8.0 percent of its manufacturine output and 
represented 1 8.6 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Illinois' e.xpons of manufactured products were up by 53 percent ber.veen 1993 and 1996 (from S20.3 billion 
in 1993 to S31.0 billion in 1996).

The live largest manutacturing sectors in terms of Illinois' expons were: Industrial Machinerv and Computers 
(SS.9 billion of e.xpons in 1996), Electronic and Electric Equipment (S6,9 billion). Chemical Products (S4.5 
billion), Transponation Equipm.ent (S2 5 billion), and Food Products (S1.7 billion). These five sectors 
accounted for 70 percent of the state's total e.xpons in 1996.

■Among Illinois' lastest growing manufactured e.xpons (in billions) were:

Sector I99J 1996 Change Si

Fdccironic and Electric Equipment Sd 0 S6 9 73%

Trnnspon.ition Eq’.iipmcnt 1 7 2 > 50

Indusiriai Machmen. and Computers 6.0 S 9 39

Chemical Products 3 1 4 5 44

Illinois is the country's third largest agricultural exponing state, shipping nearly S4 billion in agricultural 
expons abroad or 6 l°/a of the U S. total in FV 1996. The largest e.xpon categories, feed grains and sovbeans, 
accounted for over 75 percent of Illinois' aericulmral e.xpons in FY 1996.

lota! e.xpons from llli.nois to N.AFT.A countries increased by 36 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 1996 
ilrom S6.9 billion in 1993 to billion in 1996) Dunne 1996, Canada was Illinois' largest e.xpon market, 
while Ale.xico v.as Illinois' third largest e.xpon market. Expons to Canada were up by 37 percent (S2.0 

’''idion'i irom S5.3 billion in l‘.^9' to S3.3 biilion in 1996. Illinois' excons to Mexico \^ere up by 34 percent 
(S.M 6 million), from SI 5 biilion in 1993 to S2 0 biibon in 1996.

During I9'’)6, Japan was Illinois' second lareest exoon market. Total e.xpons from Illinois to Japan were up o7 
percent (SI 1 billion), trom S3.0 billion in 1993 to S3.! billion in 1996.

3'otai ex[?ons from Illinois to lire European Union were up 62 percent (.S3.3 billion), from S5.3 billion in 1993 
to S8.6 billion in I 996.
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Indiana recorded goods expons totaling SI 3.0 billion in 1996, up 55 percent (S4.6 billion) fro,m 1992. During 
1996, Indiana was the 14ih largest state exponer oh 2oods.

Indiana s jobs supponed by gooes expons grew an estimated 30 percent (36,45 1 jobs) since i 992. Expon- 
rclated jobs pay 1 3 to 16 percent higher than the national averacte.

In 1991, the latest year available, Indiana's expons accounted for 18.1 percent of its manufacturins output and 
represented 1 7.8 percent of its total manufacturina emplovment. .

Indiana s expons ot manufactured products were up by 30 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S9.S billion 
in 1993 to SI2 8 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in tenms of Indiana's expons were: Electronic and Electric Equipment 
(S2.7 billion ot expons in 1996), Transponation Equipment (S2.7 billion). Chemical Products (S2.1 billion), 
Industrial Machinery and Computers (S2.0 billion), and Scientific and Measuring Instruments (SO.9 billion). 
These five sectors accounted for 80 percent of the-state's total expons in 1996.

Among Indiana s fastest growing manufactured expons (in brllions) were;

Sector I9')3 19‘)6 Change %
Primary ,Mcijl Industries SO 3 SO 5 102%

hlccironic ,rnd Electric Equipment 1.7 2.7 54

Cliemic.ll Products 1 3 2.1 64

Indusirial Machinery and Compuicrs i.4 2.0 43

Indiana is the country s eighth largest agricultural exponing state, shipping over S2 billion in atjriculrural 
e.xpons abroad or j.4 percent ot the U.S. total in FY 1996. Indiana's largest agriculture expon categories, feed 
grains and soybeans, accounted for over 75 percent of Indiana's agricultural expons in FY 1996.

1 otal exports from Indiana to N.AFT.A countries increased by 1 3 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFTA) and 
1 996 (trom S6.S billion in 199a to SI.1 billion in 1996'). During 1996, Canada was Indiana's larges; expon 
market, v^hile Mexico vvas Indiana s second largest expon market. Expons to Canada were dow.n b\ 10 
[.■'erceiit (S5aa million), to S.''.0 biihon in 1996. Indiana's expons to .Mexico \sere up bv 1 1 7 percent (5 1 5 
billion), from Si 2 billion in 1993 to S2.7 billion in i'^96.

During 1996. Japan was Indiana's third largest excon market Total expons from Indiana to Janan ^^ere up 53 
percent (S270 million). fromS509.1 million in 1993 to S7"S.S million in 1996.

1 otal expons trom Indiana to the European L'nion were up 60 percent (SS5S million), from i 4 billion in 1993 
to S2 3 billion m I 99o.
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Iowa recorded goods expons totaling S3.0 billion in 1996; up 73 percent (SI.3 billion) from 1992. Dunns 
1996, Iowa was the 32nd largest state e.xponer of soods.

Iowa's jobs supponed by goods e.xpons grew an esti,mated 45 percent (1 1.2S6jobs) since 1992. E.xport- 
related jobs pay 1 3 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, low-a's e.xpons accounted for 14.6 percent of its manufacturins output and 
represented 14 9 percent of its total manufacturing emplovment.

Iowa's e.xpons of manufactured products were up by 37 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S2.0 billion in 
1993 to S2.8 billion in 1996).

The tive largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Iowa's e.xpons were: Industrial Machiner.' and Computers 
(S7S / 0 million ol expons in 1996), Food Products (S330.9 million). Electronic and Electric Equipment 
(S312 4 million),Transponation Equipment (S252.6 million), and Scientific and Measuring Instruments 
(S22S.7 million), l hese live sectors accounted for over 64 percent of the state's total e.xpons in 1 996.

Among Iowa s fastest growing manufactured e.xpons (in millions) were:

Scclor l‘J93 1990 Changt %

liidusinal Machiner.' and Computers S-463.4 S:S7.0 7C't'o

rood ProduUi :i9.6 330.9 51

CI-.L-mical P.'odiias 1 i-i J 167.4 46

Seieniific and Meisurine Equipmeni 161 a 22S 7 42

io'.va IS the countrx-'s second largest agricultural e.xponmg state, shipping S4.7 billion in agricultural expons 
abroad or 7.S% of the U.S total in FY 1996. The largest e.xpon categories, feed grains and soybean, 
accounted lor 7o percent ot los'.a's agricultural e.xpons in FY 1996.

1 oral e.xpons from io\^a to N.-\FT.\ countries increased bx 35 percent between 1993 (pre-N.YFTA) and 1996 
(trom S 1.2 billion in 1993 to S 1.6 billion in 1996) Dunns; 1 P'i'o. Canada was Iowa's largest expon market, 
whole Mexico was Iowa's third largest expon market. E.xpons to Canada were up by 33 percent (S353 
miliio.nl Irom S 1 1 billion in 1993 (o SI 4 billion in !'.i>96 Iowa's exports to Mexico xvere up bv 6 I percent 
t.S52 million), from SS4 S million in 19o:- lo SI 36.7 million in 1996

During 1996, .lanan was Iowa's second largest export market. Total expons from Iowa to Japan were up S2 
percent (S74 miilion'i. from S9I.0 million in 1993 to S165.4 million in 1996

lota! exports trom Iowa to ilie European L'nion xxere up 30 percent iS!25 million), from S4 1 1 7 miilion in 
1993 to S536.S million in 1996.
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WO. Kansas u as the 2:tn larges: state exponer of izoods. ~

Kans^- jobs suppa^ed bv 300C5 expons grew an estimated 32 percent (1 5,92 1 lobs) since 199- Expon- 
rclated jobs pay 1 j to 16 percent higher than the national averaae.

In 1991, the Imest year available. Kansas expons accounted for 14.3 percent of its manufactunno output and 
represented la., percent of its total manufacturing employment. - output and

liT.o s'sTJi'oT'Twr"’
The r.ve Ijrses, rajnufacmrin; s«,c,„ i„ ,,™s „f Kansas' e.^jons were Trjnsponjhon Eqummem ISI 0 
b,l i„„ „p„„s 1996.1. Food P,„J„c,3,5933,0 mOhon), Indus.,„l Mnch.nrrs^ and ComppLs (5433 "

™ ion). Chsmical Producls (5:69 2 million), and Peinjieum Products (5212.7 million). These five sectors 
accounted for a4 percent ot the state's total expons in 1996.

Among Kansas' fastest growing manufactured expons (in milrfions) were:

Sccior 1993 1996 Change Vo
Chemical t’roducis

SI2I 1 S269 2 l22°'o

1 rnnsconaiion [iquinment
661 7 I.COI .s 31

Ind(.,sirijl MjchmerN' and Compuiu'r'j 301.3 433 2 dd

Food Products 632.7 93 3 0 37

xc u m^ poultry) and Ked grains, accounted tor 74 percent of Kansas' aaricultural expons in FY 1996

Total e^^ons trom Kansas to NAFTA countries increased hv 96 percent beoxeen 1993 ipre-NAFTAi and 1996 
( rom 6/ ,6.4 million in I99x to SI.a billion m 1996). During 1996, Canada was Kansas' second larsest 
expon mar^et. while ,Mexico was Kansas third largest expon market. Expons to Canada were up bv 40 
percent {S2.-2 million), from SaSO.O million m 1093 to S812 0 million in I096. Kansas' expons to Mexico 
were up b\ 2c2 percent (Sal 4 miilion), from Si 96 a million ;n 1993 to SM i.O million in 1996.

'^■'insas largest expon market Total expons from Kansas to Jaoan were uo aS
percent (S40 1.0 million), from S696.2 million to Si. I billion in 1996.

Totm expons trom Kansas to the European Union were up 4 I pe.'cent (Sl^N million), from S47S 4 mdlion in 
199.' to 5,069.4 million in 1996.



KENTUCKY STATE EXPORTS

KEKiTUCKY GOODS 
Export* to World

3 .

KENTUCKY JOBS 
Supported by Export* To World

Keniuck> recorded goods e.xDons totaling S6.4 billion in 1996, up 50 percent (S2.1 billion) from 1992. Durino 
1996, Kentucky was ihe 24th largest state e.xponer of soods. ^

Keniuckv s jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 26 percent (15,908 jobs) since 1993. Expon- 
relatedjobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national averase.

In 199 I, the latest year available, Kentucky expons accounted for I 7,4 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented 16,6 percent of its total manufacturing e.mployment,.

Kentucky s expons of manufactured products were up by 77 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S3 5 
billion in 1993 to S6,l billion in 1996),

The five largest manutacturing sectors in terms of Kentucky's expons were: Transponation Equipment (S 1,4 
billion ot expons in 1996), Industrial Machinen,- and Computers (S 1,0 billion). Tobacco Manufactures (S874,9 
million). Electronic and Electric Equipment (S576.2 million), and Chemical Products (S346,3 million). These 
live sectors accounted lor 66 percent of the state’s total expons in 1996,

Among Kentucky s fastest growing manufactured expons (itx millions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change %
Indusirial .Xbchincrx .and Comnuiers S37I.9 St.016.-1 l73°/„

Transponation Hquipmcm ■o 1 J27.6 lOS

Chcrnical Products 13 / 136.0 S-t

Food Products 203.1 326.8 61

Kentucky is the country's 2 I si largest agricultural exponing state, shipping over S 1.0 billion in aariculrural 
expons abroad in FY 1996 The largest expon categories, tobacco, and live animals and meat (excluding 
poultp. ), accounted for nearly half of Keniuckx s agricultural cxpons m FY 1996.

lotal expons trom Keniuckv to NAFT.A countries increa.sed by 67 percent between 1993 (pre-NAFT,A) and 
i996 (lroniSI e billion in 1993 to S2.6 billion in 1996) During 1996. Canada was Kentucky's lareest expon 
market, \shile .\Iex;co was Kentucky's founb, largest e.xoon market. Expons to Canada u ire up be 71 
percent (SO 9 billion) from SI.3 billion in 199.'> to S3 3 billion in 1996 Kentucky's e.xiaons to Mexico were up 
by 4 1 percent jSS3 million), from S204.3 miiiioit in K593 to S2S7.2 million m 1996.

Duiing 1996. Japan wtis Kenutckx 's second largest ext.'on imirkei. Total expons from Kentucky to Jaoan were 
up 49 percent (S3SI million), from S7S4.7 million m l'>93 to SI .2 billion in 1996.

Total e.xpons Irom Konuickx to the European Lmion. \'.ere up 82 percent (S52S million), from So^O 7 million 
in I'l'K’ to SI.2 billion in 1996
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?00d5 expons grew an estimaied 13 percent (7,087 jobs) since 199^ Expon-
re-.w. oospe;. to I o percent higher than the national averase.

In 1991, tne latest^year available, Louis.ana-s expons accounted for 19.2 percent of its manufacturing output

ancr-r esen.cc , .■..0 percent ot its total manufacturing employment.

Louisiana s expons ot manufactured products were up by 20 percent between 1993 and 1996 ("from S'* 4 
tiiiion in 1993 to S2.9 billion in 1996).

Ine Iw, larg .-st manufacturing sectors in terms of Louisiana's expons were: Chemical Products (S863 7 
million ot expons in 1996), Industrial Machinery and Computers (S526.7 million). Food Products (S366 ^ 
million), Petroleum and Coal Products (S I 84.6) and Paper Products (S 147.5 million). These five sectors ’ 
accour. . j tor ^2 oercent of the state's total expons in 1996.

.Among Louisiana's fastest growing manufactured expons (in millions) were:

ic, I )r i'r;j 1996 Chanoe "t,
=j

3nd Coal Products 575.1 SIS-I 6 U6’'=

Liccircntc jr.d El'jc::;c Equipment 107.6 I3S 3 39

I InULisu .1 Xlachincr. ;;nd Conipeiets
^ -5

536.7 2-:

Chemical Products 7115 863.7 11 1
Lou!.s:..-.a is the countrx s 2.Mh largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S6S9 million in agricultural 
expons abroad in FY 1996. i he larges: expon categories, cotton and Enters, and rice, accounted for 56 
percent of Louisiana' agricultural expons in FY 1996.

Fma: e.^Dons from Louisiana to N.AFT.A counines increased bv 45 percent ber.veen 1993 (pre-NAFTA) and 
1^96 (trom S5 16.9 million in 1993 to S75 1.0 million in lOs^o) During 1996, Canada was Louisiana's second 
larg^es: expon mark^et, \vhi!e .Mexico was Louisiana's sixth largest export market. Expons to Canada were up 
0. -S -erceni iSl2/ miilionV iron S450.0 million in I 493 to 557:^ 4 million in 1996. Louisiana's expons to 
.Me^. . were up by I 60 percent (S 10" million), from 5o6.9 million in 1993 to S 1 73.6 million in 1996.

Our:.-,g 1996. Japan w,;s Louisiana larges: expon market. Total expons from Louisiana to Jaoan were up 42 
percer: .s331 million), from S7S4.3 million in 1993 to SI 1 billion in 1 996.

lomi e.-.pons Ircm Louisiana to the European Lmion uere ud 52 percent (S34S million), from S669 6 mdlion 
m 1993 to Sl.O biihon m 194o.
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Maine recorded goods exports totaling SI.4 billion m 1996, op 28 percent (S295 million) from 199^ Dunn- 
1996, Maine was the 39th largest state exponer of aoods. “

.Maine s jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 7 percent (1,066 jobs) since 1992. Expon-related 
jobs pay I 3 to 16 percent higher than the national avera-e.

In 1991, the latest year available, Maine exports accounted for 20.9 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented IS. I percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Maine s expons of manufactured products were up by 13 percent betxveen 1993 and 1996 (from 996 7 million 
in 1993 to SI.1 billion in 1996).

1 he five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Maine's expons were' Paper Products (S278.8 million of 
-■.xpons in 1996). Electronic and Electric Equipment (S266.5 million), Lumber and Wood Products (S124.2 
million). Leather Products (SSI.2 million), and Industrial Machinery- and Computers (S81.0 million). These 
:ive sectors accounted for 61 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

.Among .Maine's fastest growing manufactured expons (in millions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change °/-i

Scu.t,[i!il and Mcasunne Insirumanis SU.4 S3S.2 l6.s"-o

Tr^niponjiion Equipment 3J ,s 70 9 106

I’apor Prodiicis loG.3 2CS 8 7J

Industrial Machincrs and Computers 63 7 81 0 27

Maine is the country’s 43rd largest agricultural exponing state, shippine S36 m.illion in a-ricultural expons 
ibroad in FY 1996.

.otal expons trom .\laine to A.AFT.A countries incre.ased fw 29 percent berxveen 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 1996 
from S431.9 million in 19Q3 to S35- 1 million in 1Q96). Dunne 1996, Canada was Maine's largest e.xpon 
:iarr.et, while Mexico was Maine's 16th largest e.xpon market E.xpons to Canada were uo bv 33 percent 
S14 1 million), trom S402.4 million in 1993 to S343.9 million in 1996. Maine's e.xpons to .Vlexico were do\\n 
"> 9 a percent (S 16 m 111 ion), to S I 3.2 m il! ion in 1996.

,')ur:ng i996. Japan was Maine s second largest e.xpon market Total expons from Maine to Japan were up 46 
rerceni (S32 million), from S'O -i million in 1993 lo S102.3 million in W96.

"oml expons from Maine lo the European Union were up 13 percent (S24 million), from 193.8 miilion in 1993 
) S2 1 S 2 million m 1996.
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Mao'land recorded goods excons toioling S3.S billion in .1996, up 27 percent (SO 8 billion^ loon 
During 1996, Mary land uas the 30th largest state e.xpoaer of goods. ^ ''''•

Marrlandj jobs supponeo by goods e.xpons grew an estimated 6 percent (2,704 jobs) since 199- Exnon
relaiedjobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average. « 199_. E.xpoa-

In 1991, the Dtey year available, Maryland's e.xpons accounted for 16.7 percent of its manufacrurino output 
and represented 10.6 percent ot its total manufacturing employment. ' ^

Maryland s e.xpons of manufactured products were up by 29 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S- 6' 
billion in 1993 to S3.3 billion in 1996).

The Eve largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Maryland's e.xpons were: Industrial Machinerv and

ProIT'is No '«<>). Elec„0„,c md Ekc.c Eqmpmen, (5511 9 mdlion). Chemical
Products (S4 1.0 million), Transponation Equipment (S30S. I million), and Scient.Hc and Measurin-^
nstruments (S_7a.6 million). These five sectors accounted for 57 percent of the state's total e.xporJin 1996.

Am oneg Maryland's fastest grohMng manufactured e.xpons (immillions) were;

Sector I99J 1996 Change %
Priming and Publishms

SS0 6 SN7.5 S3ro

Food Producis
138 3 :m..s 35

L'kcRontc and Ldcciric Equipment :.47.4 3119 47

Induslrml Machine,-y and ConiDurcrs
.'10 2 671.3 32

Maryland is the country 's 3 5th largest agricultural exponmg state, shipping S247 million in asr,cultural’ 
expons abroad in FY 1996. The largest expon categories, poultry-, feed grains and sovbeans, accounted for 
hU percent of Mary land's agricultural e.xpons in FV 1996.

1 oral cvxpons Irom Mar-'lano lo NAFTA countries decreased b>' 4 percent between 1993 (Dre-.NAFTA) and 1996 
(Torn S820.4 million in 1993 to S79 1.1 million m I9Q6) During 1996, Canada was Marx land's largest e,xpon 
i.urKct, while Mexico as .^la,'y land s tounh largest expon market. E.xpons to Canada uere down bv 15 percent 
1.5 ICS million), to S610.I million in lOO/,. M.mm lanc s e.xpons to Mexico uere up bv 7S percent (S79 million) 
irom S 101.S million in 1993 to S 1 S0.9 millio.n in 19^6.

Durjng 1990, Japan uas Man land s fiftli largest expon market. Total e.xpons from Mary land to Japan were 
up / percent (SI 1 million), from S167.3 million in 1993 to SI7S.7 million m 1996

1 omi expons Irom .khanlana to t!ie European Union uere ud 30 percent (S367 million), from SS90 0 million 
m 1993 to SI.2 billion in 1996.
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Massachusens recorded goods e\poas totaling S16.5 billion in 1996, up 29 percent (S3 7 billion) from 1992 
During 1996, Massachusens was the I I th largest state exporter of goods.

Over 200 thousand Massachusetts' jobs were supponed by goods exports during 1996. Massachusetts’ Jobs 
supponed by goods expons grew an estimated S percent (14,558 jobs) since 1992. Expon-related jobs pay I3 
to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991. the latest year available, Massachusens' expons accounted for 23.4 percent of its manufacturin'’ 
output and represented 22.7 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

.Massachusens' expons of manufactured products were up by 32 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S 12.1 
billion in 1993 to S15.9 billion in I996).

The live largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Massachusens’ expons were; Industrial Machinery and 
Computers (S4.9 billion ot expons in I996), Electronic and Electric Equipment (S3.4 billion). Scientific and 
Measuring Instruments (S2.6 billion). Chemical Products (SI.I billion), and Fabricated Metal Products (SO.6 
billion). These five sectors accounted for over 75 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

.Among Massachusetts' fastest growing manufactured expons'fin billions) were:

Sector I993 1996 Change %
Oieiiiical Products SO 6 SI 1 ,S3'’'o

Dccironic and EIcciric Equipment -1 1 3 -1 51

Scicfniific and Measuring Equipment ;.o 2.6 35

Indusinol Machinery and Compulcrs 3 9 4.9 26

Massachusetts is the country's 4aih largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S29 million in auricultural 
expons abroad in FY 1996.

l otal expons trom .Alassachusetts to N.AFT.A countries increased by 24 percent betx'.een 1Q93 (pre-N.AFT.A) 
and 1996 (from S.v4 billion in 1993 to $4.2 billion in I 996). During 1996, Canada was Massachusens' largest 
e.xpon market, \^hile Mexico was Massachusetts' 12;h lareest expon market. Expons to Canada were up by 
2o percent (S82 million), trom $3.0 billion in 1993 lo $3.8 billion i:i 1996. Massachusens' ex pons to Mexico 

ere up by percent ($20 million), Irom $393 million in 1 993 to $4 1 4 m.illion in 1 996.

During 1996, Japan uas .Alassadtusens' second largest expon market. Total e.xpons from Massachusetts to 
Japan uere up 60 percent ($654 million), from $1.1 billion in 1993 to $1.8 billion in 1996.

1 otal expons trom Massachusetts to the European Union were up 24 percent ($1.1 billion), from $4.6 billion 
in 1993 to $5.7 billion in 1996.
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Durin_ 1996, Michigan was the tounh largest state exponer of goods.

M.chigDnSjob, s^ppomd by goods e.gpons gresv on esbmo.ed 40 pooceo, (147,833 jobs) s,nce l99o ^ 
.elated jobs pay 1 j to 16 percent higher than the national averase. ’ ^

In 1991, the '^'i^sH'ear available, Michigan's excons accounted for 19.1 percent of its manufacturing output 
and represented 20.4 percent ot its total manufacturing employment. ""

Michigan s expons of manufactured products were up bv 41 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S^9 3 
aillion in 1993 to S41.3 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in tenns of Michigan's expons were: Transponation Equipment (S^6 4 
oillion of expons in 1996), Industrial Machinery and Computers (S4.6 billion). Electronic and Electric 
^quipment (SI.9 billion). Chemical Products (Sl.S billion), and Fabricated Metal Products (SI.4 billion)
These five sectors accounted for 86 percent of the state's total expons in 1996. The transponation sector alone 
accounted for nearly 6j percent of the state’s total expons in 1996.

.Among Michigan's fastest growing manufactured expons (in billions) were:

1 Sector
1993 1996 Ch.ingc %

i Chemical Products Sl.O SI S 71%

1 Scicruific and Meosurins InsRumcnis 0.5 OS 60

Transportaiion Equipment 17.3 26.4
< ■;

j Industrial MachinerN- and Computers 3.0 4.6 51

Michigan IS the country’s I Sth largest agricultural exponing state, shippins S 1.2 billion in auricultural expons 
tbroad or 2 percent of the U.S. total in FY 1996. Michigan’s largest agriculture expon categories, feed grains, 
-0> eans, vegetables and wheat, accounted lor over 70 percent of Michigan’s agricultural e.xpons in FY 1996.

otal e.xpons from Michigan to NAFTA countries increased by 40 percent between 1993 (pre-NAFTA) and 
.996 (from S2I.0 billion in 1993 to S29.3 biiiion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Michigan's lareest 
expon market, while Mexico was Michigan's second largest expon market. E.xpons to Ca.Cda wereNp bv 56 
.-ercent (S8.5 billion), from SI 5.2 billion in 1993 to S23.6 billion in 1996. Michigan’s exoons to Mexico were 
Jown bv 2 percent jSlOO million), from S5.S biilion in 1993 to S5.7 billion in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was Michigan's third largest expon market. Total e.xpons from Michiean to Japan were 
p nearly 68 percent (S747 million), from Sl.l billion in 1993 to SI.9 billion in 1996.

otaj expons trom Michigan to the European Union were up by 33 percent (Sl.l billion), Uom S3.3 billion in 
:993 to S4.4 billion in 1996.
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Minnesota recorded goods expons totaling S14 6 billion in 1996, up 48 percent (S4.7 billion) from 1992. 
During 1996, Minnesota was the 12th largest state exponer of goods,

Minnesota's jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 24 percent (34,292 jobs) since 1992. Ex^on- 
related jobs pay 13 ;o 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Minnesota expons accounted for 16.4 percent of its manufacturins output 
and represented 18.0 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Minnesota's expons of manufactured products were up by 21 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S7.8 
billion in 1993 to S9.4 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Minnesota's exports were: Industrial Machinery and 
Computers (S2.4 billion of expons in 1996), Food Products (SI.9 billion), Scientific and Measuring 
Instruments (S1.5 billion). Electronic and Electric Equipment (S1.2 billion), and Transportation Equipment 
(SO.8 billion). These five sectors accounted for 53 percent of the state’s total expons in 1996.

Among .Minnesota fastest growing manufactured exports (in billions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Ch.inge %
IruJusiri.il .Machinerv and Compuiers SI 8 S2.4 36%

Scienlilk and Measuring Insirumcnis 1 1 1.5 34

Electronic and Electric Equipment 0.9 1.2 25

Transponation Equipment 0.6 08 23

Minnesota is the country’s seventh largest agricultural exporting state, shipping S3.0 billion in agricultural 
exports abroad or 5% of the U.S. total in FY 1996. The largest export categories, feed grains, and soybeans, 
accounted for 63 percent of Minnesota's agricultural exports in FY 1996.

Total exports from .Minnesota to NAFT.A countries increased by 51 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
1996 (from S2.6 billion in 1993 to S3.9 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Minnesota's largest export 
market, while Mexico was Minnesota's fourth largest export market. Exports to Canada were up by 29 
percent (S684 million), trom S2.3 billion in 1993 to S3.0 billion in 1996. Minnesota's exports to Mexico were 
up by 252 percent (S645 million), from S256.3 million in 1993 to S900.9 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was .Minnesota s second largest export market. Total exports from Minnesota to Japan 
were up 23 percent (S200 million), from SS82.4 million in 1993 to Sl.l billion in 1996.

Total exports trom Minnesota to the European Union were up 22 percent (S763 million), from S3.5 billion in 
1993 to S4.3 billion in 1996.



Mississippi STATE EXPORTS
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Exports to World MISSISSIPPI JOBS 
Support.d by Export* To World

T99r\r<“ ““'-"S SU b,M,on m 1996, up 97 p=rcer., (S3J8.5 million, from 1997
Uurin_ 1996, Mississippi was the 40th largest e.xponer of 200ds.

Mississippi's jobs supported by goods expons grew an estimated 14 percent (1,992 jobs) since 199^ Fxnon
relatedjobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average. ' JOOS) since 199_, E.xpon-

!n 1991, the latest year asailable, Mississippi expons accounted for 16.6 percent of its manufactunno output
and represented 1_.9 percent ot Its total manutacruring emplovment. " ^

r:irofrr,?6r“^““ «
I'ZH'J r '-'pons wo„: Elocronic and Ekc.rlc
SZm 15-97 '’’O. Food Piodiicls (5162 5 million), Indusliial Machmeivand
Compulois (Sbs,7 million). Paper PioducB (5125,1 million) and Apparel Pioducis (593,0 million) These 
five sectors accounted for 5j percent ot the state's total expons in 1996.

•Among Mississippi's fastest growing manufactured expons (in millions) were:

Sector
1 y; J 1996 Change %

Food Products
S50 7 SI 62.5 220”/o

Industrial Machinorv' and Computers 93.3 133.7 49

Electronic and Electric Equipment 127.7 170.4 33

Pooer Products Ills 123 1 12

Mississippi IS the country's 24th largest agricultural e.xponmg state, shippins SSI5 million in aancultural

zz: :?M-i;ss"i-'’*i.oi” ZeZo'srp'Zizr'

expon mm^xet while Mexico uas Mississippi's third largest expon market. Expons to Canada were up bv'S 
percentfijj.l million), from S.-9 1.7 million in 1993 to S424.S million in 1996. Mississippi's expons to ' 

exico we,, up y _o9 percent (S69.9 million), from S27.0 million in 1993 to S96.9 million in 1996.

During 1996. Japan was Mississippi's sixth la.rgest expon market. Total expons from Mississippi to Jaoan 
were up j6 percent (S10.4 million), from S29.2 million in 1993 to S39 6 million in 1996.

IToo'-'m S172.1 million
in 199j to i219.0 million in 1996.
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M.ssoun recorded goods exports totaling S7.5 billion in 1996, up 56 percent (S2.7 billion) from 1992. Durin^
1996, Missouri was the 2jrd largest state exponer of soods. ~

Missouri 5 jobs supported by goods expons grew an estimated 31 percent (21,612 jobs) since 1992. Export- 
related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national averase.

In 1991, the latest year available, Missouri expons accounted for 15.! percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented I 5.3 percent of its total manufacturing emplovment.

Missouri s expons of manufactured products were up by 38 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S4.3 billion 
in 1993 to S6.0 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Missouri's exports were: Chemical Products (S1 7 billion of 
exports in 1996). Transportation Equipment (S I. I billion). Industrial Machinery and Computer (S724.8 
million). Electronic and Electric Equipment (S608.9 million), and Food Products (S442.4 million). These 
five sectors accounted for 60 percent of the state's total exports in 1996.

Among Missouri s fastest growing manufactured exports (in pillions) were;

Sector 1593 1996 Change Vo

Transportotion Equipment S550.0 Sl.052.7 91%

Electronic and Electric Et^uipment •r0:.5 60S 9 51

Industrial Mjcliiner\' and Computers 532.1 724 8 36

Chemical Products 1.395.7 1.679.3 20

Missouri IS the country s loth largest agricultural exporting state, shipping SI.3 billion in agricultural exports 
abroad or 2.2% ot the U.S. total in FY 1996. The largest export categories, soybeans and feed srains,
accounted for 57 percent of Missouri's agriculrural exports in FY 1996.

Total exports from Missouri to NAFTA countries increased by 36 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
1996 (mom SI.9 billion in 1993 to S2.6 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Missouri's largest export 
market, while Mexico uas Missouri's second largest export market. Exports to Canada were up by 7 percent 
(.S94.9 mi,bon), from S 1.4 billion in 1993 to S 1.5 billion in 1996 Missouri's exports to Mexico \\ere up bv 
106 perce.nt (S610.S million), from S576 7 million in 1993 to SI.2 billion in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was Missouri s tifth largest export market. Total exports from Missouri to Japan were up 
j percent (S9.2 million), trom S276.2 million in 1993 to S2S5.4 million in 1996.

Total expons Irom Missouri to the European L'nion were up 92 percent (S939 million), from 1.0 billion in 
1993 to S2.0 billion in 1996
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Montana recorded goods exports totaling S35S.0 million in 1996, ud 52 percent (SP^ 0 millmni frrtr. looo
Doring 1996. Montana was the 48th largest state exponer of goods.' ^.ILon) from 1992.

Montana's jobs supported by goods expons grew an estimated 27 percent 1929 jobs) since 199- Expon- 
.'elatedjoDS pay 1 j to 16 percent higher than the national average. ’’ ^

accounted for 15.1 percent of its manufacturing output and 
...esented 14.1 percent ot its total manufacruring employment..

Montana's expons of manufactured products were up by 37 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S199 4 
million in 1993 to S272.9 million in 1996). urom iiyy.4

Tne tive brgest manufacturing sectors in terms of Montana's expons were: Primary Metal Industries (S98 5 
m, ion of expons in 996), Industrial Machinery and Computers (S73.3 million), Chemical Products (S17 1 
million). Misc. Manufacturing Industries (S14.6 million) and Lumber and Wood Products (S14 - million) ' 
These Hve sectors accounted for 61 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

Among Montana's fastest growing manufactured expons (in millions) were;

Sector 1993 1996 Change %
Eitfcironic and Electric Equipment S2.7 S7.5

1 'Sti
Scientil'ic ar.d .Measuring Insirumcnis

5 5 1 1.4 107

Primary .Xlctais 49.3 9S.5 1 i;o
Industrial .Machi^er^ and Computers | 46.6 73 3 57

exports in r Y 1996. ~

19,6 (from M67N million in 199j to S221.0 million in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Montana's largest 
.xpon market, while Mexico was Montana s second largest expon market. Expons to Canada were up“bv 5 
per..nt(8S._ million), from Moa.9 million in I993 toSI74.1 million in 1996. Montana's excons to Mexico 
were up over _,-.00 percent (S4e.l million), from Si.8 million in 1993 to S46.9 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was Montana's founh largest expon market. Total expons from Montana to Jaoan were 
up i M percent (SI 1.4 million), from SIO.O million in 1993 to S2 1.4 million in 1996.

mo"' 'he European Union were up 28 percent (SI8.3 million), from S65.1 million in
199j to SSj.j million in 1996.
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Nebraska recorded goods expons totaling S2.6 billion in 1996. up 54 percent (S900.3 million) from 1992. 
During 1996, Nebraska was the 35th largest state e.xponer of soods.

Nebraska s jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 29 percent (7,028 jobs) since 1992. Expon- 
relaied jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national averaite.

In 1991, the latest year available, Nebraska expons accounted for 13.1 percent of its manufacturins output and 
represented I 3.7 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Nebraska's expons of manufactured products were up by 28 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from SI.8 
billion in 1993 to S2.3 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Nebraska’s expons were; Food Products (Si.5 billion of 
expons in 1996), Industrial Machinery and Computers (S206.1 mnllion), Transponation Equipment (S137.0 
million), Electronic and Electric Equipment (S135 0 million), and Leather Products (S8 1.2 million).' These 
five sectors accounted for 79 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

Among Nebraska fastest growing manufactured expons (in millions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change %
ImJusirul .Mochinerv and Computers S132.2 S206 1 568S

Electronic and Electric Equipment 91.0 155 0 4.8

Leather Products 5 5 8 81.2 ■46

Food Products 1.144.0 1.4-8.5 29

Nebraska is the country’s fifth largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S3.5 billion in agricultural e.xpons 
abroad or 5.9To of the U.S. total in FY 1996. The largest e.xpon categories, feed grains and live animals and 
meat (excluding poultry), accounted for over 60 percent of Nebraska's agricultural expons in FY 1996.

Total e.xpons from Nebraska to N.AFT.A countries increased by 42 percent betxveen 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
1996 (from S449.6 million in 1993 to S640.4 million m 1996)’ During 1996, Canada was Nebraska's second 
largest e.xpon market, while Mexico was Nebraska's third largest expon market. E.xpons to Canada were up 
by 21 percent (SSO 3 million), from S385 1 million in 1993 to S465.4 million in 1996. Nebraska's expons to 
Mexico were up by 171 percent (SI 10 5 million), from S64.5 million in 1993 to S175.0 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan \vas Nebraska s largest e.xpon market. Total e.xpons from Nebraska to Japan were up 21 
percent (S192.9 million), from S939.6 million in 1993 to Sl.l billion in 1996.

Total expons trom Nebraska to the European Union were up 1 8 percent (S3S.2 million), from S209.2 million 
in 1993 to S247.4 million in 1996.

Snmrr'x S 7i4 is--'.' -i>
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Nevada recorded goods expons totaling S762.4 m.ll.on m 1996, up 67 percent (S306.0 million) from 199^ 
During 1996, Nevada was the 45th largest state exponer of soods.

Nevada s jobs supponed b> goods exports grew an estimated 40 percent (2,685 jobs) since 1992. Export-
related Jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Nevada e.xpons accounted for 15.6 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented 15.2 percent ot its total manufacturintt emplovment.

Nevada s e.xpons of manufactured products were up by 29 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S540 6 
million in 1993 to 5698.3 million in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Nevada’s e.xpons were: Miscellaneous Manufacturina 
Industries (5186.8 million ot e.xpons in 1996), Electronic and Electric Equipment (5106.0 million). Industrial 
.Machinery and Computers (S100.1 million). Scientific and Measuring Instruments (574.6 million) and 
Transponation Equipment (S63.3 million). These five sectors accounted for nearly 70 percent of the state's 
total e.xpons in 1996.

Among Nevada's fastest growing manufactured e.xpons (in millionsTwere:

Sector r;93 1996 Ch.injc %
Tronsponoiion Equipment S20 1 S63.3 2! 4%

Miscellaneous Manufacturing Industries 71 7 136.S 161

Electronic and Elecinc Equipment -19 9 106.0 112

Industrial Machincr\’ and Computers 62.4 100 I 60

Nevada is the country’s 46th largest agricultural exponinu state, shippins 59.S million in agricultural expons 
abroad in FY 1996.

Total expons from Nevada to N.AFT.A countries increased by 93 percent between 1993 (pre-NAFT.A) and 
1996 (from 5161.7 million in 199a to S3 1 1.5 million in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Nevada’s largest 
expon market, while Mexico was Nevada's 15th largest expon market. E.xpons to Canada were up bv 104 
percent (S1 Oa.9 million), from S 148,0 million in 1993 to S30 1.9 million in 1996. Nevada's expons to Mexico 
were down b\- 30 percent (S4.2 million), to S9.6 million in 1996.

During 1996. Japan was Nevada s second largest expon market. Total e.xpons from Nevada to Japan were up 
189 percent (S54.1 million), from S28 6 million in 1993 to 582.7 million in 1996.

Total e.xpons from Nevada to the European Union were up 62 percent (S46.4 million), from 574.6 million in 
I 993 to S 12 1.0 million in 1996
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V •" “P « P=f«"t (S766 million) from 199’
During 1996. New Hampshire was the j/tn largest state exponer of goods.

New Hampshire's jobs supported by goods expons grew an estimated 41 percent (6,708 jobs) since 1992.' 
E.xpoa-related Jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available. New Hampshire expons accounted for 22.1 percent of its manufacturing 
output and represented 2 1.2 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

New Hampshire s expons of manufactured products were up bv 48 percent benveen 1993 and 1996 ffrom SI ">
billion in 1993 to SI.8 million in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of New Hampshire's expons were; Industrial Machinery and 
Computers (S586.j million of expons in 1996), Electronic and Electric Equipment (S275.0 million), Leather 
and Leather Products (S181.I million), Transponation Equipment (S164.8 million), and ScientiEc and
Measuring Instruments (S 142.4 million). These five sectors accounted for over 71 percent of the state’s total 
expons in 1996.

Among New Hampshire’s fastest growing manufactured expons (irrmillions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change “/o

Transportation Equipment S52.9 SI6J S 212't,

Lcjihcr Producis 6S.8 ISM 163

Electronic and Elcclric Equipnieni 130 7 275 0 111

Scieniilic and Measurins Instruments 105.9 142.4 34

New Hampshire is the country 's 49th largest agricultural exponing state, shiopins S900 thousand in
agricultural expons abroad in FY 1996.

Total expons from New Hampshire to N.AFT.A countries increased bv 49 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) 
and 1996 (from S50S.2 million in 1993 to S757 3 million in 1996). During 1996, Canada was New 
Hampshire s largesi expon market, while Mexico was New Hampshire's 6th largest expon market. Expons 
to Canada were up by 48 percent (S222.2 million) from S467.3 million in 1993 to S6S9.0 million in 1996.
New Hampshire s expons to Mexico were up by 66 percent (S26.9 million), from S40.S million in 1993 to 
S6/.7 million in 1996.

Dur.ng 1996, Japan was New' Hampshire s tifth largest expon market. Total expons from New Hampshire to 
Japan were up 4 I percent (S25.0 million), from S60N million in 1993 to SS5.3 million in 1996

Total expons.from New Hampshire to the European Union were up 62 percent (S204.1 million), from S329.S 
million in 1993 to S533.S million in 1996.
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New Jeisey recorded goods expons totaling S20.0 billion in 1996, up 29 percent (S4.5 billion) from 1992. 
During 1996, New Jersey was the ninth largest state exponer of stoods.

New Jersey s jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 8 percent (18,264 jobs) since 1992. Export- 
related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available. New Jersey's expons accounted for 15.2 percent of its manufacturimj output 
and represented 17.3 percent of its total manufacturing emplovment.

New Jersey s exports of manutacrured products were up by 27 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S14.8 
billion in 1993 to S18.8 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of New Jersey’s exports were: Chemical Products (S5.2 billion 
of exports in 1996). Electronic and Electric Equipment (S2.8 billion), Industrial Machinery and Computers 
(S2.0 billion). Transportation Equipment (SI.7 billion), and Scientific and Measurintr Instruments (SI.5 
billion). These five sectors accounted for 66 percent of the state's total exports in 19'96.

Among New Jersey’s fastest growing manufactured exports (in billions) w'ere:

Sector 199J 1996 Change %
Transportation Eguipnicnt SI 2 SI.7 JS’s

Chemical Products 3 S 5 2 3"

Food Products 1 0 1.2
1 -

Electronic and Electric Instruments 2.3 2 S 19

New Jersey is the country’s 37th largest agricultural exporting state, shipping S142 million in agricultural 
exports abroad in FY 1996. New Jersey’s largest agriculture export category, miscellaneous products (mainlv 
confectionery, nursery and greenhouse, essential oils, beverages, and other miscellaneous animal and 
'.egetable products), accounted tor 65 percent ot Ncnv Jersey’s agricultural exports in FY 1996.

Total exports from New Jersey to N.AFT.A countries increased by 21 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
1 996 (from S3.6 billion in 199.- to S4.4 billion :n 1996). During 1996, Canada was New Jersey's largest 
export market, while Mexico was New Jersey’s eighth largest export market. Exports to Canada were up by 

percent (S886 million), from S2..S billion in 1993 to S3.6 billion in 1996. New Jersey’s exportis to Mexico 
were down by 14 percent (S121 million), to S737 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was New Jersey’s second largest export market. Total exports from New Jersey to Japan 
were up 39 percent (S458 million), from SI.2 bulion in 1993 to SI.6 billion in 1996.

Total exports from New Jersey to the European Union were up 1 5 percent (S639 million), from S4.2 billion in 
1993 to S4.8 billion in 1996.
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New Mexico recorded goods expons totaling S935 ! million in 1996, up 252 percent (S669.5 miilion) from 
199_ During 1996, New Mexico was the 43th largest state exponer of soods.

New Mexico's jobs supponed by goods exports grew an estimated 194 percent (7,579 jobs) since 1992, 
Expon-related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national averaae.

In 1991, the latest year available. New Mexico expons accounted for 20.7 percent of its manufacturins output 
and represented 14.5 percent ot its total manufacturing emplovment.

New .Mexico's expons of manufactured products were up by 1,131 percent betxveen 1993 and 1996 (from 
S393.8 million in 1993 to 5908.9 million in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of New Mexico's expons were: Electronic and Electric 
Equipment (S696 8 million of expons in 1996), Petroleum and Coal Products (554,2 million), Industrial 
Machinery and Computers (542.1 million), Scientific and Measuring Instruments (530.5 million), and 
Chemical Products (528.3 million). These five sectors accounted for over 91 percent of the state’s total 
expons in 1996.

Among New Mexico's fastest growing manufactured expons (in millions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change %
Te.xiile ProCucLs SO 3 $-1.4 1.163%

Elc,;tronic ar.a Elc’^lric Equipmeni 129.3 696 8 4 39

Transponauon Equipmeni 1 1 6 30.,s 163

Scieniific and Measuring Instruments 19.0 28.3 49

New Mexico is the country’s 40th largest agricultural exponing state, shipping 575 million in asriculrural 
expons abroad in FY 1996.

Toial expons from New Mexico to NAFTA countries decreased by 5 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFTA) and 
1996 (from 5165.2 million in 1993 to 5 156.4 million in 1996). During 1996, Mexico was New Mexico's third 
largest expon market, while Canada was New .Mexico's fifth largest expon market. Expons to Mexico were 
do'.vn b\ 6 percent (56 7 million), to S 101.8 million in 1996. New Mexico's expons to Canada were down by 
4 percent fS: 1 million), to 554.6 million in 19^6.

During 1996, Japan was New Mexico's seventh largest expon market. Total expons from New Mexico to 
Japan were up 28 percent (SIO.l million), from 536.0 billion in 1993 to 546.0 million in 1996.

Total expons from New Mexico the European Union were up 32 percent (525.4 million), from 579.4 million 
in 1993 to 5104.8 million in 1996.
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New York recorded goods expor.5 totaling S49.3 billion in 1996, up 1 3 percent (S7.5 billion) from 1992. Dunna 
1996, New York \^as the third largest state e.xponer of goods.

New York's jobs supported by goods e.xpons declined an estimated I percent (3,202 jobs) since 1992. E.xport- 
relatedjobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1 991, the latest year aval lab I e. New ork exports accounted for 1 3.6 percent of its manufacturins output and 
represented 1 8.0 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

New York's exports of manufactured products were up by 1 1 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S38.5 billion 
in 1993 to S42.8 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of New York's e.xpons were: Primary Metal Industries (S6.7 
billion ot expons in 1996), Industrial .Machinery and Computers (S6.3 billion). Scientific and Measuring 
Instruments (S4.5 billion), Transponation Equipment (S4.5 billion), and Electronic and Electric Equipment (S3.8 
billion). These five sectors accounted for over half of the state's total e.xpons in 1995.

.Among New York's fastest growing manufactured e.xpons (in billions) were:

Sector 199J 1996 Chjn>,;e %
Paper Products SI.3 SI.7 Jd't'o

Scieniillc and Measuring Insirumcnis 5 a a a 3I

Industrial .Machinerr and Compuiers 5 0 6 3 25

Elecironic and Electric Eauioment 3 2 3 3 IS

New York is the country's 33rd largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S396 million in agricultural e.xpons 
abroad in F\ 1996. The largest expon categories, feed grain, miscellaneous products (mainly confectionery, 
nursery and greenhouse, essential oils, beverages, and other miscellaneous animal and vegetable products), 
vegetables and fruits, accounted for 76 percent of New 'I'ork's agricultural e.xpons in FY 1996.

Total e.xpons from New York to N.AFT.A countries increased by 32 percent between 1993 (pre-N'.AFT.A) and 
1996 (from S8.4 billion m 199.' to SI 1.1 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was New Y'ork's largest expon 
market, while .Mexico was New Y ork's ninth largest expon market. E.xpons to Canada were ;:p by 36 percent 
(S2.C billion), from S7 1 billion in 1993 to S9.6 billion in 1996. New Y'ork's e.xpons to Mexico were up bv 10 
percent (SI 26 million), from SI 3 billion in 1992 to SI .5 billion in 1996.

During 1996. Japan was New Y ork's second largest expon market. Total e.xpons from New York to Japan were 
up 21 percent (Sl.O billion), from S4.7 billion in 1993 to S5.7 billion in 1996.

Total e.xpons trom New Y'ork to the European Union were down 9 percent (S1.0 billion), to S 1 1.1 billion in I 996.
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Nonh Carolina's jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 29 percent (34,619 jobs) since 1992. 
Expon-related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available. Nonh Carolina expons accounted for 17.5 percent of its manufacturin'^ 
output and represented I 5.2 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Nonh Carolina s expons of manufactured products were up by 50 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S7 8 
billion in 1993 to SI 1.8 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Nonh Carolina expons were: Industrial Machinery and 
Computers (S2.2 billion of expons in 1996), Chemical Products (S1.7 billion). Electronic and Electric 
Equipment (S 1.5 billion). Apparel Products (S1.3 billion), and Textile Mill Products (S1.1 billion). These five 
sectors accounted for 62 percent of the state’s total expons in 1996.

Among Nonh Carolina s fastest growing manufactured expons (in billions) were:

Sector I'jyj 1996 Change %
.-\pparcl Products . so 6 1.3 112%

Indusmal .Mochmci^' a.id Computers 1 2 2 2 77

Chemical Products 1.1 1 7 6-1

Textile Mill Products 0 7 11 61

Nonh Carolina is the country's 13th largest agricultural exponing state, shipping SI.4 billion in agricultural 
expons abroad or 2.4°/o of the US. total in FY 1996 The largest expon categories, tobacco and poultry, 
accounted for 61 percent of Nonh Carolina's agricultural expons in FY 1996^

Total expons from Nonh Carolina to N.AFTA countries increased by 67 percent between 1993 (pre-NAFTA) 
and 1996 (tVom S3.0 billion in 1993 to S5.0 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Nonh Carolina's 
largest expon market, while Mexico was Nonh Carolina's second largest expon market. Expons to Canada 
were up bv ^3 percent (Si.4 biilion). from S2.6 billion m 1993 to S3.9 billion in 1996. Nonh Carolina's 
expons to Mexico were up b> 15S percent (S629.0 million), from S39S million in 1993 to Sl .O biilion in 1996.

During 1996. Japan was Nonh Carolina's third largest expon market. Total expons from Nonh Carolina to 
Japan were up 15 percent (SI 13.6 million), from S742.9 million in 1993 to SS56 5 million in 1996.

Total expons trom Nonh Carolina to the European Union were up 36 percent (S7 1 7 million), from S2.0 billion 
in 1993 to S2 7 billion in 1996.
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North Dakota recorded goods exports totaling S631 9 million in 1996, up an estimated 76 percent (S273 7 
million) from 1992. During 1996, North Dakota was the 46th largest state exporter of soods.

North Dakota sjobs supported by goods exports grew an estimated 47 percent (2,498 jobs) since 1992. 
Export-related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available. North Dakota exports accounted for 14.4 percent of its manufacturing output 
and represented 12.2 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

North Dakota s exports of manufactured products were up by 49 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S348.0 
million in 1993 to S5 17.9 million in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of North Dakota’s exports \vere: Industrial ,Machinery and 
Computers (S266.7 million of exports in 1996), Transportation Equipment (SI 16.2 million). Food Products 
(S/8.7 million). Chemical Products (S16.6 million), and Electronic and Electric Equipment (SIO.O million). 
These five sectors accounted for 77 percent of the state's total exports in 1996.

.•\mong North Dakota s fastest gro\ving manufactured exports (in millions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change Vo

Food Producis s:-t.2 S78 7 22.'=;,

Chemical Producis 10.7 15 6

Transponation Equipmem 30 0 1 16 2 -i5

Industrial .Machinery and Computers 137 0 266.7 -13

North Dakota is the country ’s 10th largest agricultural exporting state, shipping SI.7 billion in aariculrural 
exports abroad or 2.9% of the U.S. total in FY 1996. The largest export category', wheat, accounted for 68 
percent of North Dakota’s agricultural exports in FY 1996.

Total exports from North Dakota to N.-\FT.A countries increased by 45 percent betx'.een 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) 
and 1996 (from S30 1.1 million in 1993 to S435.2 million in 1996). During 1996, Canada was North Dakota's 
largest export market, while Mexico was North Dakota's fourth largest export market. Exports to Canada 
were up by 42 percent (S123.8 million), from S29S.1 million in 1993 to S42 1.9 million in 1996. North 
Dakota s exports to Mexico were up by 340 percent (SI0.3 million), from S3.0 million in 1993 to S13.3 
million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was North Dakota iOth largest export market. Total exports from North Dakota to Japan 
were up 25 percent (SI.3 million), from S4.9 million in 1993 to S6.2 million in 1996.

Total exports from North Dakota the European Union were up 41 percent (S39.2 million), from S95.7 million 
in 1993 to S 134.9 million in 1996.
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Ohio recorded goods exports totaling S24.6 billion in 1996, up 42 percent (S7.3 billion) from 1992. Dunns 
1996, Ohio was the seventh largest state exponer of aoods.

Ohio's jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 19 percent (48.258 jobs) since 1992. Expon-related 
jobs pay 1 3 to 16 percent higher than the national averase.

In 1991, the latest year available, Ohio expons accounted for 20.5 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented 20.0 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Ohio's expons of manufactured products were up bv 25 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from SI 8 7 billion in 
1993 to S23.5 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in tenns of Ohio’s expons were: Transponation Equipment (S5.7 
billion of expons in 1996), Industrial Machinery and Computers (S5.3 billion). Chemical Products (S3.2 
billion). Electronic and Electric Equipment (S2.0 billion), and Metal Products (SI.4 billion). These five 
sectors accounted tor over 7 1 percent of the state’s total expons in 1996.

.Among Ohio's fastest growing manufactured expons (in billions) were:

Sector I99J 1996 Change %
Primarv' Metals SO 7 Sl.O 52’S

FabricaicJ Mctnl Producis 0.9 1.4 d:

Industrial Mnchinerv' and Computers 4.0 5 3 3d

Chemical Products 2 4 3.2 34

Ohio is the country s 12th largest agricultural exponing state, shipping SI.6 billion in agricultural expons 
abroad or 2.1% of the U.S. total in FY 1996. The largest expon categories, soybeans and feed grains, 
accounted for 68 percent of Ohio's agricultural expons in FY 1996.

total expons from Ohio to N.AFT.A countries increased by 22 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 1996 
(Irom S9.7 billion in 1993 to SI 1.8 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Ohio's largest expon market, 
while Mexico was Ohio s second largest expon market. Expons to Canada were up bx' 19 percent (S 1.7 
oillion) from SS.6 billion in 1993 to S10.3 billion in 1996. Ohio's expons to Mexico were up bv 45 percent 
(S462 million), from Sl.O biliion in 1993 to SI.5 billion in 1996.

During 1 996, Japan was Ohio s iounh largest expon market. Total expons from Ohio to Japan were up 46 
percent(S4l6 million), from S902.9 million in 1993 toSl.3 billion in 1996.

Total expons trom Ohio to the European Union were up 16 percent (S703 million), from $4.5 billion in 1993 
to S5.2 billion in 1996.
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Oklahoma recorded goods expons toialing S2.8 billion in 1996, down 5 percent (S151 million) from 1992. 
During 1996. Oklanoma was the 33rd largest state exporter of goods.

Nearly j4 thousand Oklahomajobs were supponed by goods expons during 1996. However, Oklahoma’s jobs 
supponed by goods expons declined an estimated 21 percent (S.S32 jobs) since 1992. E.xpon-related jobs pav 
13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest ;.ear available, Oklahoma's expons accounted for 14.9 percent of its manufacturing output 
and represented 16 0 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Oklahoma's expons of manufactured products were up by 13 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S2.2 
billion in 1993 to S2.5 billion in 1996)

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Oklahoma's expons were: Industrial Machinery and 
Computers (S887 million of expons in 1996), Chemical Products (S326 million). Transportation Equipment 
(S253 million). Electronic and Electric Equipment ($224 million), and Fabricated Metal Products (S206 
million). These five sectors accounted for 69 percent of the state’s total exports in 1996.

Among Oklahoma s fastest growing manufactured exports (irl millions) were:

Stctor 1993 1996 Change fi
Chemical Products SM5.5 S326.1 124»i

Primary .Metal Industries S3 3 107 4 29

Fabricated .Metal Products 160.2 205.9 29

Scientific and .Measuring Instruments 101.4 124.S 23

Oklahoma is the country’s 3 I th largest agricultural exporting state, shipping S475 million in agricultural 
exports abroad in FV 1996. Oklahoma’s largest agriculture export category, wheat, accounted for 65 percent 
ot Oklahoma’s agricultural exports in FY 1996.

Total expons from Oklahoma to N.AFT.A countries increased by 14 percent between 1993 (pre-NAFT.A) and 
1996 (from S724 million in 1993 to SS24 million in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Oklahoma’s largest 
export market, while Mexico uas Oklahoma's third largest export market. Expons to Canada were up bx' 14 
percent (S77 millioni. from So04 million in 1993 to S63 1 million in 1996. Oklahoma’s exports to Mexico 
were up by 13 percent(S22 million), from SI70 million in 1993 to S192 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan \xas Oklahoma’s second largest export market. Total exports from Oklahoma to Japan 
were up 66 percent (SS2 million), from S123 million in 1993 to S205 million in 1996.

Total exports from Oklahoma to the European Union were up 10 percent (S47 million), from S47S million in 
1993 to S525 million in 1996.
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Oregon recorded goods expons totaling S9.1 billion in 1996. up 45 percent fS2.8 billion) from 199^ Durin- 
1996, Oregon was the 22nd largest state exponer of goods.

Oregon s Jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 22 percent (19.630 jobs) since 199'’ Export- 
related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Oregon exports accounted for 23.1 percent of its manufacturina output and 
represented 20.9 percent of its total manufacturing emplovment.

Oregon s exports of manufactured products were up by 30 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S4.2 billion 
in 1993 to S5.5 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Oregon’s exports were: Electronic and Electric Equipment 
(S1.7 billion of exports in 1996), Industrial Machinery' and Computers (SI.4 billion). Lumber and Wood 
Products (S563.2 million). Transportation Equipment (S477.7 million), and Paper Products (S309.8). These 
live sectors accounted for 49 percent of the state's total exports in 1996.

Among Oregon fastest growing manufactured exports (in millions) were;

Sector 199J 1996 Change %
Paper Products SI 15 9 S309.8 167%

Electronic and Electric Equipment 664.0 1.700 0 156

Industrial Machiner>- a,nd Computers I.0S4 2 I.4I2.S 30

Transponation Equipment 390.9 477.7 22

Oregon IS the country’s 26th largest agricultural exporting state, shipping S686 million in agricultural exports 
abroad in FY 1996. The largest export categories, wheat and veaetables, accounted for 57 percent of Ore<’on’s 
agricultural exports in FY 1996. '

Total exports from Oregon to NAFT.A countries increased by 3 percent betxveen 1993 (pre-NAFT.A) and 1996 
(from S1.10 billion in I99j to S 1.1 j billion in 1996). During 1996 Canada was Oregon's third larsest export 
rnatNet, while Mexico was Oregon s 22nd largest export market. Exports to Canada were uo by 9 percent 
(S90.4 million), trom S98o.9 million in 1993 to S 1.1 billion in 1996. Oregon’s exports to Mexico were down 
by 52 percent (S59 million), to S55.0 million in 1996.

During 1996. Japan was Oregon's largest export market. Total exports from Oreson to Japan were up 19 
percent (S246 million), from SI.3 billion in 1993 to SI.6 billion in 1996.

Total exports trom Oregon to the European Union were down 1 1 percent (SI28.8 million), from Sl.l billion in 
1993 to S1.0 billion in 1996.
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Pennsylvania recorded goods expons totaling SI 8.9 billion in 1996, up 28 percent (S4.1 billion) from 1992. 
During 1996, Pennsylvania was the 10th largest state exponer of goods,

Pennsylvania sjobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 7 percent (15,059 jobs) since 1993. 
Expon-related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Pennsylvania's expons accounted for 16.8 percent of its manufacturing 
output and represented 17.7 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Pennsylvania’s expons of manufactured products were up by 30 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S13.6 
billion in 1993 to S17.8 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Pennsylvania’s expons were: Chemical Products (S3.6 
billion of expons in 1996), Industrial Machinery and Computers (S3.4 billion). Electronic and Electric 
Equipment (S2.6 billion), Primary Metal Industries (SI.6 billion), and Transponation Equipment (SI.2 billion). 
These five sectors accounted for 66 percent of the state’s total expons in 1996.

•Among Pennsylvania’s fastest growing manufactured expon.s (in billions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change %

Primary .Mclal Industries SI 0 SI.6 66’o

Chemical Products 2 6 3.5 36

Industrial .Machinery and Comcuiers 2.5 3.4 36

Electronic and Electric Equipment 2.0 26 31

Pennsylvania is the country’s 27th largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S557 million in asricultural 
expons abroad in FY 1996. The three largest expon categories. Live Animals and Meat (excluding poultry), 
Poultry and Other Products (mainly confectionery, nursery and greenhouse, essential oils, beverages, or other 
miscellaneous animal and veaetable products), accounted for 57 percent of Pennsvlvania’s agricultural expons 
in FY 1996.

Total expons from Pennsylvania to NAFT.A countries increased by 19 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) 
and 1996 (from S5.2 billion in 1993 to S6.1 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Pennsylvania's larsest 
expon market, while .Mexico was Pennsylvania's founh largest expon market. Expons to Canada were up by 
16 percent (S709 million.), from S4.5 billion in 1993 to S5.2 billion in 1995. Pennsylvania's expons to Mexico 
were up by 36 percent (S254 million), from S710 million to S964 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was Pennsv lvania’s third largest expon market. Total expons from Pennsylvania to Japan 
were up 32 percent (S2S4 million), from S893 million in 1993 to SI.2 billion in 1996.

Total expons from Pennsylvania to the European Union were up 43 percent (SI.4 billion), to S4.7 billion in 1996.
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Rhode Island recorded goods exports totaling SI.O billion in 1996, up 34 percent (S262 million) from 1992. 
During 1996, Rhode Island was the 42nd largest state exporter of soods.

Rhode Island sjobs supported by goods expons declined an estimated 12 percent (1,341 jobs) since 1992.’ 
Expon-related Jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Rhode Island expons accounted for 19.4 percent of its manufacturing output 
and represented 18.0 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Rhode Island s expons of manufactured products were down by 1 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from 
SS98 8 million in 1993 to S886.4 million in 1996).

The live largest manufacturing sectors in terms ot Rhode Island's expons were: Industrial Machinery and 
Computers (S177.6 million ofexpons in 1996), Electronic and Electric Equipment (S161.7 million),^ 
Miscellaneous Manufacturing Industries (SI35.8 million). Scientific and Measuring Instruments (S66.9 
million) and Primary Metals (S66.8 million). These five sectors accounted for over 58 percent of the state's 
total expons in 1996.

Among Rhode Island fastest growing manufactured expons (in milltens) were;

Sector 1993 1996 Change %
Food Products S6 6 $1 1.3 ■ ro
Tc.xlilc Products ;s.s -n.i ■»3

Electronic and Eiccinc Equipment 1 19.5 161.7 55

Scieniitic and Measurtna Instruments 56.1 66 9 19

Rhode Island is the country's 48th largest agricultural exponing state, shipping Sl.l million in agricultural 
expons abroad in FY 1996.

Total expons from Rhode Island to N.AFT.A countries increased by 2 percent benveen 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
1996 (from S377 million in 1993 to S386 million in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Rhode Island's largest 
expon market, while .Mexico was Rhode Island's 1 1 th largest expon market. Expons to Canada were ud bv 8 
percent (S27 million) from S333.8 million in 1993 to S360.6 million in 1996. Rhode Island's expons to 
.Mexico were down by 42 percent (S18 million), from S43.1 million in 1993 to S25.2 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was Rhode Island's third largest expon market. .Total expons from Rhode Island to Japan 
were up 48 percent (S2 1.3 million), from S44.8 million in 1993 to S66.1 million in 1996.

Total expons from Rhode Island to the European Union were down 10 percent (S37 million), to S316.7 
million in 1996.

k.'utcr^ l.'STR an ,ljti r-,. I inH F Of..--.. -



SOUTH CAROLINA STATE EXPORTS

SOUTH CAROLINA GOODS 
Exports to World

SOUTH CAROLINA JOBS 
Supported by Exports To World

South Carolina recorded goods expons totaling S5.3 billion in 1996, up 75 percent (S2.3 billion) from 1992. 
During 1966, South Carolina was the 26th largest state exporter of goods.

South Carolina's jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 46 percent (20,603 Jobs) since 1992. 
Expon-related Jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national averatie.

In 1991, the latest year available, South Carolina expons accounted for 21.4 percent of its manufacturins 
output and represented 18.0 percent ot its total manufacturing employment.

South Carolina's expons of manufactured products were up by 47 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S3.5 
billion in 1993 to S5.2 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of South Carolina’s expons were: Electronic and Electric 
Equipment (S959.0 million of expons in 1996), Transponation Equipment (S890.6 million), Industrial 
Machinery and Computers (S764.3 million). Chemical Products (S618.8 million), and Textile Mill Products 
(S388.9 million). These five sectors accounted for 68 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

Among South Carolina’s fastest grow ing manufactured exports (in millions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change %

Transportolion Equipmeoi S364.3 SS90.6 I45'’o

Chemical Products 377.3 61S 3 64

Rubber and Miscellaneous Producis 236.2 330.7 61

Electronic and Electric Equipmem 630.1 959.0 52

South Carolina is the country’s 34th largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S348 million in agricultural 
expons abroad in FY 1996. The two largest expon categories, tobacco and cotton and Enters, accounted for 
53 percent of South Carolina's agricultural expons in FY 1996.

Total expons trom South Carolina to N.AFT.A countries increased by 47 percent benveen 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) 
and 1996 (from SI.6 billion in 1993 to S2.3 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was South Carolina’s 
largest expon market, while .Mexico was South Carolina's third largest expon market. E.xpons to Canada 
were up by 25 percent (S321 million), from SI 3 billion in 1993 to SI.6 billion in 1996. South Carolina's 
ex pons to Mexico w'ere up b'v 140 oercent (S42 1 million), from S3 00 3 million in 1993 to S72 1.2 million in 
1996.

During 1996. Japan was South Carolina's fifth largest expon market. Total expons from South Carolina to 
Japan were up 33 percent (S5 1 7 million), from S1 59.1 million in 1993 to S2 10.9 million in 1996.

Total expons trom South Carolina to the European Union were up 65 percent t,S609.8 million), from S933.6 
million in 1993 to SI.5 billion in 1996
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South Dakota recorded goods exports totaling S4:2.4 million m I996, up I 22 percent (S232 million) from 1992. 
During 1996. South Dakota was the 47th largest state exponer of goods.

South Dakota's jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 86 percent (2,394 jobs) since 1992. E.xpon- 
related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national a\ erage.

In I 99I, the latest year available. South Dakota expons accounted for I 3.7 percent of its manufacturintt output 
and represented 16.5 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

South Dakota’s expons of manufactured products were up by 82 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S223.7 
million in 1993 to S406.6 million in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of South Dakota’s expons were: Industrial .Machinery and 
Computers (S150.1 million ofexpons in 1996), Primary Metals (S60.8 million). Scientific and .Measuring 
Instruments (S55.6 million). Electronic and Electric Equipment (S42.8 million), and Transponation Equipment 
(S29.4 million). These five sectors accounted for over 80 percent of the state’s total expons in 1996.

.Among South Dakota s fastest growing manufactured expons (in millions) were:

Scclor 1 1993 1996 Change %
Industrial .Machinery and Compuiers S71.4 SI50.1 110%

Electronic and Electric Equipment 21.9 42 8 95

Transponation Equipment l.S 3 29.4 60

Sciomitic and Measuring Instrumcnis 3,vS 55 6 53

South Dakota is the country’s 19th largest agricultural exporting state, shipping SI.2 billion in agricultural 
expons abroad or 1.9% ot the L.S. total in FA' 1996. Large export product categories include wheat, feed srains, 
and soybeans. These three categories accounted for 74 percent of South Dakota’s agricultural expons in FA' 
1996.

Total exports from South Dakota to N.AFT.A countries increased by 4 1 percent between 1 993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
1 996 (from S 1 a j. I million in 1993 to S 1 87.6 million in I 996). During 1996, Canada was South Dakota’s largest 
export market, while Mexico was South Dakota's 10th largest export market. ExportiS to Canada w'ere up by 39 
percent (SoO.4 million), from S1 2S.7 million in 1993 to S 1 79.1 million in 1 996. South Dakota’s expons to 
.Mexico were up by 95 percent (S4 2 million), from S4.4 million in 1993 to S8.6 million in 1996.

During 1996. Japan was South Dakota’s fourtih largest export market. Total expons from South Dakota to Japan 
were up 173 percent (SIS.4 miliion), from S10.6 million in 1993 to S29.I million in 1996.

Total expons from South Dakota to the European Union were up 64 percent (S43.0 million), from S67.4 million 
in 1993 to SI 10.4 million in 1996.
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Tennesbee recorded goods expons totaling SIO 1 billion in 1996, up 60 percent (S3.8 billion) from 1992, 
During 1996, Tennessee was the 19th largest state exponer of 20ods.

Tennessee's jobs supponed by goods expons grew an estimated 34 percent (3 1,267 jobs) since 1992, Expon- 
related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Tennessee expons accounted for 17.2 percent of its manufacturing output 
and represented 15.7 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Tennessee's expons of manufactured products were up by 43 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S5.6 
billion in 1993 to S8.0 billion in 1996).

The live largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Tennessee's expons were: Transponation Equipment (SI.6 
billion of expons in 1996), Chemical Products (S1.5 billion). Industrial Machinery and Computers (S1.1 
billion). Paper Products (S960 million) and Electronic and Electric Equipment (S865 million). These five 
sectors accounted for over 58 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

Among Tennessee’s fastest growing manufactured expons (in billions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Ch.ange V.

Transponation Equipment S0.9 SI 6 es-'o

Electronic and Electric Equipment 0.5 0.9 63

Industrial .Machiners' and Computer Equipment 0.7 1.1 51

Pacer Products 0.7 1.0 ■41

Tennessee is the country’s 28th largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S5 14 million in agricultural 
expons abroad in FY 1996. The largest expon categories, soybeans, conon and linters and tobacco, accounted 
for 65 percent of Tennessee’s agricultural expons in FY 1996.

Total expons from Tennessee to N.AFT.A countries increased by 38 percent benveen 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
1996 (trom S2.5 billion in 1993 to S3.5 billion in 1996). During 1996. Canada was Tennessee's largest expon 
market, while Mexico was Tennessee's second largest expon market. Expons to Canada were up by 29 
percent (So29 million), from Sl.S billion in 1993 to S3.4 billion in 1996. Tennessee’s expons to Mexico were 
up by 63 percent (S445 million), from S702 7 million in 1993 to Sl.l billion in 1996.

During 1996. Japan was Tennessee’s founh largest expon market. Total expons from Tennessee to Japan 
w ere up 8, percent (S3a2 million), from S406.3 million in 1993 toS758 5 million in 1996.

Total expons trom Tennessee to the European Union were up 22 percent (S362 million), from S1.6 billion in 
1993 to S2.0 billion in 1996.
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Texas Recorded goods expons totaling S53.7 billion in 1996. up 40 percent (S15.4 billion) from 1992. During 
:996, lexas was the second largest state exponer of goods.

Texas jobs supported by goods expons grew an estimated 17 percent (96,506 jobs) since 1992. Export- 
relateu jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Texas exports accounted for 21.1 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented 23.9 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Te.xas’ exports of manufactured products were up by 37 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S37.4 billion in 
1993 toS51.3 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Texas' exports were: Electronic and Electric Equipment 
(SI 1.2 billion of exports in 1996), Industrial Machinery and Computers (SI 1.2 billion). Chemical Products 
(S8.6 billion). Transportation Equipment (S4.4 billion), and Petroleum and Coal Products (S2.5 billion).
These five sectors accounted for 71 percent of the state’s total exports in 1996.

.Among Texas fastest growing manufactured exports (in billions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change %

Faericoied .Metol Producis SI 1 S2.2 91%

Electronic and Electric Equipment 6.7 11.2 67

Rubber and Plastic Producis 0.3 1 3 64

Chemical Products 6.5 8.6 33

Texas is the country’s fourth largest agriculmral exporting state, shipping S3.6 billion in agricultural exports 
abroad or 6% of the U S total in FY 1996. The largest export categories, cotton and Enters, live animals and 
meat (excluding poultry) and feed grains, accounted for 57 percent of Texas’ agriculmral exports in FY 1996.

Total exports from Texas to N.AFTA countries increased by 33 percent between 1993 (pre-N.AFTA) and 1996 
(from S 19.0 billion in 1993 to S25.3 billion in 1996). During 1996, Mexico was Texas’largest export market, 
while Canada was Texas’ second largest export market. Exports to Mexico were up by 25 percent (S3.6 
billion), from S14.5 billion in 1993 to S18.2 billion in 1996. Texas’ exports to Canada were up by 58 percent 
52.6 billion), from S4.5 billion in 1993 to S7.1 billion in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was Texas' third largest export market. Total exports from Texas to Japan were up 45 
percent (S679 million), from SI.5 billion in 1993 to S2.2 billion in 1996.

Total exports from Texas to the European Union were up 19 percent (S93S million), from S4.S billion in 1993 
to S5.8 billion in 1996.
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Among Utah's fastest growing manufacmred expons (in millions) were:

Sector
1993 1996 Change */»

Chemical Produce S93.6 S2I0.I I243S
Industrial .\lachiner>- and Computers 211a 471.7 123
Transportation Equipir.crnt

273 7 432.9 73
Scientific and .Meosurins Inst.njments 104.9 1 155.7 43

73 percent of Utah's agriculmral'^cTarm ?;?99r

.s A

.e.k.nt (io2.u million), from i.O.O million ,n 1995 to SSA3 million m 1996. '

p°e"cem (5-^4 rnmir) largest expon market. Total expons from Utah to Japan were uo 86

^ million), from S2eS.6 million in 1993 to S4S2.1 million in 1996.

1973^^5 l .oVZn^m'i’996.^' ''''' percent (S532 million), from S493.5 million in
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VIRGINIA STATE EXPORTS

VIRGINIA GOODS 
Exports to World

VIRGINIA JOBS

Supportsd by Exports To World

Virginia recorded goods exports totaling SI 1.6 billion in 1996, up 25 percent (S2.3 billion) from 1992. During 
1996, Virginia was the 16th largest state exporter of goods.

Virginia's jobs supported by goods expons grew an estimated 5 percent (6,427 Jobs) since 1992. E.xpon- 
relatedjobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Virginia’s expons accounted for 17.2 percent of its manufacturing output 
and represented 14.0 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Virginia's expons of manufactured products were up by 34 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S7.6 billion 
in 1993 to SIO.3 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Virginia’s expons were: Tobacco (S3.7 billion of expons in 
1996), Industrial Machinery and Computers (SI.2 billion), Transponation Equipment (Sl.O billion). Electronic 
and Electric Equipment (S808 million) and Chemical Products (S801million). These five sectors accounted 
for 66 percent of the state’s total expons in 1996.',

Among Virginia’s fastest growing manufactured expons (in billions) were:

Stctor 1993 1996 Change %
Tobacco s:.5 S3.7 -16^0

Industrial Machinery and Computers 0.9 1.2 39

Electronic and Electric Equipment 0 6 0 3 36

Chemical Products 0.6 O.S 36

Virginia is the country’s 30th largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S490 million in agricultural expons 
abroad in FY 1996. The two largest expon categories, poultry and tobacco, accounted for 40 percent of 
Virginia’s agricultural expons in FY 1996.

Total expons from Virginia to NAFTA countries increased by 17 percent bemeen 1993 (pre-N.AFT.A) and 
1996 (from SI.7 billion in 1993 to SI.9 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Virginia’s largest expon 
market, while Mexico was Virginia’s seventh largest expon market. E.xpons to Canada were up by 19 percent 
(S250 million), from SI.3 billion in 1993 to SI.6 billion in 1996. Virginia’s expons to Mexico were up by 11 
percent (S35 million), from S329.2 million in 1993 to S364.6 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan ^vas Virginia’s second largest expon market. Total e.xpons from Virginia to Japan were 
up 13 percent (S160 million), from SI.2 billion in 1993 to SI.4 billion in 1996.

Total e.xpons from Virginia to the European Union were up 54 percent (SI.2 billion), from S2.3 billion in 1993 
to S3.5 billion in 1996.



VERMONT STATE EXPORTS

VERMONT GOODS 
Exports to World

VERMONT JOBS 
Supported by Exports To World

Vermont recorded goods exports totaling S2.S billion in 1996, up 29 percent (S614 million) from 1992.
During 1996, Vermont was the 34st largest state exporter of aoods.

Vermont's jobs supported by goods exports increased an estimated 8 percent (2.399 jobs) since 1992, E.xpon- 
related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Vermont's exports accounted for 20.6 percent of its manufacturing output 
and represented 13.5 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Vermont's exports ot manufactured products were up by 3 percent berween 1993 and 1996 (from S2.6 billion 
in 1993 to S2.7 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Vermont's exports were: Electronic and Electric Equipment 
(S2.1 billion of expons in 1996), Industrial Machinery and Computers (S127.5 million). Fabricated Metal 
Products (S76.5 million), Transportation Equipment (S38.7 million), and Paper Products (S38.2 million).
These five sectors accounted for over 85 percent of the state’s total expons in 1996.

■Among Vermont’s fastest growing manufactured exports (in millions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Change %

Paper Products S23.4 S38.2 64%

Chemical Products 23.S 48

.Miscellaneous .Manut'acturina Industries 23.8 33 9 42

Fabricated .Metal Products 62 0 76.5 23

Vermont is the country’s 47th largest agricultural exporting state, shipping S8 million in agricultural exports 
abroad in FY 1996.

Total exports from Vermont to N.AFT.A countries decreased by 1 percent between 1993 (pre-NAFT.A) and 
1996 (from S2.52 billion in 1993 to S2.50 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Vermont’s largest 
export market, while Mexico was Vermont’s eleventh largest export market. Exports to Canada were down 
by 1 percent (S16 million), from S2.50 billion in 1993 to S2.49 billion in 1996. Vermont’s exports to Mexico 
were down by 35 percent (S5.0 million), to S9.3 million in 1996.

During 1996. Japan was Vermont's third largest export market. Total exports from Vermont to Japan were up 
139 percent (S21 million), from S14.9 million in 1993 to S35.5 million in 1996.

Total exportiS from Vermont to the European Union were up 29 percent (S23 million), to S101.7 million in 
1996.
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WASHINGTON STATE EXPORTS

WASHINGTON OOOOS 
Exports to World
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WASHINGTON JOBS 
Supported by ExporiB To World
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Washington recorded goods expons totaling S27.1 billion in 1996, down 12 percent (S3.7 billion) from 1992. Durina 
1996, Washington was the sixth largest state exponer of goods. This decline was primarily due to the decline in the ^ 
sales of transportation equipment, mainly aircraft and associated products. With the increased orders for airplanes to 
Boeing over the past year, an increase in exports for this sector should be expected. Washington’s goods exports (not 
including the sales of transponation equipment) increased bv 22 percent (S2.4 billion) between 199"^and 1996 (from 
S10.7 billion in 1993 to S13.1 billion in 1996).

Over 3jO.000 jobs in Washington are supported by goods exports in 1996. This has declined by an estimated 26 
percent (119,j52 Jobs) since 1992. E.xpon-related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Washington expons accounted for 43.6 percent of its manufacturing output and 
represented 3 1.2 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Washington expons of manufactured products were down by 6 percent between 1992 and 1996 (from S25.7 billion in 
1993 to S24.2 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Washington expons were: Transponation Equipment (S 14.0 billion 
of expons in 1996), Lumber and W’ood Products (S32 billion). Paper Products (S1.4 billion), Industrial Machinery 
and Computers (S1.2 billion), and Food Products (S 1.0 billion). These five sectors accounted for 77 percent of the 
state’s total expons in 1996. t

Among W'ashington fastest growing manufactured expons (in billions) were;

Sector 1993 1996 Change %
Elcci.'onic anj Electric Equipn-.cru SO.6 SO 9 50'’.-.

Paper Products 0.9 1.4 49

Food Products OS 1.0 21

Industrial .Machinerv and Computers 1.0 II 18

Washington is the counny-’s ninth largest agricultural exponing state, shipping S2.0 billion in agricultural expons 
abroad or 3.4% of the U.S. total in FY 1996. The largest expon categories, wheat, fruits, and veoetables, 
accounted for 75 percent of W ashington’s agricultural expons in FY 1996.

Total expons from W'ashington to N.AFT.A countries increased by 42 percent between 1993'(pre-N.AFT.A) and 
1996 (irom S2.1 billion in 1*493 to S2.9 billion in 1996). Dunns 1996, Canada was Washington's second largest 
expon market, while Mexico was Washington's 1 Sth largest expon market. Expons to Canada were up by 44 
percent (SS 1 3 million), from S 1.9 billion in 1993 to S2.7 billion in 1996. Washington’s expons to Mexico were 
up by 27 percent (S5S million), from S214.S million in 1993 toS273.2 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was Washington's largest expon market. Total expons from W'ashington to Japan w-ere down 
2.0 percent (S109.5 million), to So.7 billion in 1996.

Total expons from W'ashington to the European Union were down 18 percent (S1.2 billion), to S5.1 billion in 1996.



WEST VIRGINIA STATE EXPORTS

WEST VIRGINIA GOODS 
Export* to World

WEST VIRGINIA JOBS 
Supported by Exports To World

West Virginia s jobs supported by goods exports grew an estimated 13 percent (1,811 Jobs) since 1992. 
Export-related jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national averaae.

In 1991, the latest year available, West Virginia exports accounted for 26.2 percent of its manufacturins output 
and represented 20.2 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

West Virginia expons of manufactured products were up by 47 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S596 0 
million in 1993 to S877.9 million in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of West Virginia’s expons were: Chemical Products (S301 3 
million of expons in 1996), Primar7 Metals (S232.2 million^ Industrial Machinery and Computers (S79.6 
million), Transponation Equipment ($65.8) and Lumber and Wood Products ($47.9 million). These five 
sectors accounted for 56 percent of the state's total expons in 1996.

Among West Virginia’s fastest growing manufactured expons (in millions) were:

Sector 1993 1996 Ch.inge Vo

Stone, Clay and Glass Products S6.8 S34 1 400%

Transponation Equipment 27,a 65.S 139

Primary Metals 124.0 232.2 87

Chemical Products 249.2 301.3 21

West Virginia is the country’s 44th largest agricultural exponina state, shipping $33 million in agricultural 
expons abroad in FY 1996.

Total expons from West Virginia to NAFTA countries increased by 24 percent benveen 1993 (pre-NAFT.A) 
and 1996 (from $341.0 million in 1993 to $421.3 million in 1996). During 1996, Canada was West Virginia’s 
largest expon market, while Mexico was West Virginia’s 14th largest expon market. Expons to Canada were 
up by 26 percent ($83 million), from $317.1 million in 1993 to $399.9 million in 1996. West Virginia’s 
expons to Mexico were down by 10 percent ($2.2 million), to $21.4 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was West Virginia’s second largest expon market. Total expons from West Virginia to 
Japan were up 128 percent ($65 million), from $51.0 million in 1993 to $1 16.4 million in 1996.

Total expons from West Virginia to the European Union were up 124 percent ($249 million), from $201.3 
million in 1993 to $450.4 million in 1996.



WISCONSIN STATE EXPORTS

WISCONSIN GOOOS 
Exporta to World

WISCONSIN JOBS 
Supportad by Exporta To World

Wisconsin recorded goods exports totaling S9.2 billion in 1996, up 41 percent (S2.7 billion) from 1992.
During 1996, Wisconsin was the 21st largest state exponer of goods.

Wisconsin’s jobs supported by goods expons grew an estimated 18 percent (16,956 Jobs) since 1992. Expon- 
related Jobs pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991, the latest year available, Wisconsin exports accounted for 16.2 percent of its manufacturing output 
and represented 17.3 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Wisconsin exports of manufactured products were up bv 40 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S6 3 billion 
in 1993 toS8.8 billion in 1996).

The five largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Wisconsin’s exports were: Industrial Machinery and 
Computers (S3.4 billion ofexports in 1996), Scientific and Measuring Instruments (SI.3 billion). Electronic 
and Electric Equipment (S812.8 million). Transportation Equipment (S521.7 million), and Metal Products 
(S451.3 million). These five sectors accounted fctr 71 percent of the state’s total exports in 1996.

Among Wisconsin’s fastest growing manufactured exports (ip millions) were;

Sector 1993 1996 Change */.
Scientific and Measuring Instruments S730 6 Sl.308.7 79%

Food Products 250.9 421.1 68

Electronic and Electric Equipment 554.2 312.8 47

Industrial Machinery and Computers 2.3S1.2 3,441.2 45

Wisconsin is the country’s 14th largest agricultural exporting state, shipping SI.4 million in agricultural 
exports abroad or 2.3% of the U.S. total in FY 1996. The largest export categories, feed grains, vegetables, 
and dairy products, accounted for 62 percent of Wisconsin’s agricultural exports in FY 1996.

Total exports from Wisconsin to N.AFTA countries increased by 24 percent between 1993 (pre-NAFT.\) and 
1996 (from S2.7 billion in 1993 to S3.3 billion in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Wisconsin’s largest export 
market, while Mexico was W isconsin’s fifth largest export market. Exports to Canada were up by 24 percent 
(So75 million), from S2.4 billion in 1993 to S2.9 billion in 1996. Wisconsin’s exports to Mexico were up by 
21 percent (S66 million), from S3 14.4 million in 1993 to S3S0.4 million in 1996.

During 1996, Japan was Wisconsin’s second largest export market. Total exports from Wisconsin to Japan 
were up 130 percent (S403 million), from S309.7 million in 1993 toS712.9 million in 1996.

Total exports from Wisconsin to the European Union were up 37 percent (S608 million), from S1.6 billion in 
1993 to S2.2 billion in 1996.
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WYOMING STATE EXPORTS

WVOMING GOODS 
Exports to World

9J 2

WYOMING JOBS 
Supported by Exports To World

'A yom:.'g re-orded goods exports totaling S129.9 million in 1996, up 40 percent (S36.8 million) from 1992. 
During 1996, Wyoming was the smallest state exponer of goods.

V\.yom'- t’s jobs supported by goods exports grew an estimated 17 percent (227 jobs) since 1992. Export- 
related os pay 13 to 16 percent higher than the national average.

In 1991. the larest year available, Wyoming’s expons accounted for 13.3 percent of its manufacturing output 
anj re: served 14.3 percent of its total manufacturing employment.

Wvom ag’s expons of manufactured products were up by 29 percent between 1993 and 1996 (from S82i4 
bUlron in 1993 to SI05.9 billion in 1996).

Th ; I.' largest manufacturing sectors in terms of Wyoming’s exports were; Industrial Machinery and 
Compu.jrs (S25.0 million of expons in 1996), Chemical Products (S25.0 million). Food Products (SI 5.0 
million') Transportation Equipment (S11.3 million) and Scientific and Measuring Instruments (S8.6 million). 
These : -e sectors accounted for 65 percent of the.state’s total exports in 1996.

Among Wyoming’s fastest growing manufactured exports (ii^millions) were;

Stcior 1993 1996 Change •/•

Products S3 7 S15.0 301%

TranSTJonatior, Ef|uicmem 6 1 11.3 35

Cncmi. ;i Producis 16.0 25.0 57

Scicnlific and Measuring Instruments 5.7 86 50

Wyoming is the country’s 41st largest agricultural exporting state, shipping S46 million in agricultural exports 
abroad in FY 1996.

Total exports from Wyoming to NAFTA countries increased by 58 percent between 1993 (pre-NAFTA) and 
1996 (fom S48.8 million in 1993 toS77.1 million in 1996). During 1996, Canada was Wyoming’s largest 
e.vport market, while Mexico was Wyoming’s fourth largest export market. Exports to Canada were up by 68 
percent (S30 million), from S43.7 million in 1993 to S73.5 million in 1996. Wyoming’s exports to Mexico 
were down by 28 percent (SI.4 million), from S5.1 million in 1993 to S3.7 million in 1996.

Dunng 1996, Japan was Wyoming’s second largest state export market. Total exports from Wyoming to 
Japan were up 294 percent (S13.9 million), from S4.7 million in 1993 to S18.6 million in 1996.

Total exports from Wyoming to the European Union were up 30 percent (S4.3 million), from S14.1 million in 
1993 to S18.4 million in 1996.



SOURCES

Matenal contained in this packet was prepared by the Office of the U.S. Trade Representative 
iuSTR) and contains information from USTR, the U.S. Department of Commerce (Commerce), 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), and the Massachusetts Institute of Social and

Economic Research (MISER).

State trade data totals, manufacmring and specified country details are provided by MISER and 
are based on the exporter location series from the U.S. Census Bureau. MISER adjusts the 
Census’ series by applying a formula to the Census’ "unallocated” data, breaking down the 
cateaorv and assigning export values to individual states and industries witlun the states. Asa 
result all U.S. export transactions are attributed to one of the 50 states, the Distnct of Colom la, 
the Virain Islands, or Puerto Rico. The series time frame is 1993-1996. Data for overall state 
trade fo'r 1992 were estimated by USTR. Comparable trade data for 1992 were estimated based 
on comparisons of the origin of movement state export series with the exporter location state 
export senes for the period 1993-1995. The origin of movement state export senes are available

for years earlier than 1993.

Jobs supported by goods expons in 1995 and 1996 were estimated by USTR based on a 1996 
Commerce analysis, U.S. Jobs Supported by Goods and Services Exports. ^^53-9^. The 
Commerce analysis repons jobs supponed by goods and services expons through 1994. USTR 
estimated this series through 1996 taking into account productivity and inflation trends affectin^ 
expon prices. Jobs supponed by expons by statts sum up to the estimated national total.

Manufacturing output and employment data accounted fo^ by.e.\pons are from Commerce s 1991 
Exports from Mamfacturing Establishments: 1990 and 1991. These are the latest available data

on this series.

,.i..ricultural state export data are from USDA's Foreign Agricultural Trade o/the UnitedStatez. 
The Economic Research Service of USD A estimates export shares based pnmanly on a state s 
production share of exported commodities. State export data are presented on a fiscal year (FY) 

basis (October-September).


