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days that you cannot worry about the 
American people? Is 100 days more im-
portant than the mother who is trav-
eling to work 3 and 4 hours? Is 100 days 
more important than the traveling 
salesmen who need the kind of infra-
structure and roads that work? or 
those in southern America that need 
the kind of rural electric system that 
helps them? or those that need clean 
energy? or those that need research for 
the next cure for sickle cell anemia? 

Is your 100 days so important that 
you cannot provide resources for law 
enforcement and firefighters and first 
responders, that you cannot provide 
help for the national parks, the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts, and 
you cannot provide direction to the De-
partment of Justice, which has turned 
itself into the injustice, unjust depart-
ment, exploring ideas of taking away 
civil rights, denying individuals their 
rights as citizens in the United States 
in terms of discrimination and equal-
ity, opportunity or, in actuality, cre-
ating the one thing that you can be 
proud of, and that is the deportation 
task force that is demonizing hard-
working individuals who simply want 
an opportunity for their families? 

So I would only say that I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding to me, and I 
thank the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. RASKIN), as well, for his presence 
here and others that will come and ask 
the question: Are all these people that 
we have listed less important than 
your 100 days? I am saddened if the an-
swer is yes. 

Mr. Speaker, I join my colleague Congress-
woman PRAMILA JAYAPAL and who is leading 
tonight ‘‘Congressional Progressive Caucus 
Special Order the impact of President Trump’s 
Tax Cut Plan.’’ 

As a member of the House Budget Com-
mittee, I would participate in any Committee’s 
markup of a tax reform bill. 

President Trump’s much anticipated tax plan 
is another disappointment; a poor work prod-
uct; something he should have been ashamed 
to put his name on; and it reveals yet again 
what many warned about before the election. 

This President is unprepared for his office, 
and he shows either no capacity or interest in 
on the job training. 

This tax plan in any school of business 
would get a failing grade. 

A one page federal tax cut plan—really is 
an insult to the American People. 

This plan shows no command of the facts 
regarding our nation’s very complex tax sys-
tem. 

President Trump’s tax plan, just as his 
healthcare reform proposal, and immigration 
reform proposal would hurt working families 
and disproportionately favor the wealthy and 
large corporations at the expense of the na-
tion’s middle class. 

Treasury Secretary Steven Mnuchin set out 
a test for tax reform that, ‘‘there will be no ab-
solute tax cut for the upper class.’’ 

But the president’s tax plan has failed this 
test miserably by providing a huge tax cut for 
the wealthy while middle income families 
would receive very little benefit. 

In fact, Trump’s tax plan provides a huge 
tax benefit for him personally. Using his 2005 

tax return numbers, President Trump would 
save about $28.6 million in taxes under his 
plan. 

About $27 million of those savings is due to 
the reduction of the pass through income rate 
to 15%. 

President Trump’s tax proposal blows a hole 
in the nation’s deficit. 

It’s become painfully obvious that the deficit 
only matters when a Democrat is President. 

The plan is not revenue neutral. In fact, 
early press reports indicate that the Trump 
proposal is likely to add several trillions of dol-
lars to our deficit. 

Busting the deficit the way the Trump tax 
plan would do puts immediate pressure on our 
other obligations—including guaranteed Medi-
care benefits. 

The President can’t pretend to protect Medi-
care, then leave beneficiaries completely ex-
posed by draining our coffers. 

For some context, these tax cuts could fund 
Medicare for the next 75 years or more. 

You have to question the priorities of the 
President—is he working to keep his promises 
to hardworking Americans, or is he aban-
doning those promises in favor of enriching 
the wealthy. 

President Trump’s tax proposal is a return 
to Reagan’s failed supply side economics. 

The evidence is clear: large tax cuts like this 
don’t pay for themselves, despite the rhetoric 
we hear from this Administration. Just ask the 
conservative leaning Tax Foundation. 

This broad outline—which lacks any kind of 
real detail—seems to simply be a repeat of 
the mistakes we made with President George 
W. Bush’s tax cuts in 2001 and 2003, which 
cost us trillions of dollars, did nothing to help 
working families, and, in part, contributed to 
the Great Recession. 

Democrats know that the Middle Class de-
serves the tax cut, not Donald Trump and his 
Cabinet. 

We would focus on growing our economy 
from the middle out, instead of trickle-down 
economics from the top down. 

The middle class does not need to lose their 
healthcare coverage provided by the Afford-
able Care Act. 

The middle class does not need to deal with 
the consequence of a massive tax cut for the 
wealthy. 

Any tax cut must be paid for by getting 
funding from somewhere else in the federal 
budget. 

The source of funding to pay for the tax cuts 
under the failed repeal of the Affordable Care 
Act would have come from Medicare and 
Medicaid—hurting millions of people who 
would have lost access to health insurance 
coverage. 

I am joining my colleagues this evening in 
strong opposition to this Administration’s at-
tempt to diminish the quality of life of working 
families by creating unfair burdens like funding 
ill-conceived tax cut plans. 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman from Texas for elo-
quently articulating so many of the 
issues that are in front of us right now, 
including, once again: What exactly is 
this administration doing for people 
across this country, both those who 
voted for him and those who didn’t, but 
middle class Americans who are trying 
to make sure that this country stays a 
land of opportunity? 

Mr. Speaker, so the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. RASKIN), my distin-
guished vice chair and co-chair of this 
Special Order hour, may control the re-
mainder of this hour, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

f 

PRESIDENT TRUMP’S TAX PLAN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. RASKIN) is recognized for the 
remainder of the hour as the designee 
of the minority leader. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congresswoman JAYAPAL for leading us 
in this Special Order to discuss Presi-
dent Trump’s tax proposal, which we 
received this morning—or last night. 
The public discussion on taxes has been 
going on for several weeks now in an-
ticipation of the release of the Presi-
dent’s proposal. 

Hundreds of thousands of Americans 
took to the streets, from the East to 
the West, the North to the South, all 
over America. Hundreds of thousands 
of people marched with a very simple 
demand to President Trump, which is 
that he follow the precedent and the 
policy that was pursued by the last 
nine Presidents, going back to Richard 
Nixon, for a half century of releasing 
his tax returns, something that Presi-
dent Trump promised to do as a Presi-
dent, saying he would do it after his 
audit was completed, and then he got 
into office and then just changed his 
mind and said this would be, I guess, 
another one of the broken promises 
that he would deliver to the American 
people. 

So why is this a big deal? Why is it 
important that we get to see the Presi-
dent’s taxes? 

Well, America was conceived in pop-
ular democratic revolution against 
royalty, against monarchy, against ar-
istocracy. We, as a people, overthrew a 
king who imposed tea taxes on small 
businesses, on the little people, but ex-
empted his tycoon buddies in the East 
India Corporation, a king who con-
stantly sweated the commoners with 
high taxes to pay for his lavish ex-
penses and traveling jaunts and vaca-
tions around the world with the royal 
family and the royal court, a king who 
never paid any taxes and never dis-
closed his own entanglements with for-
eign governments. We rebelled against 
that kind of government. 

We demand accountability. We de-
mand transparency here. 

Mr. President, please read the Con-
stitution. We have no kings here. We 
have no slaves here. We have no czars 
here. We have no serfs here. We have 
equal citizens, free citizens with equal 
rights. 

We allow no titles of nobility here, 
which is a point you might mention to 
your Secretary of State, who still car-
ries that disgraceful title conferred 
upon him by Vladimir Putin, the Rus-
sian Order of Friendship. 

In America, no one is above the law 
and all of us are subject to it. As Tom 
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Paine put it, in the monarchies, the 
king is law; but in the democracies, the 
law is king. 

The President of the United States 
owes an undivided loyalty to the peo-
ple, the laws, and the Constitution of 
the United States, not the oligarchs of 
Russia, not the businessmen of Azer-
baijan, not the hotel owners of the 
world, not the Bank of China, not the 
dictators and kleptocrats and tyrants 
of the Earth. The President owes undi-
vided loyalty to the people of the 
United States. 

So we ask the question: Where are 
your taxes? 

How can we determine whether the 
President has conflicts of interest or is 
collecting illegal emoluments from for-
eign governments if he won’t show us 
the names of the people and the cor-
porations that he is in active partner-
ship with all over the world? We simply 
can’t do it. 

How can we dream of undertaking to 
completely reform and revise the tax 
policy of America unless we see the 
President’s tax returns in order to de-
termine whether or not he is going to 
benefit from the policies that he is now 
advancing? We can’t do it. 

Forgive me, but is there anyone left 
in America who thinks that this Presi-
dent would propose a tax reform that 
would hurt his own individual, per-
sonal, or business interests? If you be-
lieve that, you are too innocent to be 
let out of the house by yourself at this 
point in the Trump administration. 

So then we arrive at work and we re-
ceive this. This single piece of paper is 
the Donald Trump tax plan. It is not a 
bill. It is not a study. It is not a plan. 
There are not even complete sentences 
in it. There are sentence fragments in 
it. It is not even a press release. 

But it has got a few key ideas, appar-
ently, that he is asking the Repub-
licans in Congress to lead us to pass by 
tomorrow in order to make the 100-day 
deadline which the President has dis-
dained and castigated. But he wants to 
make the 100-day deadline because he 
understands now that there is some 
kind of milestone that he wants to sud-
denly be able to achieve. 

Well, what is in here? 
Well, first, the Treasury Secretary, 

Mr. Mnuchin, set out a test for tax re-
form in which he said there will be no 
absolute tax cut for the upper class. 
Well, this plan totally defies that 
promise. It betrays that promise. It 
provides a huge tax cut for the 
wealthy, while middle class families re-
ceive very little benefit, at the same 
time that social programs are being 
sliced and diced all over the Federal 
Government. 

We also know that the tax plan will 
provide a huge benefit to Donald 
Trump himself. Now, we know this 
only because one of his tax returns 
leaked out, suspiciously, and some 
think, from the White House, the 2005 
plan, which appeared on TV—nothing 
before that, nothing after. 

But even taking this 1 year which, 
presumably, is most in the President’s 

favor, President Trump would save 
over $28 million in taxes under the 1- 
page plan that got passed around Con-
gress today. Most of that money comes 
through the reduction of the pass- 
through business income tax rate, re-
ducing it from the 30 percent range to 
15 percent. 

But then it also proposes abolishing, 
and I know it because it says right 
here, bullet No. 3 under bullet No. 5, re-
peal the alternative minimum tax. He 
wants to repeal the alternative min-
imum tax. 

Now, what is this AMT? AMT does 
not stand for ‘‘all money to Trump.’’ 
AMT stands for the alternative min-
imum tax. And what it means is, if you 
are superwealthy and you have got an 
army of lawyers on your side and you 
can structure your corporate bank-
ruptcies and your personal business 
losses—of which President Trump has 
many—in such a way as to make it pos-
sible for you not to pay any taxes for a 
long time, the alternative minimum 
tax says, well, there is something that 
everybody has got to pay. There is an 
alternative minimum tax. We are not 
going to let anybody’s clever lawyering 
bring them below a certain rate. 

On that rule, we know that Mr. 
Trump, in that 1 year we know about, 
2005—you probably saw it on Rachel 
Maddow. In that 1 year, he paid mil-
lions of dollars only because of the ex-
istence of the alternative minimum 
tax. In other words, all of his deduc-
tions and corporate bankruptcies and 
clever lawyers’ tricks that got him 
down to zero, presumably, in all these 
other years that he won’t show us, 
none of them could stop him from hav-
ing to pay something, because the al-
ternative minimum tax says let’s not 
press a good joke too far. We under-
stand you are very wealthy. We under-
stand that there are loopholes that 
have been injected to the law, but we 
are not going to let anybody fall below 
a certain minimum threshold. 

You could think of it kind of like 
equivalent to the minimum wage for 
working people. The alternative min-
imum tax is kind of the minimum wage 
that the wealthiest people in the coun-
try pay us, as opposed to escaping all 
of their taxes. 

Well, Donald Trump now wants to 
abolish the alternative minimum tax. 
He just wants to get rid of it. That 
doesn’t sound like a very good idea. It 
is going to dig a superbig hole for us 
and dig the deficit much further. 

Let’s talk about the deficit. Well, I 
thought—look, I love the fact that we 
have got two parties. We should have 
more parties. It is great that we have 
got a left and a right. A bird can only 
fly if it has got a left wing and a right 
wing, all right? 

b 1700 

But I thought that the heart of Re-
publican Party orthodoxy is you don’t 
blow up the deficit with outrageous tax 
proposals or spending proposals. They 
call us tax-and-spend liberals. They are 

cut-the-taxes-and-spend conservatives. 
I don’t even know what makes them 
conservative anymore. I call myself a 
liberal because the heart of the word 
‘‘liberal’’ is liberty. I call myself a pro-
gressive because the heart of the word 
‘‘progressive’’ is progress. And if we are 
not making progress, then what are we 
doing in government? 

But after seeing this plan, I realize 
those of us on our side of the aisle can 
call ourselves conservatives, too, be-
cause we want to conserve the land, 
the air, the water, the Constitution, 
the Bill of Rights, political democracy, 
our alliances with foreign governments 
and foreign democracies, Social Secu-
rity, health care for the people, and we 
want to preserve as much of a balanced 
budget as we can get to. On the other 
side of the aisle, they are calling them-
selves conservatives, and I don’t know 
why because if they back this proposal, 
then they are blowing a multitrillion- 
dollar hole in the deficit. 

This plan is not remotely revenue 
neutral. The earliest estimates are 
that it will blow a 6 or $7 trillion hole 
in the deficit. That, of course, is a way 
to put unsustainable pressure on the 
other commitments we have made as a 
Congress, as a people, Social Security 
commitments to the people, and Medi-
care commitments to the people for 
health care. We cannot afford this irre-
sponsible and reckless tax plan that 
has been sent to Congress by the Presi-
dent. It is a return to discredited, 
failed, supply-side economics. All they 
can say is they will blow a $7 trillion 
hole in the deficit, but they are going 
to make so much money back through 
all the economic activity that we will 
be able to make money on that. If you 
believe that, then you will believe Mr. 
Trump’s promise that he is going to re-
lease his tax returns next year or the 
year after that. 

Look, we do need tax reform in 
America because this system is regres-
sive, and this system is opaquely com-
plex. We need some real reform. But 
this is not remotely the answer, this 
one-page mimeographed sheet of some 
really bad ideas. 

Let me just say one other thing that 
seems to have snuck in there: repeal 
the estate tax. They want to repeal the 
estate tax. This might be the greatest 
betrayal of all—not because President 
Trump has ever supported it, but be-
cause the Founders of America were 
determined to have an estate tax. I am 
talking about Thomas Jefferson, Tom 
Paine, and Ben Franklin. The original 
Americans wanted this to be a country 
of economic opportunity and freedom 
for people. But they thought the idea 
of inherited wealth passed down from 
generation to generation was a major 
threat to the idea of political equality 
and democracy for all. They saw that it 
would be unsustainable if you had huge 
fortunes—nowhere near as huge as they 
are today—but huge fortunes being 
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passed down from generation to gen-
eration. That would lead us to an aris-
tocracy; that would lead us to a mon-
archy; and that would lead us to Presi-
dents of the United States who would 
think that they don’t have to show you 
their income taxes, Presidents of the 
United States who think it is okay to 
spend public money on fancy vacations 
for their family and Secret Service all 
over the country and the world and 
having a winter or a summer escape at 
Mar-a-Lago, Florida, and so on. Go 
back, please, I beseech the citizens of 
America, read Thomas Jefferson about 
inherited wealth. 

Now, our laws today don’t even have 
the estate tax or the inheritance tax 
starting until millions of dollars. The 
vast majority of Americans are not 
even affected by it. It applies right now 
only to the smallest sliver of the 
wealthiest Americans. I think—and 
forgive me for not having the facts in 
front of me—again, we are just getting 
this all right now, but I think we are 
now somewhere around $4.5 million. So 
if you die with $4.5 million, your estate 
is not going to be taxed. That is 
enough to send the kids and the 
grandkids to college. It is enough for 
people to inherit a house or two 
houses. That is not bad. But the fact 
that we would tax beyond that means 
that we are not going to get a society 
that is based on inherited wealth and 
deep, profound political and economic 
inequality which were totally anath-
ema to the Founders of the country, 
and also, by the way, totally antithet-
ical to the vision of Adam Smith who 
is the big hero to my conservative 
friends on the other side of the aisle. 

Adam Smith was someone who said: 
You don’t want to have inherited 
wealth in a society like that. That is 
dangerous. It will promote idleness and 
irresponsibility among the people who 
inherit hundreds of millions or billions 
of dollars. It will increase political in-
equalities and class tension in the soci-
ety, and it will lead to irresponsible be-
havior by the people who have that 
kind of wealth. 

People will get the idea that they can 
buy a public office. In America, public 
office is something that you earn. It is 
not something that you buy; but, right 
now, there is a model for elective poli-
tics around the country which is you 
don’t have to be involved in politics, 
you don’t have to be involved in social 
movements, you don’t have to be in-
volved in public service, and you don’t 
have to do anything for anybody. As 
long as you have got enough money, 
you can go in, you can buy the consult-
ants and the pollsters, and you can go 
right to the head of the class, and then 
you can get into office. 

What is so dangerous about that? 
Well, look around the world. What is 
happening? There is a whole new model 
of government that is popping up from 
Putin’s Russia to Duterte’s Philippines 
to Orban’s Hungary to Le Pen’s France. 
And the model is this: that people get 
into office, and government becomes a 

moneymaking operation for them and 
their friends, for a tiny elite. That to-
tally contradicts the promise of Amer-
ica. Our Founders were concerned with 
making sure that there would be public 
virtue, that we would put people in of-
fice who were committed to the com-
mon good, to the public interest of ev-
erybody, not to the goal of enriching 
themselves or their hotel partners or 
people they are in business with in 
Russia or in Saudi Arabia or all over 
the world. That is not the model. In 
America, the government has got to be 
devoted to the people. 

So, America, read the fine print here. 
This tax plan contradicts everything 
that we were founded on as a country. 
It upsets the very idea of democracy— 
abolishing the estate tax, abolishing 
the alternative minimum tax, driving 
all the wealth up the income and 
wealth ladder. That is not America. We 
have got to stand up for what Amer-
ican values really are. We are not Rus-
sia. We are not a kleptocracy. We are 
not Azerbaijan. We are not Saudi Ara-
bia. This is the United States of Amer-
ica. We need a government that is com-
mitted to the economic success of 
every family and of every person. 

So I am urging the public to do ex-
actly what you did with that terrible 
health proposal they came forward 
with that would have thrown 24 million 
Americans off health insurance in 
order to create hundreds of billions of 
dollars of tax breaks for the wealthiest 
Americans. Reject it. Don’t accept it. 

America needs to know that all of 
the protests and the popular participa-
tion is working. The Women’s March 
set the whole context for discussion 
about what is going to happen here be-
cause we know that President Trump 
campaigned like William Jennings 
Bryan, like he was a big populist. He 
was going to be on the side of the 
working people. But he got in, and the 
very people he denounced, like Gold-
man Sachs, have come to run his gov-
ernment. It is a Wall Street Cabinet. It 
is the wealthiest Cabinet in the history 
of the United States. That is who this 
government represents today. That is 
what this tax plan represents today. 

So they are going to try to jam it 
down Congress over the next 24 hours. 
We are going to do everything to stop 
it. We need the help of the American 
people to stand up and say: No; what is 
the rush? Let’s take time, and let’s 
analyze what is in there. Let’s see if it 
is consistent with our values. Let’s see 
if it is going to blow a multitrillion- 
dollar hole in the U.S. deficit. Let’s see 
if it is sustainable, and let’s see if this 
is the best way to do this. 

This is not a way to run Congress of 
the greatest democracy on Earth— 
springing things at us in the last 
minute, just like they did with the 
healthcare plan. The Affordable Care 
Act that they are so eager to slice and 
dice at this point came about after 70 
hearings in this body, after a year and 
a half of debate, and after town meet-
ings all over America. Their plan to de-

stroy it they brought in on Monday 
night, and they voted it in on Wednes-
day with no hearings, with no wit-
nesses, with no deliberation and discus-
sion. Now they want to try the same 
magic trick with their tax plan. 

They have got a royal straight flush. 
Let’s be clear, they control the House, 
the Senate, the White House, and now, 
with the confirmation of Mr. Gorsuch, 
the Supreme Court. All that we have 
on our side are those three beautiful 
words that kick off our Constitution: 
we the people. We the people have to 
stand up and say that this is not what 
anybody voted for. It clearly was not 
what the majority of the country voted 
for because a majority of the people did 
not vote for Donald Trump. But it is 
not even what the States and the elec-
toral college who were on his side 
wanted. Nobody was talking about a 
tax plan that would bring havoc and 
ruin to our economy and drive working 
class and middle class people even fur-
ther into a position of submission to 
the wealthiest people who now appear 
to want to govern us in all things. 

We don’t begrudge anybody their 
wealth. It is great. This is a country 
where people can get rich. That is 
great. But your wealth does not give 
you the right to control everybody 
else. Your wealth does not give you the 
right to govern the rest of America. 
That is the principle at stake here. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

DILIGENT CONSIDERATION OF 
LEGISLATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it has 
been interesting hearing about a situa-
tion in the country—and it is amazing 
how some of us can look at the same 
thing and see very different situations. 
I know there are some that think we 
should stay in session all the time, but 
as is normally said back in Texas about 
the Texas legislature—and it applies 
even more so to the U.S. Congress—and 
that is, when legislature is in session, 
neither man nor property is safe. 

We are voting on bills every day we 
are in session. As I understand it, there 
was a time when Congress could be in 
session, have hearings during the day, 
maybe vote in committee but not actu-
ally have votes on the floor during the 
day. But I think over the years, the 
concern has been if we are not voting 
on the floor where it is recorded, then 
people might not show up. There is cer-
tainly a body of evidence to support 
the country being better off when Con-
gress doesn’t come into session. 

I had read that one of our Founders, 
Thomas Jefferson, for all his wisdom 
and his incredible draft—his was the 
first draft of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence—Jefferson was not actually 
there in Philadelphia to help draft the 
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