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that everybody here that I have talked 
to has said that they want to work in 
a bipartisan manner to be able to pass 
a tax reform bill that is fair, that is 
done under regular order, that is done 
with transparency and done in the 
light, but the way that this is hap-
pening, it is just not right. 

We know, again, that these trickle- 
down economics just simply do not 
work, and we need to start all over. We 
need to head back to the drawing board 
and sit down as Democrats and Repub-
licans like they did back in the 
eighties when Reagan was President 
and Tip O’Neill was Speaker and work 
out some of these issues that the 
American public has. 

We know that people are very anx-
ious about some of the things that they 
have been hearing about this tax re-
form bill, people from all congressional 
districts and, again, all backgrounds. 
We in the Congressional Black Caucus, 
we are concerned about the impact 
that this is going to have in the Afri-
can-American communities around this 
country—and all of the communities, 
quite frankly, Mr. Speaker. 

Again, let’s just sit down at the 
drawing board, talk about some of 
these things, and come up with some-
thing that is fair that the American 
public can feel good about, knowing 
that Members of Congress, that they 
are not trying to gain advantage over 
one another, that we are trying to 
come up with a fair way how to reform 
our Tax Code, keep our businesses here, 
and keep a little bit more money in 
people’s pockets at the end of the week 
or the end of the month, whenever they 
get paid, so they can take care of their 
families and buy a home, take care of 
their grandkids, do whatever it is they 
need to do in order to make ends meet. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you very much 
for this evening, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2874, 21ST CENTURY FLOOD 
REFORM ACT, AND PROVIDING 
FOR CONSIDERATION OF THE 
CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 
2810, NATIONAL DEFENSE AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2018 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia (during the 
Special Order of Mr. VEASEY), from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 115–408) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 616) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2874) to 
achieve reforms to improve the finan-
cial stability of the National Flood In-
surance Program, to enhance the devel-
opment of more accurate estimates of 
flood risk through new technology and 
better maps, to increase the role of pri-
vate markets in the management of 
flood insurance risks, and to provide 
for alternative methods to insure 
against flood peril, and for other pur-
poses, and providing for consideration 
of the conference report to accompany 

the bill (H.R. 2810) to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2018 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes, and which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 
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REFORMING OUR TAX CODE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MAST). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 3, 2017, the Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
RYAN) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the opportunity to be here 
once again and follow up on the gen-
tleman from Texas and his remarks 
that I think hit the nail on the head 
with regard to what working class fam-
ilies out in the heartland, in the Deep 
South are facing every single day. 

I think it is important that every 
policy that we push here in the United 
States Congress is a policy that ad-
dresses some of those deep concerns 
that they all have. 

Sometimes I think that this town 
gets into a little bit of a bubble. Two 
separate political parties that talk to 
each other, talk at each other, talk 
within each other, but we are in the 
midst of deep change in the United 
States. We are in the midst of the kind 
of structural change we have not seen 
in our country in a long, long time. 

We have an economic system, a Tax 
Code, a trade regime, that has not, 
quite frankly, been up to task to meet 
the needs of working class families. 

We have a healthcare system that, 
even though many changes have been 
made, I think, to help people get cov-
erage, to help them afford their 
healthcare, it is still not up to task 
with the deep needs of our country. 

We have an education system that is 
not quite up to speed. 

The deliberations in this body need 
to be a little bit deeper. I think we 
need to take a little bit of a step back. 

We have tax reform that is on the 
docket this week. 

We have a consistent dialogue with 
other nations with regard to how we 
are going to organize our trade rela-
tionships with other countries, wheth-
er it be in North America, whether it 
be with China or Europe or any other 
country. 

b 2030 

Mr. Speaker, I will just say that after 
looking at the tax bill that has been 
presented in both the House and the 
Senate, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice has said that this tax bill will run 
a deficit and a long-term debt for our 
country to the tune of $1.7 trillion. So 
this tax reform that our friends on the 
other side are pushing has a $1.7 tril-
lion hole in it. 

What has to happen is that the 
United States Government, because the 

Republicans are going to pass a tax 
cut, which the majority will go to the 
wealthiest people in the country, and 
because there will be this hole in the 
budget now, this country—our tax-
payers are going to have to go to 
China, go to Saudi Arabia, and we are 
going to say: Hey, can you loan us 
some money? We have got this big def-
icit. We have got this debt we are run-
ning up in the United States. Can you 
loan us like $1.7 trillion? Because we 
are going to give that money back to 
the wealthiest people in the country, in 
the hopes that it stimulates the econ-
omy and grows jobs and wages. And, 
oh, by the way, we tried that in 2001, 
and 2003, and it didn’t work. 

To me, I think it is very difficult for 
us as a country to say we are going to 
give China more power over us. We are 
going to give China more say in the ne-
gotiations that we have with them, 
whether it is North Korea, whether it 
is them moving bases out into the 
South China Sea where they are actu-
ally building islands so that they can 
put bases on them and project more 
force in that area of the world. 

We are going to have less negotiating 
power with them as they continue to 
move into Africa and extract natural 
resources to feed their industrial ma-
chine. We are going to ask them for 
$1.7 trillion to give a tax cut that goes 
primarily to the biggest corporations 
in the country and the wealthiest peo-
ple in the country. 

Now, that doesn’t make a whole lot 
of sense to most people. It sounds like 
a little bit of a scam. And the $1.7 tril-
lion, which you have got to watch, we 
are borrowing it, and then we have to 
pay interest on the money that we are 
borrowing. So if interest rates go up, 
we are going to start paying more. 

Meanwhile, back here in the United 
States, we have got a number of chal-
lenges that we have got to deal with. 
We have got to rebuild our country. 
The President, while he was cam-
paigning, said: We are going to do $1 
trillion in infrastructure improve-
ments in the United States. I am a 
builder. We are going to rebuild the 
country. 

It is now November, and we have not 
heard anything about an infrastructure 
bill or building roads and bridges and 
all the rest. In fact, we have had a 
President who campaigned—might see 
a little theme developing here—the 
President also campaigned and said: 
We are going to expand healthcare. We 
are going to expand Medicare. We are 
going to expand Medicaid. We are going 
to make it cheaper, accessible. It is 
going to be beautiful, and it will be 
easy to do. I can do it. 

And so goes life. 
The two bills, in both the House and 

the Senate, from the Republicans, as 
analyzed by the Congressional Budget 
Office—not as analyzed by Democrats— 
it was analyzed by the Congressional 
Budget Office, which is a neutral third 
party. They are kind of the umpire 
down here. They are the referee in 
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