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b 1730 

REMEMBERING FORMER 
CONGRESSMAN MAURICE HINCHEY 

(Mr. ENGEL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise 
to mourn the loss of our great col-
league, Maurice Hinchey. 

I knew Maurice for more than 30 
years. We served together for many 
years in the New York State Assembly, 
and then he came to Congress. 

In the assembly in Albany and all of 
New York State, he was known as one 
of the champions of the environment. 
He chaired that committee in Albany. 
When he came to Washington, he also, 
as my colleagues have said, cham-
pioned green things and making sure 
the environment was safe for all of us 
for generations to come. 

The thing that I really remember 
about Maurice Hinchey is what a nice 
person he was. He was soft-spoken but 
sharp, intelligent, and honest. He was 
the kind of person who was in public 
service for all the right reasons and 
really was a model Member of Congress 
for so many of us. Whether you agreed 
with him or disagreed with him, he lis-
tened to you. He was a tenacious fight-
er and a really smart individual who 
really, really knew his subject. 

The thing I remember about Maurice 
is what a nice guy he was, how soft- 
spoken he was, and how caring he was. 
He didn’t enter public life to get the 
accolades. He entered it because he 
really believed government should 
make a difference and could make a 
difference. 

Let me say, Maurice, you did make a 
difference: You made a difference to 
many in America; you made a dif-
ference to those of us in New York 
State; you made a difference to your 
friends who served in the New York 
State Assembly in Albany; and you 
made a difference in the United States 
Congress here in Washington. 

Rest in peace, Maurice. We will miss 
you, but we will never forget you. 

f 

REMEMBERING FORMER 
CONGRESSMAN MAURICE HINCHEY 

(Mr. SERRANO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I join 
my colleagues in honoring the mem-
ory, legacy, and public office of Mau-
rice Hinchey. 

Mo and I were elected in the same 
election in 1974 and met during fresh-
man orientation that December on a 
cold Albany day. From then on, we 
were friends. 

I came from the South Bronx, so I 
knew about the issues of the environ-
ment, but I didn’t know the intricacies 
of how they should be approached legis-
latively. He taught me all about it, as 
he did our whole freshman class. From 

day one, he was that person who spoke 
about saving this Earth, saving this 
country, and saving this land that has 
been loaned to us. 

In addition, Maurice was, as has been 
said here, one of the nicest guys you 
could ever imagine. He was a unique 
elected official. He was a liberal in a 
conservative district who was loved by 
his constituents. 

Early in my assembly career, the 
first year, I visited his district and saw 
how he cared for the people and how 
they cared for him. He took me all 
around. It was wonderful how he loved 
his community. 

He taught us that there were places 
outside of New York. I will always re-
member Maurice used to say to me: I 
have got to go to New York City once 
a month. 

I said: Why? 
He said: Just to charge my batteries, 

get the big city lights, and then I come 
back. 

He was a special human being. He 
could play softball and swing a bat like 
no one else. 

I will miss you, my brother. I will 
miss you. You are special. The people 
will miss you forever. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF FORMER 
CONGRESSMAN MAURICE HINCHEY 

(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, last week we lost 
one of the finest people ever to serve 
the people of New York State and the 
country when Congressman Maurice 
Hinchey passed away. 

I would like to express my deepest 
condolences to his wife, Ilene; his sons, 
Reese and Josef; his daughter, 
Michelle; and the entire Hinchey fam-
ily. 

Maurice leaves behind a legacy of 
service that is second to none. During 
his 18 years in the New York State As-
sembly, he became what former Gov-
ernor Mario Cuomo called ‘‘the envi-
ronmental conscience of New York 
State’’ for his groundbreaking inves-
tigations into polluters and landmark 
environmental laws. 

When he came to Congress in 1993, he 
continued that work, creating the Hud-
son River Valley National Heritage 
Area, preserving wild public lands, and 
doing everything possible to clean and 
protect his beloved Hudson River. 

Maurice and I came to Congress in 
the same class and we became fast 
friends. I already miss him dearly, but 
I know that his work and his legacy 
will be remembered for generations to 
come. To know him was to love him. 

Rest in peace, my dear friend. 
f 

GOP TAX SCAM 

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, mil-
lions of Americans will lie awake in 

bed this evening worried about their 
ability to take care of their families 
because they simply don’t make 
enough money and are struggling with 
the daily needs of life. 

What is the Republican Party work-
ing to do to make it even worse? 

Passing a tax cut for the richest peo-
ple in this country, the most powerful 
corporations, that will result in raising 
taxes on 82 million families, providing 
$1.5 trillion debt for the next genera-
tion, making deep cuts to Medicare, 
Medicaid, Pell grants, and infrastruc-
ture—all things that are necessary to 
grow and strengthen the middle class 
of this country—which will be a huge 
boon to the richest people in America. 

The Senate version will also remove 
13 million people from having access to 
affordable healthcare. The Republicans 
in the Senate are doing this right now. 

The American people need to be cer-
tain that their voices are being heard 
to stop this proposal. It is a scam that 
will impose tremendous costs on work-
ing people in this country. It will pro-
vide tremendous benefits to the very 
powerful and very wealthy. It 
incentivizes American companies to 
ship American jobs overseas by making 
those incentives more generous. 

The American people deserve a better 
deal. They deserve better wages, better 
jobs, and a better future. They deserve 
a much better deal than this raw deal 
these Republicans are giving in this 
tax scam. 

f 

GOP TAX SCAM 
(Mr. SOTO asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SOTO. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to take a moment to provide every 
American with a plot summary of the 
GOP tax scam. 

Step one: cut taxes for powerful bil-
lionaires and millionaires. 

Step two: grow a giant, $2.5 trillion 
debt. 

Part of that is to also grow the def-
icit so we can get to step three: use 
that to justify cuts to Medicare and 
Social Security for our seniors. 

Our ability to protect our environ-
ment for the future, education, infra-
structure, research and development, 
homeland security, and our military 
all will see cuts if this goes through. 

If you are worried about income in-
equality, this puts that disparity on 
steroids by charging the credit card 
and getting rid of popular deductions 
to boot, and it will ship jobs overseas 
by lowering the abroad tax rate. 

But don’t take my word for it. While 
Main Street continues to suffer, Wall 
Street is throwing a party with record 
stock increases today. 

It is time to take a stand against the 
GOP tax scam. 

f 

PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS: GOP TAX 
SCAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GARRETT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2017, the 
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gentleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN) 
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to be here this evening on be-
half of the Progressive Caucus in Con-
gress, which is in very strong opposi-
tion to both the House and Senate 
versions of the tax scam that is speed-
ing through the United States Congress 
this week. We have several members 
who would like to participate in this. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE). He 
is a passionate representative of the 
people of Rhode Island and a real 
champion of the American middle 
class. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend, the gentleman from Mary-
land, for yielding. 

I want to quote Congressman RASKIN, 
who has said before, and I think it ac-
tually accurately captures what is hap-
pening: The Republicans are moving at 
the speed of light in the dark of night 
to jam through this proposal which 
will visit so much harm upon our econ-
omy and upon the American people, 
and particularly onto working families. 

I think it is important to say, at the 
outset, that the process that has pro-
duced this piece of legislation that is 
now under consideration in the Sen-
ate—their own version of the same pro-
posal—is an important thing to under-
stand. 

The last time that we did comprehen-
sive tax reform—it was before I arrived 
in Congress—there were hundreds of 
people who testified. There were hear-
ings to really understand the implica-
tions of these proposals. 

Our economy is complicated. Tax 
policy is complicated. You want to be 
sure that you are making the right de-
cisions based on good information, 
good evidence, and the guidance of ex-
perts. 

This proposal in the House and, simi-
larly, in the Senate happened with no 
hearings. Not a single witness testified. 
In fact, it was drafted even without the 
participation of some of the Repub-
lican Members of Congress. It was pre-
sented as a finished product and then 
brought to the floor for a vote. 

One of the reasons I would say, Mr. 
Speaker, that my Republican col-
leagues are trying to get this done so 
quickly is because the more the Amer-
ican people learn about this proposal, 
the more they realize that it is not 
something they support, and it under-
mines the long-term health and pros-
perity of our country. 

What does it do? 
It provides a huge, gigantic tax cut 

for the people at the very top. About 50 
percent of the proposal goes to the top 
1 percent. 

It creates greater economic incen-
tives to ship American jobs overseas. 
Think about that. It creates better in-
centives to send good jobs overseas. 

It raises taxes on 82 million middle 
class families. 

It imposes $1.5 trillion additional 
debt on the next generation. 

To pay for all of this, it imposes deep 
cuts on things that are so important to 
the economy and important to working 
families: Medicare, Medicaid. We will 
see more cuts in infrastructure, edu-
cation, and all the things that are nec-
essary to build and strengthen our 
economy. 

This is a gigantic giveaway to the 
biggest corporations and the wealthiest 
people of this country, and it is paid 
for by the middle class. It is paid for by 
hardworking Americans. 

There are, as I said just a moment 
ago, millions of people who lie awake 
at night worrying about whether or not 
they can make ends meet, take care of 
their families, and pay their bills be-
cause they are just not making enough 
money. 

But instead of addressing that with a 
real tax reform proposal that provides 
real tax relief to middle class families 
and incentivizes the creation of good- 
paying jobs, this does just the opposite. 
It makes the situation worse. In fact, 
what the bill does, although its name is 
something about job creation, it does 
just the opposite because it is premised 
on this economic theory called trickle- 
down economics: if you let people at 
the very top hold on to more of their 
money, keep more of what they make, 
it will somehow just trickle down to 
the rest of us. 

We know that is an economic theory 
that doesn’t work. It doesn’t work be-
cause what you really need to create 
jobs and to grow the economy is for 
people of the middle class to have a 
good-paying job and have money in 
their pockets so they can buy the 
goods and services businesses produce. 
That is how you grow the economy. 

If you go to any small business in my 
State and ask, ‘‘What do you need to 
create another job to add to your num-
ber of employees?’’ they will tell you, 
‘‘I need customers. I need people to buy 
the things I make and sell.’’ 

That is why having a tax policy that 
invests in rebuilding the middle class 
and provides tax relief to middle class 
families and doesn’t rely on this trick-
le-down economics is the way that you 
grow the economy. This does just the 
opposite. 

In addition to that proposal on the 
Senate side, they have inserted another 
proposal that will strip away 
healthcare from 13 million Americans. 

Think about this: Just when you 
thought this bill or this approach 
couldn’t get any worse, the Senate Re-
publicans have done that. 

We had a rally today with folks from 
all across this country who are stand-
ing up to say: This is not fair. This 
makes our Tax Code worse. This pro-
vides no relief for the people who need 
it. It doesn’t help small businesses. In-
stead, it is a reflection of what a 
swamp Washington is. 

All those folks who have a lot of po-
litical power, who spend a lot of money 
on elections, have allowed or have de-
manded that a tax bill go forward that 
benefits them. 

Shame on my colleagues. This is a 
disgrace. What this is going to do to 
our economy and to working families is 
something that everyone who votes for 
this will be responsible for. 

We are still hoping that we can de-
feat this proposal in the Senate and 
move forward in a bipartisan way for 
serious tax reform that will grow the 
economy, that will provide relief to 
middle class families, that will help 
raise people’s wages and not be a huge 
giveaway for the richest people in the 
country, the most powerful corpora-
tions, incentivizing shipping American 
jobs overseas and then giving the bill 
to the next generation and to working 
families in this country. 

This is dead wrong. We have to defeat 
it. 

I thank my friend, the gentleman 
from Maryland, for organizing this 
Special Order hour so we can continue 
to bring attention to this horrible 
piece of legislation, which, by the 
way—I will end with this—is not tax 
reform. This is a scam being visited 
upon the American people. We need to 
do everything we can to stop it. 

b 1745 
Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

Mr. CICILLINE for his strong leadership 
for the people of Rhode Island and his 
dedication to the middle class of Amer-
ica, which is besieged and under attack 
today in Washington, D.C. You know, 
the former Secretary of the Treasury, 
Robert Rubin, came and said that this 
is the worst piece of tax legislation he 
had seen ever in the history of the 
United States of America. 

Now, the good news is that the Amer-
ican people have taken a look, and 
they don’t like it. By more than 2–1, 
the American people in public opinion 
polls are rejecting this plan. The 
Quinnipiac poll found that American 
voters are rejecting the plan by more 
than 2–1, with 52 percent disapproving 
and only 25 percent approving. Every 
day, the more people find out about it, 
the more that they hate the guts of 
this bill and what is inside of the tax 
plan. 

We are in a situation of ‘‘beat the 
clock’’ now. Can we get the informa-
tion out to the people, Mr. Speaker, 
about what is in this bill before it is 
rammed through the United States 
Congress? 

So let’s start with this: 82 million 
middle class households are going to 
see their taxes go up over the next dec-
ade. They are going to completely ob-
literate the State and local tax deduc-
tion, which States like mine, Mary-
land, New Jersey, Connecticut, Cali-
fornia, Illinois, are going to be killed 
by, because if you make investments in 
your educational infrastructure, if you 
make investments in the transpor-
tation infrastructure, now they want 
to abolish the State and local tax de-
duction and make you pay twice for 
the same money that you have earned, 
while driving pressure down on the 
States to eliminate investment in the 
people who live in the States. 
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Well, so they are going to raise taxes 

on millions of middle class families. 
Why? So they can slash taxes for the 
wealthiest corporations and the 
wealthiest people in the country. They 
want to slash the corporate tax rate 
from 35 percent to 20 percent at a time 
of record corporate profits in America. 

They say that everybody is going to 
get wage increases by that. But we 
have already got record corporate prof-
its, and we have seen wage growth be 
stagnant under the policies that are 
being propounded by the GOP in Con-
gress. 

If you want to increase people’s 
wages, increase the minimum wage. 
Have some courage. Have some hon-
esty. Let’s increase the minimum 
wage. Let’s give America a raise. That 
will work, not just showering billions 
of dollars more on the richest people in 
the country. 

By the way, it is not just the richest 
people in the country. One-third of cor-
porate ownership in America goes to 
foreign investors. That is right. So if 
we decide to give $11⁄2 trillion to inves-
tors in America with a corporate tax 
break, one-third of that money is going 
to leave America immediately and go 
to China or Saudi Arabia or wherever 
the rich corporate investors are. 

The purpose of this bill isn’t even 
just to enrich the wealthiest people in 
America. It is to enrich the wealthiest 
people on Earth because the money is 
going to be flying overseas as soon as 
we institute this corporate tax cut. 

Then they build up record deficits: 
$1.5 trillion to $2 trillion in deficits on 
the House and Senate plans—which are 
twiddle dumb and twiddle dumber—$1.5 
trillion to $2 trillion that the children, 
the grandchildren, and the great-grand-
children of the middle class are going 
to be paying back for decades so there 
can be a party on Wall Street; so there 
can be a party among the 1 percent; so 
Donald Trump’s family, according to 
The New York Times, can collect up to 
$1 billion in tax relief. 

How are they doing it? 
Well, for example, they want to abol-

ish the estate tax, which right now ap-
plies only to two of the richest 1,000 
families in America. You take 1,000 
families, only two of them are even 
paying the estate tax because it applies 
only to the wealthiest people in the 
country. They want to abolish that; to-
tally in contradiction to the design of 
the Founders of America who did not 
want to see the transmission of mil-
lions, much less hundreds of millions, 
much less billions of dollars from one 
generation to the next because they 
understood that the intergenerational 
transmission of that kind of wealth is 
a threat to democracy. 

At a certain point, people have 
enough houses, they have enough 
yachts, they have enough helicopters. 

And now what do they want to buy? 
They want to buy a governorship. 

They want to buy a Senate seat. They 
want to buy a whole institution like 
the House of Representatives or the 
U.S. Senate. 

That is not democracy, and the 
Founders knew it. That is plutocracy. 

So the radical economic inequality, 
which they want to cement into place 
with this tax bill, is a direct threat to 
the Democratic values of country, the 
Democratic values of the Founders of 
America. 

They want to eliminate the student 
loan interest deduction and lifetime 
learning credits, a direct assault on 
middle class upward mobility. They 
want to make it much more expensive 
for young people to go to college and 
then to pay their loans back. 

They want to eliminate the medical 
expense deduction, which millions of 
families have used in order to take care 
of a loved one who has a serious long- 
term illness or is in long-term care. 
They just want to get rid of the med-
ical expense deduction. You should 
read the letters and the emails that I 
am getting from families that are say-
ing: ‘‘This will bankrupt us.’’ 

Right now, under the medical ex-
pense deduction, if you are spending 
more than 10 percent of your income on 
medical expenses, you can start to de-
duct it. They want to get rid of that. 

Oh, guess who else that hits as col-
lateral damage in the war against the 
middle class. 

Families with children with special 
needs. Right now, families with chil-
dren with special needs can go to a pri-
vate school and they can deduct the 
tuition and expenses of that education 
as part of the medical expense deduc-
tion. 

Well, the GOP wants to get rid of 
that, too, because I suppose life is just 
not hard enough on families in Amer-
ica who have kids with autism or kids 
with muscular dystrophy or kids who 
face any other manner of physical or 
neurological or mental or emotional 
problems. 

We should be on the side of the fami-
lies who are struggling with special 
needs children. We should be on their 
side. We should be on the side of the 
State and local governments that are 
trying heroically to address it. Instead, 
this legislation will pull the rug out 
from beneath families with special 
needs. 

They want to impose dramatic new 
limits on the mortgage interest deduc-
tion, which, again, has been essential 
for the middle class to be able to par-
take of homeownership, which has been 
so much a part of building the middle 
class in our country. 

Now, because the public is rebelling 
against this terrible tax plan the way 
the public rebelled against their ter-
rible ACA repeal plan, which would 
have stripped 30 million Americans of 
their healthcare—by the way, the Sen-
ate plan now has smuggled into it a 
provision which would go back to the 
discredited ACA repeal plan by trying 
to throw millions of people off of their 
healthcare by overturning the indi-
vidual mandate. 

Well, the public has figured this out, 
and, here, in Washington, it is a race 
against the clock. 

Will the tidal wave of public opinion 
reach Washington in time to stop them 
from passing a special interest tax 
scam, which appeals only to the top 1 
percent of the country? Or will they be 
able to get it through in time? 

But I appeal to my colleagues across 
the aisle, I beseech them, and I beg 
them to revisit the whole thing. This is 
not how we accomplish successful tax 
policy in the United States of America. 

We did it in 1986. The Democrats and 
Republicans came together to do it. 

You know how we did it? 
With more than 21⁄2 years of hearings, 

discussions, policy debates, town hall 
meetings all over America. We invited 
the best ideas to come from all sides, 
and it passed overwhelmingly in the 
House of Representatives. It passed 
overwhelmingly in the U.S. Senate. 
The tax reform proposal, at the end, 
had been vetted and debated so much, 
everybody had contributed to it, it was 
so uncontroversial that it passed the 
House on a voice vote overwhelmingly, 
maybe unanimously. Nobody even 
asked for a rollcall vote. The Senate 
passed its version by a near unanimous 
vote of 97–3. 

You see, that is how you do real tax 
reform. You bring the parties together 
to do it. There were more than 250 wit-
nesses who appeared in the House Ways 
and Means Committee, who appeared 
before the Senate Finance Committee. 
Sure, there were some knockdown, 
drag-out fights; sure, the Democrats 
and Republicans were fighting like cats 
and dogs, but we were committed to 
coming up with a consensus product 
that would work for America, and we 
did it. 

What we are seeing in Washington 
today is the exact opposite. The deter-
mination is to pass a completely par-
tisan piece of legislation at all costs, 
with a very narrow majority running 
over the minority completely, and it is 
not going to work because America is a 
democracy. Taxation is the way that 
we support our government; the 
projects that we develop together. In 
taxation of all fields, we need to make 
sure that we are getting the best ideas 
from all sides. You can’t ram it 
through and you can’t crush the oppo-
sition. 

What we are going to end up with—if 
they do manage to power this through 
with every manner of a backroom deal 
and a sweetheart contract and special 
interest strings attached, if they do 
manage to get it through, what you are 
going to have is a plan that is going to 
bankrupt the middle class the way that 
Donald Trump bankrupted four or five 
businesses. 

The difference is that if you bank-
rupt a hotel, if you bankrupt a casino, 
if you bankrupt a corporation, well, 
there were laws that allow you to get 
back on your feet, and Donald Trump 
used them handsomely. He got back on 
his feet through the bankruptcy laws. 

But what happens if you bankrupt 
the middle class of America? What hap-
pens if you bankrupt the government 
of the United States? 
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This is irresponsible. This is not re-

sponsible governance that is taking 
place, to be advancing a plan that a re-
cent Secretary of the Treasury has 
called the worst tax plan ever ventured 
forth in the history of the United 
States of America. 

We asked the majority in the House 
and the Senate to pull the plug on this 
terrible assault on the middle class, 
pull the plug on the tax scam, and let’s 
go back to the hearing rooms and let’s 
have some real hearings, let’s have ex-
perts come in and let’s look at how to 
relieve the tax burden on hardworking 
middle class taxpayers, relieve the tax 
burden on families that have special 
needs children, relieve the tax burden 
on people struggling to go to college 
and graduate school. 

Why don’t we try to bolster and 
strengthen the charitable sector and 
colleges and universities and schools 
across the land instead of trying to un-
dermine them in order to occasion a 
dramatic shift of income in wealth up 
the ladder in the country? 

Let’s get back to work together, be-
cause if you are able to muscle this 
plan through the House and the Senate 
using every trick in the book except 
for negotiation and compromise and 
cooperation, it will be a disaster for 
the American people. 

It will come back not only to haunt 
the political careers of people who as-
sented to it and participated in it, but 
it will come back to haunt the entire 
country because the deficits and the 
debt will be out of control. We know 
that from every nonpartisan budget es-
timate and economist that has looked 
at it, every single one across the spec-
trum. Even the ones who are using the 
GOP’s preferred method of dynamic 
scoring are saying it is going to be hell 
in terms of deficits and in terms of the 
debt. 

So we are going to end up having to 
cut Medicare, Medicaid, and Social Se-
curity. That is what they are going to 
target next. 

Whatever happened to the budget 
hawks? Are they an extinct species 
now? They are certainly an endangered 
species. Or have they just become 
budget ostriches? 

b 1800 

They are hiding their heads in the 
sand while this highway robbery takes 
place in the Halls of Congress. Then 
they will come back next year, and 
they will say: Oh, look at these terrible 
deficits; we have got to cut Social Se-
curity; we have got to cut Medicare; we 
have got to cut Medicaid. 

Now, suddenly, we are reborn as 
budget hawks again. We are born-again 
budget hawks. We can expect that to 
happen. 

In the meantime, economic inequal-
ity in the country will continue to 
deepen and spread, and economic des-
peration will spread. We don’t need to 
do this, Mr. Speaker, we do not need to 
do this. We are at a time of record cor-
porate profits; record corporate pros-

perity. Wall Street has never been 
riding higher than it is now. 

Why do we need to cut corporate 
taxes from 35 to 20 percent? Why do we 
need to start exporting more jobs 
abroad by instituting this new 
territoriality principle for taxes? A 
very fancy name that they assigned to 
it, do you know what it means? It 
means that if a business person is 
going to set up a factory on Main 
Street America with 1,000 jobs, they 
are going to pay full taxes on their 
business; but if they set it up in Hong 
Kong, or Singapore, or Mexico, or Swit-
zerland, or the Cayman Islands, they 
are going to pay zero on it because it is 
not made in the United States. That is 
in this bill. 

Now, they say they are going to re-
capture some of the money if it gets 
really obscene, but why should we have 
that principle at all now? In fact, the 
law today is compromised enough. It 
says that if they relocate their busi-
nesses abroad, they don’t pay taxes 
until the profits are repatriated—until 
the profits come back. Now, all of it is 
on paper. The companies haven’t really 
moved anyplace. That is dubious 
enough as it is. 

They want to make the current sys-
tem worse. They want to say that if 
you set up your business abroad, if you 
ship it overseas, either really or on 
paper—like to the Cayman Islands, or 
something like that—you escape tax-
ation completely. Maybe we will be 
able to recapture a little bit of it later 
through some accounting tricks, but 
basically this is a massive invitation to 
corporate America to outsource jobs 
overseas—to ship our jobs overseas. 

Now, I know the President of the 
United States is not much of a policy 
wonk. I am not sure if they have ap-
prised him of this provision yet. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope someone who is 
in touch with the President of the 
United States gets in touch with him 
and tells him that his campaign prom-
ise to put America first—promise to 
put American jobs first—and the tax 
plan that he is about to append his 
name to, if this actually happens, will 
be responsible for outsourcing and 
offshoring millions of American jobs, 
and profits, and taxes. That is built 
into this legislation, with a lot of other 
nasty surprises that surface every sin-
gle day, as we try to figure out what is 
happening on this speeding train of the 
tax plan. 

This process has nothing to do with 
representative democracy; it has noth-
ing to do with integrity in the work of 
the people’s representatives. 

So, we ask our colleagues: Let’s take 
a breather. The American people don’t 
like what they see. They are rejecting 
it by more than 2 to 1 in all of the 
polls. 

I have spoken to my colleagues 
across the aisle, who are getting very 
nervous about their emails, and their 
letters, and their calls right now, just 
like they got very nervous about the 
ACA repeal—which seemed like a great 

idea, until they had a majority in Con-
gress—and then they realized that they 
were going to throw millions of people 
to the streets. 

Now it is a question of whether or 
not you want to outsource and offshore 
millions of jobs, whether you want to 
drive a $1.5 trillion or $2 trillion hole in 
the American deficit and in our econ-
omy, and whether you want to, basi-
cally, loot the middle class for the pur-
poses of a big payday on Wall Street, 
and among foreign investors from Hong 
Kong to Saudi Arabia? 

Well, that is the question. That is the 
choice that faces America this week, 
Mr. Speaker. That is what we are look-
ing at. And who are we as a people? 
And do we have some sense—some sem-
blance even—of community such that 
the GOP would want to try to get even 
10 votes or 15 votes from the Demo-
crats? No. All of the Democrats are op-
posing it. 

Fortunately, 13 Republicans have 
crossed the aisle to say that they can-
not stomach what they are seeing in 
this bill. We understand that there 
may be more coming this week, who 
are saying that they simply cannot tol-
erate what is taking place with this 
legislation. 

But, as always, Mr. Speaker, this is a 
democracy that we are aspiring to be, 
not a plutocracy, not a theocracy, not 
a family government, not a royal gov-
ernment, but a democracy, which 
means that we place all of our faith 
and hope in the people to speak up, to 
talk to their representatives, to get in 
touch with them, and to ask them to 
read the fine print, so that we are not 
voting for a tax scam, instead of a tax 
bill. 

All of the American people have a re-
sponsibility to get in touch with their 
legislators, Mr. Speaker, to ask: What 
is in the bill, and how is it going to af-
fect us and the more than 80 million 
middle class families, who are going to 
end up seeing a tax hike over the next 
decade? And how is it going to affect 
people who take the State and local 
tax deduction and people who use the 
medical expense deduction for their 
families? And how is it going to affect 
people who have graduated from col-
lege and now are struggling to buy a 
house, or to get an apartment, or to 
move out of their parents’ basement? 
And how is it going to affect them 
when the deduction for college student 
loan interest is abolished? 

We need to slow down. We need to ex-
amine the priorities and the values 
that are built into this bill and see 
whether they actually square with the 
values, the beliefs, the priorities of the 
American people, and the needs of the 
American people. 

We think this legislation is way off, 
Mr. Speaker. We ask the GOP majority 
to consider the unanimous opposition 
of the democratic block in Congress; 
we ask them to consider the public 
opinion polls, which show the Amer-
ican people rejecting the details of this 
bill by more than 2 to 1; and we ask 
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them to start over. Let’s do it the way 
Congress did it back in 1986, when Tip 
O’Neill and Ronald Reagan got to-
gether, and the Democrats and Repub-
licans talked about it, fought about it, 
and debated it. But they came up with 
a plan that, in the end, the vast major-
ity of Congress and the vast majority 
of the people could support. 

Let’s not walk the plank for the 1 
percent here. We know that there are 
some tiny interests in America that 
want to see this pass. Let’s not walk 
the plank in Congress for a bill that re-
flects the interests of only the tiniest 
group of people. Let’s do the job imag-
ined by that great Republican Presi-
dent, who served in this body, proudly, 
from Illinois, in the House of Rep-
resentatives: Abraham Lincoln, who 
spoke of ‘‘government of the people, by 
the people, for the people.’’ That is the 
part of that great triad that we will be 
betraying if we pass this bill, because 
it is not for the people, it is for the 1 
percent. 

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

f 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED 

Bills of the Senate of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 245. An act to amend the Indian Tribal 
Energy Development and Self Determination 
Act of 2005, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources; in addi-
tion, to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

S. 254. An act to amend the Native Amer-
ican Programs Act of 1974 to provide flexi-
bility and reauthorization to ensure the sur-
vival and continuing vitality of Native 
American languages; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

S. 343. An act to repeal certain obsolete 
laws relating to Indians; to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

S. 669. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to assess sanitation and safety 
conditions at Bureau of Indian Affairs facili-
ties that were constructed to provide af-
fected Columbia River Treaty tribes access 
to traditional fishing grounds and expend 
funds on construction of facilities and struc-
tures to improve those conditions, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

S. 772. An act to amend the PROTECT Act 
to make Indian tribes eligible for AMBER 
Alert grants; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

S. 825. An act to provide for the convey-
ance of certain property to the Southeast 
Alaska Regional Health Consortium located 
in Sitka, Alaska, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources; In ad-
dition, to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

S. 1285. An act to allow the Confederated 
Tribes of Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw 
Indians, the Confederated Tribes of the 
Grand Ronde Community of Oregon, the Con-
federated Tribes of Siletz Indians of Oregon, 

the Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs, 
the Cow Creek Band of Umpqua Tribe of In-
dians, the Klamath Tribes, and the Burns 
Paiute Tribes to lease or transfer certain 
funds; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 2810. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2018 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 8 minutes p.m.), 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Friday, December 1, 2017, at 9 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3242. A letter from the Honors Attorney, 
Legal Division, Bureau of Consumer Finan-
cial Protection, transmitting the Bureau’s 
final rules — Truth in Lending (Regulation 
Z) [Docket No.: CFPB-2017-0027] received No-
vember 22, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

3243. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility (Ches-
ter County, PA, et al.) [Docket ID: FEMA- 
2017-0002; Internal Agency Docket No.: 
FEMA-8497) received November 28, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

3244. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility (Car-
roll County, IA, et al.) [Docket ID: FEMA- 
2017-0002; Internal Agency Docket No.: 
FEMA-8495] received November 28, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

3245. A letter from the Program Specialist, 
LRAD, Office of the Comptroller of the Cur-
rency, Department of the Treasury, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rules — Ap-
praisals for Higher-Priced Mortgage Loans 
Exemption Threshold [Docket No.: OCC-2017- 
0016] (RIN: 1557-AE25) received November 27, 
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

3246. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, Division of Regulatory Services, 
Department of Education, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Heath Education 
Assistance Loan (HEAL) Program [Docket 
ID: ED-2017-OPE-0031] (RIN: 1840-AD21) re-
ceived November 28, 2017, pursuant to 5 

U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

3247. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting Transmittal No. 0S-17, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(b)(5)(A) of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act, as amended; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

3248. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting Transmittal No. 17-58, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export Control 
Act, as amended; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

3249. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary, Bureau of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting notification 
that effective October 15, 2017, that Danger 
Pay was authorized for Drug Enforcement 
Agency employees at the following overseas 
locations: Guayaquil and Quito, Ecuador and 
Asuncion, Paraguay; and Danger Pay was au-
thorized for Federal Bureau of Investigation 
employees at the following overseas loca-
tions: N’djamena, Chad and Abuja, Nigeria, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 5928; Public Law 98-164, 
Sec. 131; and Public Law 101-246, Sec. 151, as 
amended; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

3250. A letter from the Federal Co-Chair, 
Appalachian Regional Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s Inspector General 
Semiannual Report to Congress, for the pe-
riod April 1, 2017, through September 30, 2017, 
pursuant to Sec. 5 of the Inspector General 
Act of 1978, as amended; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

3251. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Consumer Product Safety Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s Agency Fi-
nancial Report of Fiscal Year 2017, pursuant 
to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a)(1); Public Law 101-576, 
Sec. 303(a)(1) (as amended by Public Law 107- 
289, Sec. 2(a)); (116 Stat. 2049); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

3252. A letter from the Director, White 
House Liaison, Office of Career, Technical, 
and Adult Education, Department of Edu-
cation, transmitting a notification of an ac-
tion on nomination, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 
2681-614); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

3253. A letter from the Executive Analyst 
(Political), Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting a notification 
of a nomination, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); 
Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

3254. A letter from the Chairman, Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Review Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s Fiscal 
Year 2017 Performance and Accountability 
Report, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a)(1); Pub-
lic Law 101-576, Sec. 303(a)(1) (as amended by 
Public Law 107-289, Sec. 2(a)); (116 Stat. 2049); 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

3255. A letter from the Acting Commis-
sioner, Social Security Administration, 
transmitting the Administration’s Inspector 
General’s semiannual report for April 1, 2017, 
through September 30, 2017, pursuant to Sec. 
5(b) of the Inspector General Act of 1978, as 
amended; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

3256. A letter from the Chief Human Cap-
ital Officer, Office of the Administrator, U.S. 
Small Business Administration, transmit-
ting a notification of a discontinuation of 
service in acting role, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 
2681-614); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 
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