
Newsletter of the Pass Democratic Club—March 2019 

Visit the Pass Democratic Club website: www.passdems.org 

and the Pass Democratic Club on Facebook and Twitter (@DemocraticPass) 

 

 
 

Wednesday, March 20th 
 

175 W. Hays St., Banning 
(10 freeway, exit 8th St N, right  
Ramsey, left 2nd, right Hays) 

 

Doors open at 6:00pm 
Meeting begins at 6:30pm 

 

Special Presentation 
To Be Announced 

Congratulations to our esteemed member 

(and Banning City Councilmember) Colleen and 

her new husband, Rudolph McFrazier. 





 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Walk For Border Kindness—March 2019 
 

https://borderkindness.org/walk-for-border-kindness/ 

 

Border Kindness provides migrants, refugees, and the displaced with compre-

hensive services that include food, shelter, clothing, and medical care. Our pro-

grams and interventions are designed to identify, protect, and nurture the most 

vulnerable – including women, children, elderly, families, and LGBTQI. 

 

Border Kindness believes everyone should have the opportunity to live free of 

pain, hunger, intimidation, and fear. We believe everyone is our neighbor. 

 

The first week of March (2019) there will be a walk from Joshua Tree to Indio to 

encourage communities to join Border Kindness in protecting the rights – and 

the lives – of refugees and migrants seeking safety and opportunity in the USA. 

 

The tentative schedule of events for the week includes the following in Palm 

Springs.  Please join Border Kindness for this event and, if you can’t attend, 

please join us in spirit by clicking “attending” on the event page. 

 

Wednesday, March 6, 2019—3:00pm 

Hosted by The Courageous Resistance: Palm Springs and Other Desert Cities 

MC Joy Silver and our own DeniAntoinette Mazingo will be speaking! 

Frances Stevens Park 

500 N Palm Canyon Drive 

Palm Springs, CA 

 

Support Border Kindness now by donating via Venmo @Border-Kindness or via 

PayPal at borderkindness.org/donate 

https://www.facebook.com/groups/1806167702934075/
https://l.facebook.com/l.php?u=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.borderkindness.org%2Fdonate%3Ffbclid%3DIwAR3GuBfuSN-usal3eBwgmLdgmRB5M5sbhfrGUHj7OWg5JYR4gEVSX572a-w&h=AT1w-sPEa97l6GH8tDT06w3WCcjzeqF0BwTgTMEDd4746tjUDL2wDV04IwBMxePVAm3gLybBkPH2-E0Gq0uns4NvVQKb5_2mLAVTo9-QMwEX


  

Join or Renew 

Invite a Friend 
 

Pass Democratic Club 

PO Box 724 

Banning CA 92220 
  

Name(s)____________________________ 

Address____________________________ 

Phone___________ Email_____________ 
Employer Name_______________________ 
Employer Address______________________ 
_________________________________ 

  

Must be a registered Democrat. 
Enclose $30 individual  

or $50 for two at same address 

 

REMINDER! 

2019 MEMBERSHIP DUES 



 
California CareForce is truly an incredible undertaking, providing free medical care in multiple disci-
plines to anyone needing care. It is absolutely free to all who ask for care and there are no restric-
tions on who can receive care. This is a massive operation, and they are seeking volunteers to help 
as well as getting the word out to those in need of medical/dental/ophthalmological care.  
  
California CareForce is a registered, non-profit group of volunteer healthcare professionals, com-
munity leaders, and engaged citizens who provide free emergency, restorative and preventative 
dental, vision and medical care to those in need at 3-day, temporary clinics across California.  
  
Since 2011, more than 14,000 volunteers have provided free healthcare services to more than 
30,600 individuals, delivering $13.4 million worth of care, through our clinics. California CareForce 
has held clinics in Oakland, Sacramento, the Coachella Valley, Gold Country and the Greater Los 
Angeles area. 
 
The 2019 Coachella Clinic will be held at the Riverside County Fairgrounds in Indio on March 
22 through March 24, 2019. It is projected to have 68 dental chairs, 20 medical exam rooms and 10 
vision exam stations. 450 community volunteers each day are projected to serve 2,000 patients in 
need of medical, dental and/or vision care throughout the three days of the clinic.  
  
The hard part is reaching, not only those interested in volunteering at the clinic, but those in the area 
who are in need of service. They have no restrictions on who can receive care. They tell people 
”all you have to be is alive and there!” No proof of insurance, income, residency, employment, 
etc. needed. And all services are 100% free.  
  
Progressive News! is truly honored to assist this humanitarian effort by helping spread the word to 
both those in need and to potential volunteers. We ask that you forward this information widely to 
friends, neighbors and acquaintances.  
  
There is much more information about this upcoming clinic; more information than we can include in 
a single issue. For questions, to volunteer or sponsor, or to arrange in advance for treatment, please 
contact: 
  
Emerald Carroll 
Volunteer & Outreach Coordinator 
emerald@californiacareforce.org 
916-749-4170 
http://www.californiacareforce.org/  

mailto:emerald@californiacareforce.org
http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001NFUsmqJr6rFiwIP9-FFIbqo4PsyLuHGWeOKH0YiPRj7Kan35wut8pjNCzDYw2R4XQ2xYjMe7-Rz9jGbXip_GicZxCY-KHJnKOmy2Lr6filb8ucP9qKC7yinZGGDP78ISqvDXyYJFoRmLFrMbqz8Qk9Nhr2Qvn-k6&c=E8qu7ly6ojFiTur4AXv6mMyJJn5VamjIXxGW2NWKbmdo_ID-gK4yxw==&ch=RTvMP


Economic Policy Analysis By Christopher Ingraham/The Washington Post, February 8 

Wealth concentration returning to ‘levels last seen during the Roaring Twenties 
 

The 400 richest Americans — the top 0.00025 percent of the population — have tripled their share of the nation’s wealth 
since the early 1980s, according to a new working paper on wealth inequality by University of California at Berkeley econo-
mist Gabriel Zucman. 
 

Those 400 Americans own more of the country’s riches than the 150 million adults in the bottom 60 percent of the wealth 
distribution, who saw their share of the nation’s wealth fall from 5.7 percent in 1987 to 2.1 percent in 2014, according to 
the World Inequality Database maintained by Zucman and others. 
 

Overall, Zucman finds that “U.S. wealth concentration seems to have returned to levels last seen during the Roaring Twen-
ties.” That shift is eroding security from families in the lower and middle classes, who rely on their small stores of wealth to 
finance their retirement and to smooth over economic shocks like the loss of a job. And it’s consolidating power in the 
hands of the nation’s billionaires, who are increasingly using their riches to purchase political influence. 
 

Zucman, who advised Sen. Elizabeth Warren (D-Mass.) on a recent proposal to tax high levels of wealth, warns that these 
numbers may understate the amount of wealth concentrated in the hands of the rich: It has become more difficult to ac-
count for the true wealth of the ultra-rich in recent decades, in part because many hide their assets in offshore tax shelters. 
Wealth, here, is roughly synonymous with net worth: the value of everything that a family owns, minus the value of any 
debt. Assets such as homes, land, rental properties, stock holdings, business equity and bank accounts are included. 
The definition excludes personal possessions like cars and furniture. They’re difficult to measure, don’t produce income 
and would amount to a tiny fraction of the nation’s net worth if they were included, according to Zucman. 
 

For illustrative purposes, consider a person who owns a $250,000 house with $200,000 in outstanding mortgage debt. She 
also has $5,000 in her bank account and $25,000 in a 401(k). That person has a net worth of $80,000, a figure derived 
from the sum of all her assets ($250,000 + $5,000 + $25,000) minus the sum of all her debts ($200,000). That $80,000 
puts her close to the national median of household net worth, according to research by Edward N. Wolff of NYU. 
 

American wealth is highly unevenly distributed, much more so than income. According to Zucman’s latest calculations, 
today the top 0.1 percent of the population has captured nearly 20 percent of the nation’s wealth, giving them a greater 
slice of the American pie than the bottom 80 percent of the population combined. That bottom 80 percent figure includes 
the 1 in 5 American households that has either zero or negative wealth, meaning that its debts are greater than or equal to 
its assets. According to NYU’s Wolff, the share of U.S. households with zero or negative wealth has risen by roughly one-
third since 1983, when it was 15.5 percent. 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/economic-policy/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/people/christopher-ingraham/
http://papers.nber.org/tmp/38195-w25462.pdf
https://wid.world/country/usa/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/the-fix/wp/2015/09/21/the-10-most-influential-billionaires-in-politics/?utm_term=.fcc10563af16
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2019/01/24/elizabeth-warren-propose-new-wealth-tax-very-rich-americans-economist-says/?utm_term=.ebdcc4ebd4e7
https://www.nber.org/papers/w24085


The top 10 percent of individuals, meanwhile, own more than 70 percent of the nation’s wealth, more than twice the 
amount owned by the bottom 90 percent. The top 10 percent have increased their share of wealth by about 10 percentage 
points since the early 1980s, with a concomitant decline in the share of wealth owned by everyone else. In some ways, 
Zucman finds, the distribution of wealth in the United States more closely resembles the situation in Russia and China than 
in other advanced democracies such as the United Kingdom and France. 
 

Several caveats to this discussion are in order. First, a person with negative net worth is not necessarily penniless. A num-
ber of the households in the negative-net-worth bucket may be young professionals, like doctors or lawyers, starting off 
their careers with large amounts of student debt. This is not necessarily a problem if their high earnings ultimately erase 
their debt and catapult them into the upper reaches of the wealth spectrum later in their careers. 
 

But young, high-earning professionals account for a minority of negative-net-worth families. The 2016 Survey of Consumer 
Finances, for instance, shows that about 40 percent of families in the bottom quartile of net worth had an outstanding stu-
dent loan balance of any kind. High-earning professionals probably account for just a fraction of that 40 percent. 
Second, rising wealth inequality may not necessarily be a zero-sum game: The rich gobbling up a larger share of the na-
tional wealth pie may not be a problem if there’s still more pie left for everyone else, relative to several years or decades 
ago. There’s good reason to suspect that this may be the case for income: While incomes at the top have risen dramati-

cally over the past few decades, incomes in the middle have risen, too, albeit much more slowly. 

But the same dynamic is not occurring with household wealth. According to Wolff, the median household wealth in the 
United States in 2016 ($78,100) was slightly lower, in inflation-adjusted dollars, than it was three decades ago in 1983 
($80,000). Over the same time period, the average wealth of the top 1 percent of households more than doubled, from 
$10.6 million to $26.4 million. 
 

The wealthy are becoming wealthier, in other words, and there’s good reason to think it’s happening at the expense of 
everyone else. As Zucman notes, this has very different implications for different groups of people. “For everybody except 
the rich,” he writes, wealth’s “main function is to provide security.” Middle-class families tend to use their wealth to save for 
rainy-day expenses or to draw down on for retirement. 
 

But “for the rich, wealth begets power,” according to Zucman. Our electoral system is highly dependent on outside financ-
ing, creating numerous opportunities for the wealthy to convert their money into influence and tip the political scales in their 
favor. As a result, politicians have become accustomed to playing close attention to the interests of the wealthy and pass-
ing policies that reflect them, even in cases where public opinion is strongly trending in the opposite direction. 
 

“Wealth concentration may help explain the lack of redistributive responses to the rise of inequality observed since the 
1980s,” Zucman writes. The interplay between money and power, in other words, may be self-reinforcing: The wealthy use 
their money to buy political power, and they use some of that power to protect their money. 

Important Contacts: 
 

 

Senator Diane Feinstein: DC Office (202) 224-3841 
L.A. Office (310) 914-7300  
Senator Kamala Harris: DC Office (202) 224-3553  
San Diego Office (213)894-5000  
Congressman Dr. Raul Ruiz (D-36) DC Office  (202) 225-5330  
Palm Desert Office (760) 424-8888  
CA State Senator Mike Morrell (R-23) State Capitol Office (916) 651-4023  
Rancho Cucamonga Office (909)919-7731  
CA Assembly Member Chad Mayes: (R-42) State Capitol Office  
(916) 319-2042 Rancho Mirage Office (760) 346-6342 
Riverside County Supervisor Jeff Hewitt (5)  
Riverside Office 951)955-1050 Perris Office (951)210-1300 

 

        PASS DEMOCRATIC CLUB 
        Wednesday, April 3, SLCC Atrium 6PM 
 

           Executive Board Members: 
             PRESIDENT - Nancy Sappington 
             1st VP MEMBERSHIP - Kathy Katz—kkatz@iinet.com 
             2nd VP VOTER REGISTRATION AND  
             POLITICAL ACTION – Sylvia Carrillo 
             RECORDING SECRETARY – Dianne Anderson 
             CORRESPONDING/LOGISTICS – Remy Altuna 
             TREASURER – Leeann McLaughlin 
 

           Committee Chairs: 
             PROGRAM—DeniAntoinette Mazingo 
             PARLIAMENTARIAN – Pelton Teague 
             SCHOLARSHIPS – Margaret Coleman 
             COMMUNICATIONS—Leeann McLaughlin 

        PASS DEMOCRATIC CLUB 
        Wednesday, March 6th and April 3rd 
        SLCC Atrium 6PM 
 

           Executive Board Members: 
             PRESIDENT - Nancy Sappington 
             1st VP MEMBERSHIP - Kathy Katz—kkatz@iinet.com 
             2nd VP VOTER REGISTRATION AND  
             POLITICAL ACTION – Sylvia Carrillo 
             RECORDING SECRETARY – Dianne Anderson 
             CORRESPONDING/LOGISTICS – Remy Altuna 
             TREASURER – Leeann McLaughlin 
 

           Committee Chairs: 
             PROGRAM—DeniAntoinette Mazingo 
             PARLIAMENTARIAN – Pelton Teague 
             SCHOLARSHIPS – Margaret Coleman 
             COMMUNICATIONS—Leeann McLaughlin 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2019/01/18/student-debt-has-kept-home-ownership-out-reach-young-families-fed-reports/?utm_term=.12473230530a
https://www.federalreserve.gov/econres/files/BulletinCharts.pdf
https://www.federalreserve.gov/econres/files/BulletinCharts.pdf
http://www.aei.org/publication/income-inequality-and-the-belief-that-america-is-a-zero-sum-game/
https://www.epi.org/publication/the-new-gilded-age-income-inequality-in-the-u-s-by-state-metropolitan-area-and-county/
https://www.epi.org/publication/the-new-gilded-age-income-inequality-in-the-u-s-by-state-metropolitan-area-and-county/
https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2018/demo/p60-263.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2019/01/02/elizabeth-warren-says-government-has-been-bought-paid-by-big-business-political-scientists-say-shes-got-point/?utm_term=.359a1e319e58
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2019/01/02/elizabeth-warren-says-government-has-been-bought-paid-by-big-business-political-scientists-say-shes-got-point/?utm_term=.359a1e319e58
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2018/11/02/congress-thinks-public-is-way-more-conservative-than-it-actually-is-deep-pocketed-lobbyists-are-blame-according-new-research/?utm_term=.bb3d3804d2d8
https://www.cnbc.com/2018/04/16/gop-tax-cuts-have-gotten-less-popular-with-voters-nbc-wsj-poll.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2018/11/30/every-single-state-minimum-wage-is-lower-than-what-residents-want-study-says/?utm_term=.62528665d252


Tax Refund Fiasco Is Political Payback For Republicans 
They stepped on this rake last year and now it’s hitting them in the face. 

By Arthur Delaney, Senior Reporter, HuffPost, 02/15/2019 
 

Republicans boasted all last year that their new tax law boosted paychecks and showered bonuses on several million 
workers.  
But now that tax season is upon us, several million Americans are getting a nasty surprise: a bill from the Internal Revenue 
Service that they never expected.  
Beth Callori of Long Island, New York, said she was thrilled to receive about $90 more in each paycheck last year. Thanks 
to the new lower federal income tax rates, Callori’s employer, a financial services firm, was withholding less from her pay-
check for federal tax purposes.  
“I thought, ‘Wow, Trump is great, I love him,’” Callori said.  
But last week Callori heard from her tax preparer that she owes the federal government more than $5,000 ― almost five 
times as much as she had to pay in previous years.  
“I almost fell out of my chair. I could not believe it,” she said. “I voted for Trump. I thought he was going to be good for this 
country, but when I got that phone call, that’s it, I’m done.” 
Callori’s tax bill went up for two reasons. One is that the law directly disadvantaged her by limiting deductions for state and 
local taxes, which increased the amount of Callori’s income subject to tax and added an extra grand to her bill.  
The bigger reason is that her employer withheld too little from her paycheck. The extra $90 she received should have been 
added to the amount that gets automatically socked away to cover the federal income tax. Like most people, however, Cal-
lori did not fill out a worksheet and submit a new Form W-4 to her employer at the beginning of last year.  
After all, at that time Republicans kept bragging about the bigger paychecks they had given the American people.  
“I thought because I was getting that, I’m entitled to it,” Callori said.  
Bigger Paychecks, Lower Refunds 
The vast majority of Americans got lower taxes from the new law, while only 5 percent or so should have seen a tax in-
crease. Most people should have seen the changes in their paychecks last February.  
But the way the Trump administration implemented the law has caused a separate problem ― one that the administration 
knew would result in something like 5 million fewer households receiving tax refunds this year. It’s still early in tax filing 
season, which opened at the end of January, but the average refund is down 8.7 percent so far.  
The Treasury Department suggested tax refunds are bad anyway because they result from people overpaying the govern-
ment.  
“Smaller refunds mean that people are withholding appropriately based on their tax liability, which is positive news for tax-
payers,” a spokesperson said in an email. 
The problem is, it’s not just smaller refunds ― it’s that paycheck withholding for this tax season is less accurate in general.  
Treasury has said it expected the percentage of people withholding too much tax in their paychecks to decline from 76 to 
73 percent, but the percentage withholding accurately is not increasing at all. Instead, Treasury expected the rate of under-
withholding to go from 18 to 21 percent. Those people all owe the IRS.  
The households most at risk are ones with higher incomes, two earners and slightly more complicated taxes ― especially 
households that used to itemize their deductions. Instead of taking the standard deduction, which reduces taxable income 
by a set value, itemizers would add up what they spent on state and local taxes, mortgage interest and charitable giving, 
and deduct that sum instead. The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act greatly reduced the advantage of itemizing and limited the de-
duction for state and local tax.  
 
Politics Over Planning 
 

But the Trump administration decided not to make major changes to the withholding tables that employers are required to 
use to make sure everybody is paying the right amount of tax. The value of “allowances” that workers can choose on Form 
W-4 to adjust their withholding has been pegged for years to something called the personal exemption ― which the new 
tax law eliminated. So they set the value of allowances to last year’s personal exemption and adjusted for inflation.  
Coming up with new forms would have taken at least half a year, and would have been a chore for everyone.  

https://www.huffpost.com/author/arthur-delaney
https://www.huffingtonpost.com/topic/tax-reform
https://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/gop-tax-law-refunds_us_5c5b4885e4b00187b557d1fb
https://www.irs.gov/newsroom/filing-season-statistics-for-week-ending-february-8-2019


“There’s this tension … You’d like to get all the information needed to calculate withholding as accurately as possible, but 
that gets very complicated for taxpayers,” said Joe Rosenberg, a researcher at the Tax Policy Center. 
The administration could have let people withhold too much rather than surprise them with bills at tax time, Democrats 
have said.  
“It looks like the Trump Treasury Department spent 2018, an election year, goosing people’s paychecks by under-
withholding, and it should have been obvious that the bill would come due eventually,” Sen. Ron Wyden (D-Ore.) said in a 
statement Friday.  
The IRS did try to warn people to check their withholding. The agency told the Government Accountability Office that it put 
out press releases and sent emails to listservs with hundreds of thousands of subscribers. It promoted a “paycheck 
checkup” campaign on Twitter and Facebook, and officials talked to the media.  
The “make sure you’re not underwithheld” messaging may have been drowned out by congressional Republicans bragging 
that their law had turbocharged the economy and directly benefited millions of workers. They kept a running tally of the 
hundreds of firms that had announced bonuses for their employees, trumpeting each announcement in a series of press 
releases. Fox News worked overtime to remind people that House Speaker Nancy Pelosi previously called the bonuses 
“crumbs,” as though that weren’t a perfectly accurate description.  
Another problem, which is not Republicans’ fault, is that even though everyone pays taxes, not everyone understands 
them very well. Less than half of Americans said they knew they could update their W-4 forms at any time and only 19 per-
cent had actually done so, according to a November survey by the tax prep company H&R Block. Twice as many survey 
respondents said they updated their W-2, which is actually a document prepared by employers, not workers.  
Also, some filers are surprised by tax bills simply because they didn’t realize some of the money they earned needed to be 
taxed. “They’ll have some side job where there’s no withholding and that’s creating this new tax liability,” H&R Block’s Na-
than Rigney said, pointing to the rise of non-employee gigs like Uber and Taskrabbit.  
 
Crunching Numbers 
 

By capping deductions for state and local taxes, Republicans knew the tax hikes in their law would be concentrated on 
states with high taxes ― which tend to be led by Democrats, who use the taxes to provide more social services.  
But it’s not just wealthy New Yorkers who’ve wound up paying more.  
Kurt Kromm is an electrician in Kenosha, Wisconsin ― an area that used to be represented by former House Speaker 
Paul Ryan (R-Wis.). Kromm knew he and his wife would pay higher taxes because of the limit on deductions for state and 
local taxes, but he didn’t think they would owe more than $4,000 this spring.  
Kromm had already indicated on the Form W-4 documents he’d previously submitted to his employer that he was married 
and wanted zero allowances, which means he was withholding as much as he could without specifying an additional dollar 
amount.   
“I figured married and zero would probably be appropriate,” Kromm said. “They spent no time trying to really put out a de-
cent withholding table.” 
Kromm’s case shows the two-earner household pitfall. After he realized how much he owes, he went to the withholding 
calculator on IRS.gov and realized he could have either told his employer to take an additional $80 per week or just cho-
sen to withhold at a single rate on his W-4, since single people face higher rates and therefore higher withholding. If he 
had done so last year, he could have had less money in each paycheck but saved himself the aggravation of making a 
large payment.  
But not even the administration expected people to go to such lengths ― in its simulations of how people would be af-
fected, the IRS assumed nobody would adjust their W-4s.  
“It’s unreasonable to expect working people with busy lives to start the year out by crunching the numbers on their tax 
withholding with the rigor of a workaholic [certified public accountant],” Wyden said.  
Beth Callori, for her part, said she had also previously chosen zero allowances ― plus she had an extra $130 withheld 
from each paycheck. It wasn’t enough.  
She said she used to love Donald Trump. Not anymore.   
“I really liked things he was doing, until this, and now I hate him,” she said. 

https://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-18-548
https://mailchi.mp/press.speaker.gov/a-big-deal-for-small-biz?e=a24835725a
https://mailchi.mp/press.speaker.gov/a-big-deal-for-small-biz?e=a24835725a
https://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/nancy-pelosi-is-right-about-workers-getting-crumbs-from-the-tax-bill_us_5a7dc5cbe4b0c6726e12ce62
https://www.irs.gov/individuals/irs-withholding-calculator
https://www.irs.gov/individuals/irs-withholding-calculator

