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Proposals sounded terrific, except for one thing: The numbers don’t add up.

The president’s policy priorities, touted Tuesday night in his wide-ranging first address to a joint session Congress, were quintessential Donald Trump, though with a softer tone: based on deception and impractical on many levels.

“Our military will be given the resources its brave warriors so richly deserve,” he said. “Crumbling infrastructure will be replaced with new roads, bridges, tunnels, airports and railways gleaming across our beautiful land.”

More money will be spent on a “great, great” border wall, drug treatment and child care. Corporations will receive a “big, big” tax cut, and there will be “massive tax relief” for the middle class.

It all sounded terrific, except for one thing: The numbers don’t add up.

Even before his speech, Trump’s plan to hike military spending by 10%, or $54 billion, next year — coupled with large offsetting cuts in diplomatic, environmental and other non-defense programs — was facing stern opposition on Capitol Hill. Sen. Lindsey Graham, R-S.C., called it “dead on arrival.”

You simply can’t boost spending on the military that much, start a $1 trillion infrastructure program, hold Social Security and Medicare harmless, and slash taxes without exploding the deficit, which already exceeds $500 billion a year.

House Speaker Paul Ryan, seated behind Trump, and other congressional Republicans know this well. They understand that fiscal sanity depends on reining in the health and retirement programs that have swelled to nearly two-thirds of all federal spending.

Even if Congress and the president do nothing, spending on benefits is projected to rise from an already lofty $2.6 trillion this year to $3.3 trillion by the time the last budget of Trump’s first term rolls around in 2021.

To pretend that he’s doing something about red ink, Trump is targeting just one narrow band of spending: non-defense programs that have long been squeezed and can’t be cut much more without real damage.

To pay for the defense buildup, while exempting preferred areas such as highways and law enforcement, the administration is said to be weighing cuts of 25% at the Environmental Protection Agency and 37% for the State Department and foreign aid.

In reality, to balance the budget without touching defense or benefits, you’d have to eliminate virtually every non-defense, non-benefit program, including transportation, housing, education, medical research and national parks.

Why would Trump, a business guy, traffic in budgetary irresponsibility? Perhaps, as the first president without government or military experience, he doesn’t yet have a good grasp on federal finances. More likely, his budgetary policies are designed to sound plausible to the uninitiated while allowing him to say he is fulfilling campaign promises. But he is not fulfilling anything until Congress actually passes legislation implementing his proposals.

If Trump plows ahead with those proposals, it will be up to Ryan, and the other Republicans who were applauding the president Tuesday night, to prevent him from plunging the nation into a major fiscal crisis.
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What people are saying about Trump's first speech to a joint session of Congress.

House Speaker Paul Ryan: “That was a home run. President Trump delivered a bold, optimistic message to the American people. We now have a government unified around a simple, but important principle: Empowering the people — not Washington — is the way to build a better future for our country.”

Ali Vitali, Twitter: “I’ve covered hundreds of Trump speeches. This was his most disciplined, on-message, succinctly communicated, and clear.”

Justin Bogie, The Hill: “Critics claim that these (budget) cuts fail to address the key drivers of spending growth: federal health care programs and Social Security. What they miss is that reducing discretionary spending is not just about achieving budgetary savings to control the national debt. Equally important is removing government barriers that inhibit individual and economic freedom, and to eliminate federally funded corporate cronyism.”

David French, National Review: “Given our current battlefield supremacy, most voters don’t really understand how old most of our weapons are. Key systems date back to the Cold Wars. Fathers and even grandfathers of current pilots have flown fighters and bombers still in front-line service.”

John A. Cassara, The Washington Times: “Sometimes the obvious just needs to be said. Official Washington is bellyaching about the cost of President Trump’s ‘wall.’ ... Some put the cost at more than $20 billion. So be it. Beyond contraband and illegal immigrants coming north, something goes south: cash. Simply put, these illicit proceeds, counted in the tens of billions, would easily pay for the wall — time to say so.”

Catherine Rampell, The Washington Post: “For months we pundits have been puzzling over ‘America first.’ ... The motto’s meaning is becoming clearer. ‘America first’ really means ‘Americans last.’ ... Recent Census data found that about a fifth of Americans participate in at least one of the biggest federal means-tested poverty programs each month. Many of those beneficiaries also happen to be Republicans, believe it or not. It’s difficult to argue that reducing Americans’ access to food, health care, housing and other necessities is putting their needs
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