
 
 

 
Tax News & Views Page 1 of 14 Copyright © 2024 Deloitte Development LLC 
February 16, 2024  All rights reserved. 

 
 
In this issue: 
 
SALT relief fizzles in the House; bipartisan tax relief bill still stuck in the Senate .................................................. 1 

IRS well positioned to implement child tax credit changes in bipartisan tax relief package,  
Werfel tells House taxwriters ............................................................................................................................ 6 

US extends ‘truce’ with countries imposing digital services taxes........................................................................ 11 

 
 
 
SALT relief fizzles in the House; bipartisan tax relief bill still stuck in the Senate 
 
The bipartisan contingent of lawmakers seeking relief from the cap on the state and local tax (SALT) deduction 
added a member to their ranks this week following a special election to fill a vacant House seat in New York, 
but Republicans in the group failed to sway enough of their House colleagues to join them in a vote to double 
the cap for many married couples, likely signaling defeat for their cause this year. 
 
Meanwhile, the Tax Relief for American Families and Workers Act (H.R. 7024)—the larger House-passed tax bill 
that omitted any SALT provision—remains in limbo after the Senate adjourned until February 26 for the 
Presidents Day recess with partisan tensions high and without a clear path for getting it through the chamber. 
URL: https://www.congress.gov/118/bills/hr7024/BILLS-118hr7024eh.pdf 
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Failed procedural vote on expanded SALT deduction cap 
 
House GOP members from jurisdictions with high state and local taxes decried the Tax Relief for American 
Families and Workers Act approved by the Ways and Means Committee in January for failing to repeal or raise 
the $10,000 cap on SALT deductions implemented by the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act of 2017 (P.L. 115-97), and they 
threatened to derail procedural votes on unrelated Republican legislation if the cap was not addressed. The 
members argued that this was an especially critical issue for the February 13 special election in New York’s 
third congressional district, where Republicans hoped to hold the seat that became vacant after GOP Rep. 
George Santos was expelled from Congress on December 1 of last year.  
URL: https://www.congress.gov/115/plaws/publ97/PLAW-115publ97.pdf 
 
Former House Ways and Means Committee member Tom Suozzi, who did not seek re-election to Congress in 
2022 and instead mounted an unsuccessful campaign for governor, was the Democratic candidate in the race 
and emerged victorious this week. Throughout his campaign, Suozzi highlighted the role he previously played 
in what is informally known as the congressional SALT Caucus—which includes members from both parties 
from states like New York, New Jersey, California, and Illinois—and said he would continue to fight “the far 
lefties as well as the far righties” in his pursuit of SALT relief.  
 
“I worked hard in Congress to do my job to pass a restoration of the state and local tax deduction,” Suozzi said 
in a virtual press conference February 2. “I passed it three times with bipartisan support, I built a coalition of 
Democrats and Republicans in the Congress to support the state and local tax deduction.” 
 
As a result of conversations ahead of the House floor vote on the larger tax package January 31, New York 
Republican SALT advocates secured a commitment from Speaker Mike Johnson, R-La., to quickly begin a 
process for moving a stand-alone bill (H.R. 7160) from Rep. Mike Lawler, R-N.Y., that would raise the SALT 
deduction cap for 2023 to $20,000 for married couples filing jointly with adjusted gross income of up to 
$500,000.  
URL: 
https://rules.house.gov/sites/republicans.rules118.house.gov/files/SALT%20Marriage%20Penalty%20Elimination%20Act
.pdf 
 
The House Rules Committee advanced the proposal on February 1, but passing the procedural measure on the 
floor to allow for a vote on the SALT bill required a majority in the House, and that vote failed 195-225 on 
February 14 . Eighteen Republicans voted against the rule, including Ways and Means Committee members 
David Kustoff of Tennessee, Lloyd Smucker of Pennsylvania, and Greg Steube of Florida. This opposition came 
despite Lawler’s argument that the GOP owes its current narrow majority status to the crop of New Yorkers 
who flipped Democratic seats in the 2022 midterm election.  
 
“This House Republican majority was built by the contributions of New Yorkers, and this legislation would help 
those same New Yorkers see immediate tax relief,” Lawler said on the House floor ahead of the vote.  
 
However, outside conservative groups lined up against the measure, arguing that SALT relief would help a 
relatively narrow band of high-earning taxpayers and force lower-tax states to subsidize higher-tax 

https://www.congress.gov/115/plaws/publ97/PLAW-115publ97.pdf
https://rules.house.gov/sites/republicans.rules118.house.gov/files/SALT%20Marriage%20Penalty%20Elimination%20Act.pdf
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jurisdictions. One member of the ultraconservative House Freedom Caucus, Rep. Chip Roy, R-Texas, told 
Politico after the vote that Lawler and his supporters should have included the SALT relief measure in a 
broader legislative package that included offsets—a vehicle that, in his words, “would at least give us a win.”  
 
On the other side of the aisle, all Democrats—including those in the SALT Caucus—opposed the procedural 
measure, and even Democrats who have pushed for relief said they consider Lawler’s proposal to be 
inadequate. 
 
“This badly flawed measure is a far cry for the middle-class tax relief, and is really the bare minimum we could 
do,” said Rep. Bill Pascrell, D-N.J., a Ways and Means member. “What we have before us is a fig leaf to paper 
over that Republicans opposed middle-class tax relief.” 
 
Larger tax relief bill still languishing in the Senate  
 
Even after passing the House with an overwhelming bipartisan majority of 357-70 on January 31, the (SALT-
free) Tax Relief for American Families and Workers Act remains on the back burner in the Senate, with GOP 
senators arguing against swift passage. The upper chamber delayed the recess it was scheduled to start 
February 9, remaining in Washington through the weekend and into this week, but senators spent that time 
focused on passing emergency supplemental aid for Israel, Ukraine, and Taiwan—and giving contradictory 
accounts to the press about the extent to which the Senate’s top Republican taxwriter was involved in crafting 
provisions in the tax relief bill. 
 
The $78 billion House-passed tax bill, the product of months of negotiations between House Ways and Means 
Committee Chair Jason Smith, R-Mo., and Senate Committee Chair Ron Wyden, D-Ore., would, among other 
things, temporarily revisit three business-unfriendly tax provisions that were included in the Tax Cuts and Jobs 
Act but did not take effect until several years after that measure was enacted, enhance the child tax credit and 
the low-income housing tax credit, and impose new strictures on the pandemic-era employee retention tax 
credit program. (A section-by-section summary of the bill is available from the taxwriting committee staff. A 
description of the legislation as introduced and a description of certain technical modifications to the child tax 
credit and employee retention credit provisions that were included in an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute shortly before the bill was marked up in the Ways and Means Committee, and a revenue estimate 
for the measure as approved in the House are available from the nonpartisan Joint Committee on Taxation 
staff.) 
URL: 
https://www.finance.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/the_tax_relief_for_american_families_and_workers_act_of_2024_tec
hnical_summary.pdf 
URL: https://www.jct.gov/publications/2024/jcx-2-24/ 
URL: https://www.jct.gov/publications/2024/jcx-4-24/ 
URL: https://www.jct.gov/publications/2024/jcx-5-24/ 
 
Wyden and Smith had been optimistic that the strong House vote would help propel it through the Senate, but 
Finance Committee Republicans have insisted they require changes to the legislation and have pushed for a 

https://www.finance.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/the_tax_relief_for_american_families_and_workers_act_of_2024_technical_summary.pdf
https://www.jct.gov/publications/2024/jcx-2-24/
https://www.jct.gov/publications/2024/jcx-4-24/
https://www.jct.gov/publications/2024/jcx-5-24/
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committee mark-up, which could upset the careful balance of tax benefits for businesses and families in the 
current version. 
 
Mounting urgency: Businesses continue to emphasize the urgency of retroactively reinstating expensing for 
research expenditures, 100 percent bonus depreciation, and the allowance for depreciation and amortization 
for the 30 percent limitation on interest deductions as proposed in the legislation. Advocates for the enhanced 
child tax credit, for their part, want to see those proposed changes enacted as soon as possible to allow 
taxpayers to claim the additional benefits when they file their 2023 returns. (The House-passed bill directs the 
IRS, to the extent practicable, to recalculate the child tax credit on 2023 returns based on the changes in the 
measure if a taxpayer filed their return before these changes took effect. IRS Commissioner Danny Werfel said 
at a February 15 House Ways and Means Committee hearing that the agency should be able to process refund 
adjustments within 6 to 12 weeks after any changes to the credit are enacted into law. See separate coverage 
of that hearing in this issue for additional discussion.) 
 
On the revenue side, the two taxwriting chairmen managed to identify a rare offset with bipartisan appeal. To 
address perceived fraud in the pandemic-era employee retention tax credit program, the bill would accelerate 
the deadline for filing additional claims for the credit to January 31, 2024 (from the current deadlines of April 
14, 2024, for tax year 2020, and April 15, 2025, for tax year 2021). 
 
Wyden told reporters February 12 that he has lobbied Majority Leader Charles Schumer, D-N.Y., to bring the 
tax bill to the floor for a vote when senators reconvene the week of February 26, adding that he hopes those 
who have objections will discuss them over the recess. 
 
“Delays have costs here,” he said. 
 
GOP objections remain: Sen. Mike Crapo, R-Idaho, the top Republican on the Finance Committee, and a 
number of his colleagues have indicated they want to see changes to the House-passed bill, though—primarily 
to the expanded child tax credit—before they will support it. They have requested a committee mark-up, but 
Wyden has so far declined to schedule one and the fact that he has pushed for a floor vote once the Senate is 
back in session suggests that he does not intend to. (Any changes to the bill that might be made through 
amendments in a committee mark-up or on the Senate floor are seen as a threat to its survival, as the bill 
would then have to go back through the House and likely would not have the same carefully crafted balance.) 
 
Among their objections, GOP senators have argued that the one-year lookback provision that would allow 
taxpayers to claim the child tax credit based on either current-year or prior-year income disconnects the 
benefit from work, and that the measure would allow benefits for children born in the US to immigrants who 
illegally entered the country. (It’s worth noting that the legislation maintains the current-law requirement 
enacted in the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act that credit-eligible children must have a US social security number, even if 
the taxpayer claiming the credit does not.)  
 
In a speech February 5 to the Ripon Society, Ways and Means Chairman Smith acknowledged that he and 
Wyden reached a point during their months-long negotiations when they felt they needed to release the bill to 
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begin moving it through Congress and that Crapo was not fully on board with the measure when it was 
unveiled to the public. However, Smith contended that “the Senate Republicans were part of the discussions 
the whole time” and that the one-year lookback period for the child tax credit in the bill reflects modifications 
specifically requested by Crapo during those discussions.  
 
Crapo’s staff disputes this claim, however: “To be clear, any narrative that Sen. Crapo or his staff signed off on 
including the lookback provision is factually inaccurate—staff requested that it be removed entirely,” a Crapo 
spokesperson told Politico February 8. 
 
Possible paths forward: Senate leaders have a few options for moving the bill through their chamber, although 
all of them have possible drawbacks. 
 
The measure’s strong bipartisan showing in the House could be a signal to congressional leaders that it is 
“safe” to fold it into one of the government funding bills for fiscal year 2024—which began last October 1—
that have to be dealt with immediately after lawmakers return from their recess the week of February 26. 
Under the current “laddered” continuing resolution keeping the government’s doors open (at fiscal year 2023 
finding levels), work on four of the twelve appropriations bills that fund federal operations must be completed 
by March 1, and work on the remaining eight bills has a deadline of March 8. Just how much progress House 
and Senate appropriators have made in advancing those spending bills is currently unclear, however, so their 
availability as legislative vehicles for the tax package remains uncertain. 
 
If efforts to attach the tax bill to an appropriations package ultimately are unsuccessful, its supporters in the 
Senate could ask Majority Leader Schumer to bring it to the floor as a stand-alone measure. But that would 
require Republicans to reach an agreement with Senate leaders that would allow for a floor debate and a limit 
on the number of amendments that can be offered. (Without such an agreement, debate on the bill could take 
a significant amount of time and the amendment process could become unwieldy.) Alternatively, as a last-
ditch effort, Schumer could force consideration of the proposal with no amendments through a procedural 
maneuver called “filling the tree,” essentially blocking Republicans from calling up any amendments of their 
own and then forcing a series of procedural votes to finish consideration of the proposal. This option has its 
own challenges and would consume a significant amount of Senate floor time, taking a number of days to 
overcome all the procedural hurdles. 
 
A political unicorn: Ways and Means Chairman Smith told the Ripon Society that the measure represents an 
opportunity for Congress to notch a bipartisan victory—something that he said is increasingly rare on Capitol 
Hill in the current political environment. 
 
“It’s the most bipartisan tax package in decades . . . in the most divisive time in our country’s history,” he said. 
“Plus, it’s an election year, which is even more difficult. Hopefully, we can get it through the Senate, because 
this is a really, really good bill. Everyone had to give and take.” 
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— Storme Sixeas 
Tax Policy Group 
Deloitte Tax LLP 

 

 
 
IRS well positioned to implement child tax credit changes in bipartisan tax relief 
package, Werfel tells House taxwriters 
 
Internal Revenue Service Commissioner Danny Werfel assured House Ways and Means Committee members 
at a February 15 hearing that his agency will be able to quickly adjust its computer systems and implement 
changes to the child tax credit included in the Tax Relief for American Families and Workers Act (H.R. 7024), 
the bipartisan tax relief package currently moving through Congress, despite the fact that those changes, if 
enacted, would take effect well after the start of the tax year 2023 filing season. 
URL: https://www.congress.gov/118/bills/hr7024/BILLS-118hr7024eh.pdf 
 
Tax Relief for American Families and Workers Act 
 
The $78 billion tax package, which was negotiated between Ways and Means Committee Chairman Jason 
Smith, R-Mo., and Senate Finance Committee Chairman Ron Wyden, D-Ore., would, among other things, 
temporarily revisit three business-unfriendly tax provisions that were enacted in the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act of 
2017 (P.L. 115-97) but did not take effect until several years after that measure became law, enhance the child 
tax credit and the low-income housing tax credit, and impose new strictures on the pandemic-era employee 
retention tax credit program. It cleared the House taxwriting panel by a bipartisan vote of 40-3 on January 19 
and was approved by the full House by a vote of 357-70 on January 31. 
URL: https://www.congress.gov/115/plaws/publ97/PLAW-115publ97.pdf 
 
The measure has been stuck in the Senate, however, where Republicans have complained about several 
elements of the expanded child tax credit—including a provision allowing the IRS to adjust refunds for those 
taxpayers who would be due an additional benefit under the modified credit but filed their taxes before the 
legislation was enacted. Giving the IRS that authority, critics contend, would create an opportunity for the 
Biden administration to curry favor with voters by sending out additional refund payments just before this 
November’s presidential election. Chairman Smith has disputed this claim (and others leveled by Senate 
Republicans) and used his time during the hearing to quiz Werfel about IRS’s capacity to administer the new 
provisions if they become law. 
URL: https://waysandmeans.house.gov/correcting-the-record-tax-relief-for-american-families-and-workers-act-protects-
taxpayers-and-prevents-attempts-to-politicize-americans-tax-refunds/ 
 
Responding to several pointed questions from Smith, Werfel told the committee that the IRS would be able to 
implement the child tax credit changes in the legislation within 6 to 12 weeks after enactment, depending on 
the exact language included in the final measure. He added that he is “committed to work[ing] diligently to 
make sure we’re closer to the 6-week end of that range than the 12-week.” 
 

https://www.congress.gov/118/bills/hr7024/BILLS-118hr7024eh.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/115/plaws/publ97/PLAW-115publ97.pdf
https://waysandmeans.house.gov/correcting-the-record-tax-relief-for-american-families-and-workers-act-protects-taxpayers-and-prevents-attempts-to-politicize-americans-tax-refunds/
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Implementing these provisions, Werfel said, would pose far fewer challenges to the IRS than it faced in 
implementing various pandemic-era relief programs that required the agency to issue stimulus checks to 
millions of individuals and create a system that allowed taxpayers to receive a temporarily beefed-up child tax 
credit in the form of monthly advanceable cash payments. 
 
Indeed, “[t]he work that [the IRS] did to implement [those programs] allowed us to build additional capacity to 
make us even more ready for this challenge,” he added. 
 
Werfel confirmed for Chairman Smith that only about 10 percent of households would be eligible for 
additional benefits under the expanded child tax credit provisions and that any refund adjustments would be 
modest. Taxpayers who file their returns early and who become eligible for additional benefits once the 
legislation is enacted would not be required to file amended returns to claim those benefits, Werfel said. He 
also urged taxpayers to file their returns as soon as they’re ready to do so and advised against delaying filing in 
anticipation of action by Congress. (See separate coverage in this issue for additional details on the current 
status of the Tax Relief for American Families and Workers Act.) 
 
1099-K reporting thresholds 
 
Also at the hearing, Werfel pushed back against criticisms from Republican taxwriter Carol Miller of West 
Virginia that the agency exceeded its authority when it issued administrative guidance in two successive years 
that postponed the enforcement of the more stringent information reporting requirements for third-party 
payment processors that were enacted in 2021. (The IRS’s actions regarding the reporting thresholds have 
been a sore point for Ways and Means Committee Republicans generally and were a major impetus for 
convening the February 15 hearing. For prior coverage, see Tax News & Views, Vol. 25, No. 6, Feb. 9, 2024.) 
URL: https://dhub.deloitte.com/Newsletters/Tax/2024/TNV/240209_5.html 
 
The American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 (P.L. 117-2) reduced the dollar-threshold triggering the Form 1099-K 
reporting requirement from $20,000 under prior law to $600 and eliminated the prior-law 200-transaction 
threshold, effective for reporting for returns filed for calendar years after 2021. Although these more stringent 
thresholds have come in for bipartisan criticism in Congress, legislative efforts since then to delay, relax, or 
repeal them have been unsuccessful. 
URL: https://www.congress.gov/117/plaws/publ2/PLAW-117publ2.pdf 
 
The IRS stepped in with administrative relief at the end of 2022 with the release of Notice 2023-10, which 
delayed enforcement of the new rules until after 2023. A second round of relief—Notice 2023-74, issued last 
November—provides that the IRS will treat calendar year 2023 as an additional transition period with respect 
to enforcing the American Rescue Plan provision. In a statement, the agency attributed this latest delay to 
“feedback from taxpayers, tax professionals, and payment processors” and its desire “to reduce taxpayer 
confusion.” The statement also noted that the IRS will phase-in the implementation of the American Rescue 
Plan provision by setting the dollar-threshold triggering the reporting requirement at $5,000 (instead of $600) 
for tax year 2024. 
URL: https://www.irs.gov/pub/irs-drop/n-2023-10.pdf 
URL: https://www.irs.gov/pub/irs-drop/n-23-74.pdf 

https://dhub.deloitte.com/Newsletters/Tax/2024/TNV/240209_5.html
https://www.congress.gov/117/plaws/publ2/PLAW-117publ2.pdf
https://www.irs.gov/pub/irs-drop/n-2023-10.pdf
https://www.irs.gov/pub/irs-drop/n-23-74.pdf
https://www.irs.gov/newsroom/irs-announces-delay-in-form-1099-k-reporting-threshold-for-third-party-platform-payments-in-2023-plans-for-a-threshold-of-5000-for-2024-to-phase-in-implementation
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URL: https://www.irs.gov/newsroom/irs-announces-delay-in-form-1099-k-reporting-threshold-for-third-party-platform-
payments-in-2023-plans-for-a-threshold-of-5000-for-2024-to-phase-in-implementation 
 
By what authority?: At the hearing, Miller commented that these delays are part of “a long stream of illegal 
and questionably legal actions taken by the IRS and the Department of Treasury either willfully ignor[ing], 
chang[ing], or misinterpret[ing] the laws that have been passed by Congress” and asked why the IRS did not 
simply administer the reporting provision as enacted. 
 
Werfel replied that he believes the IRS commissioner “has the authority to implement laws in a manner that 
ensures taxpayer rights,” and, as a result, implementation can sometimes be “delayed or ramped up over time 
in order to make sure that we are achieving that balance.” Decisions to slow-walk the $600 reporting 
threshold, he said, were based on the recommendations from “stakeholders across the tax industry [and] 
commercial industry.” 
 
“From every direction we were hearing calls that there was risk” in implementing this provision, he said. 
 
Timeline for implementation: When Miller asked if the IRS ever intends to implement the provision, Werfel 
stated that the agency is “on a path to get it done” and “intend[s] to begin implementation next year.” The 
agency’s focus, he said, is on doing it in a way that best protects taxpayer interests. 
 
“We don’t want taxpayers overpaying their taxes, we don’t want them to be confused, we don’t want them to 
be bombarded with forms and paper they shouldn’t be receiving,” he explained. “If we go forward with 
implementation without being able to adequately protect against that risk, then I’m not meeting my legal 
responsibility as commissioner to help taxpayers and help protect their rights.” 
 
The $5,000 question: Werfel also said in response to a question from Miller that the IRS’s decision to set the 
threshold to trigger the reporting requirement at $5,000 for tax year 2024 was based on the “strong 
recommendation” of stakeholder groups representing taxpayers and third-party payment platforms. There 
was “consensus,” he explained, that the $5,000 threshold “would ensure the most revenue would be 
impacted” while also protecting the greatest number of taxpayers from unnecessary paperwork. 
 
When Miller asked Werfel to explain what authority allowed the IRS to set an interim reporting threshold that 
was not provided for in the statute, he replied that the agency has “the authority under the code to administer 
laws consistent with taxpayer rights.” (He did not cite a specific code section for that authority, however.) 
 
The agency’s goal, Werfel said, is to administer new tax laws “on Day One,” but he noted—without 
elaborating—that there are “a variety of examples throughout history where the IRS . . . has either delayed 
implementation or ramped up implementation.” 
 
Is it legal?: In response to Miller’s contention that the IRS’s actions in this area are illegal, Werfel replied that 
“it’s not illegal to take a step to protect taxpayer rights.” 
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Inflation Reduction Act funding 
 
Democrats and Republican taxwriters also engaged with Werfel in largely familiar partisan discussions 
regarding the merits of—or problems arising from—the mandatory revenue stream allocated to the IRS over 
10 years under the Inflation Reduction Act of 2022 (P.L. 117-169) to strengthen its enforcements resources, 
modernize its information technology systems, and overhaul its taxpayer service operations. 
URL: https://www.congress.gov/117/plaws/publ169/PLAW-117publ169.pdf 
 
Under the legislation as enacted, the agency was set to receive roughly $80 billion over the 10-year window. 
But President Biden and then-Speaker Kevin McCarthy, R-Calif., reached a handshake agreement during their 
negotiations over the Fiscal Responsibility Act (P.L. 118-5), the debt limit deal that was signed into law last 
June, to rescind $10 billion of the Inflation Reduction Act funding in fiscal year 2024 and another $10 billion in 
fiscal year 2025. And a renegotiated version of that deal hammered out last month between current House 
Speaker Mike Johnson, R-La., and Senate Majority Leader Charles Schumer, D-N.Y., calls for rescinding the 
entire $20 billion in fiscal year 2024. 
URL: https://www.congress.gov/118/plaws/publ5/PLAW-118publ5.pdf 
 
Democrats focus on compliance boost, service enhancements: Democrats on the panel generally focused 
their questions on how the new funding will promote fairness in the tax system—for example, by ensuring that 
taxpayers across the income spectrum pay all the tax they legally owe—and improve the quality of service the 
IRS can offer. 
 
In an exchange with ranking member Richard Neal, D-Mass., for example, Werfel stated that the new funding 
is allowing the IRS to: 
 

• Improve tax compliance by hiring specialized audit staff and enhancing its information technology 
capabilities so it can better identify and pursue any large corporate and high-wealth taxpayers who are 
creating complex tax returns with the goal of shielding their income and avoiding their tax obligations; 

• Close “gaps” in taxpayer data security by using sophisticated new technology to implement “robust 
audit trails” that can track how data is moving across the organization and determine when there is a 
risk of data falling into the wrong hands; and 

• Reopen formerly shuttered walk-in IRS service centers, add staff to IRS call centers, and develop new 
technology such as callback options all as part of a larger effort to make it easier for taxpayers to 
interact with the agency. 

 
On the issue of compliance, Democratic taxwriter Lloyd Doggett of Texas asked Werfel to discuss the types of 
taxpayers the IRS is targeting for its expanded enforcement programs. Werfel replied that, on the individual 
side of the code, the IRS is pursuing “millionaires and billionaires who are delinquent on owed taxes.” Werfel 
noted that the agency has created a “high-risk list” of 1,600 wealthy taxpayers who are currently delinquent on 
their tax obligations, and its efforts to recover those unpaid taxes have thus far have recouped some $500 
million for the fisc. 
 

https://www.congress.gov/117/plaws/publ169/PLAW-117publ169.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/118/plaws/publ5/PLAW-118publ5.pdf
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Werfel also stressed in his exchange with Doggett that it is vital for Congress to ensure that the IRS’s annual 
discretionary budget continues to be funded at healthy levels. Cuts to the base budget, he cautioned, would 
force the IRS to borrow from the Inflation Reduction Act funding stream just to cover the cost of day-to-day 
operations. 
 
“If we keep doing that, we won’t modernize. We’ll keep the lights on, but we won’t build the capacities that 
are so important to help taxpayers,” he said. 
 
Democratic taxwriter Mike Thompson of California asked Werfel to discuss the impact to the federal deficit of 
cuts to IRS budget. Werfel replied that for every $100 million taken from the IRS, the deficit grows by $600 
million over 10 years. He also noted that $100 million in IRS funding can pay for 700 audits of millionaires and 
billionaires, 200 audits of complex partnerships, 100 audits of large corporations, and 32,000 collection cases 
involving high-wealth individuals. 
 
Republicans warn of audit overreach: The panel’s Republicans, for their part, cautioned against what they see 
as an overly aggressive focus on audits and enforcement at the agency stemming from the infusion of new 
funds. 
 
Some GOP taxwriters, like Lloyd Smucker of Pennsylvania, contended that, based on public comments from 
administration officials, the apparent mindset at the IRS is to assume that all large corporations and wealthy 
individuals are by definition “tax cheats.” 
 
Werfel disputed that characterization and, in response to a follow-up question from Smucker, stated that the 
fact that a taxpayer has filed a complex return does not in and of itself raise a red flag for the IRS. 
 
If a return is “accurate, complete, and legitimate,” the IRS has no issue with it, Werfel said. He noted, though, 
that because of years of congressionally mandated budget cuts, the IRS has fallen behind in its audits of large 
corporations, complex partnerships, and ultrawealthy individuals. The lack of a robust and visible enforcement 
operation opened the door to “aggressive avoidance and even evasion” among certain taxpayers in these 
groups, he explained. 
 
The IRS, Werfel said, is “looking for spaces where we think evasion is proliferating and trying to hold people 
accountable for what they owe.” 
 
GOP taxwriter Adrian Smith of Nebraska asked Werfel what steps the IRS is taking to ensure that small 
businesses and middle-income families are not caught up in the sweep of an expanded compliance regime. 
 
Werfel replied that the IRS is adhering to the Biden administration’s pledge that no Inflation Reduction Act 
funds will be used to increase audits—relative to “historical levels”—of taxpayers with income below 
$400,000. He explained that the IRS is using 2018 as the baseline for measuring subsequent increases or 
decreases in audit rates for taxpayers across various income levels, noting that audit rates that year were 
“historically low.” Because audit rates stratified by income level are published in the IRS’s annual “Data Book,” 
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Congress will be able to determine whether the agency is adhering to its pledge and hold it accountable if it 
falls short, he said. 
 
Republican Drew Ferguson of Georgia argued that there is fraud at the lower end of the income spectrum—
specifically within the earned income tax credit and the child tax credit programs—and asked whether 
Congress should consider cracking down on unscrupulous tax preparers who promote these credits to 
unsophisticated taxpayers. He contended that this issue is ripe for bipartisan legislation. 
 
Werfel replied that his goal is to protect honest taxpayers who are being victimized and that Congress and the 
IRS should be on guard against “nefarious tax preparers” who lure unsuspecting individuals with promises of 
quick tax credits and then “rip them off in some way, shape, or form.” 
 
— Michael DeHoff 

Tax Policy Group 
Deloitte Tax LLP 

 

 
 
US extends ‘truce’ with countries imposing digital services taxes 
 
The office of the US Trade Representative (USTR) announced this week the extension of a trade deal with five 
countries that have imposed digital services taxes (DSTs), as part of broader negotiations towards 
implementing a global tax agreement known as Pillar One. This is an extension of a deal originally brokered in 
2021 in which Austria, France, Italy, Spain, and the UK, which already had DSTs in effect at the time, agreed to 
remove them upon implementation of a global agreement, and the US committed not to impose trade 
sanctions related to these taxes. That original agreement expired the earlier of Pillar One implementation or 
December 31, 2023, and so fell out of force at the end of last year. The imposition of DSTs by a number of 
nations has been a bone of contention since 2019, and, with the support of Congress, both the Trump and 
Biden administrations have imposed—and immediately suspended—retaliatory tariffs in a bid to keep the 
taxes at bay for US-based multinational companies, primarily in the tech sector. 
 
The truce’s extension, announced February 15, allows Austria, France, Italy, Spain, and the UK to continue 
collecting their DSTs and maintains the agreement that any excess amount collected under their DSTs, versus 
what would be collected under Pillar One, will be creditable against the portion of the corporate income tax 
liability associated with what is known as “Amount A” as computed under Pillar One in these countries, 
respectively. In return, the US agrees not to impose trade sanctions related to these countries’ DSTs. (Amount 
A would establish a taxing right for market jurisdictions with respect to a defined portion of the residual profits 
of the largest and most profitable multinational businesses—in short, increasing taxing rights for jurisdictions 
in which the companies have users and customers.) 
 
The agreement’s new end date is June 30, 2024, in line with the OECD’s revised target date for a signing 
ceremony of a multilateral tax treaty to implement Amount A of Pillar One. The parties also left open the 
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possibility for further extension, mentioning in a footnote that “[a]t a later time, the [p]articipants may discuss 
commitments with respect to Unilateral Measures imposed on taxpayers after June 30, 2024.”  
 
All of these negotiations stem from US objections to DSTs and 2019 and 2020 “Section 301” investigations by 
USTR that concluded the taxes proposed by Austria, France, India, Italy, Spain, Turkey, and the UK were 
discriminatory and aimed largely at US tech giants. 
 
Is this extension even meaningful? 
 
While the extension aligns with the negotiating countries’ revised goals, though, many in the tax community 
doubt that Pillar One will become reality in the near future, as it would require broad global consensus, and in 
the US it will need sufficient support in the Senate to implement the proposed treaty—support that currently 
does not seem to exist. Senate Finance Committee ranking member Mike Crapo, R-Idaho, and other 
Republicans on the taxwriting panel, for example, have been particularly concerned about the revenue impact 
of Pillar One on US companies—and the US fisc generally—and have criticized the Treasury Department for not 
providing Congress with a detailed estimate. 
 
There are other hurdles around the globe, too: some of the large developing countries at the table, including 
Brazil, Colombia, and India, are at odds with corporations over the treatment of withholding taxes and the 
marketing and distribution safe harbor as currently drafted. While OECD officials say that countries are actively 
trying to resolve their differences on technical issue, these challenges all loom over the fate of Pillar One. 
 
What about DSTs from the rest of the world? 
 
The new agreement announced by USTR notably does not impact the expiration of a separate commitment 
made in 2021 by other countries participating in the global tax project—which in total involves more than 140 
countries—to a moratorium on new DSTs (that is, DSTs that were not in effect before January 1, 2022). In July 
of last year, with the work on Pillar One running behind schedule, 138 of the 143 negotiating countries 
released a statement agreeing to extend that moratorium on DSTs and other similar relevant taxes through 
2024, but that was on the condition that at least 30 jurisdictions accounting for at least 60 percent of the 
ultimate parent entities of in-scope businesses must sign the treaty before the end of 2023. This condition 
would require the US to be one of the signers, given that more than 40 percent of in-scope companies 
reportedly are headquartered in the US. 
 
However, after the OECD’s October release of a draft multilateral tax treaty for implementing “Amount A” of 
Pillar One Treasury, Secretary Janet Yellen said the US would not be ready to sign on before the end of 2023. 
She said there were matters that still needed to be resolved, and she released the draft for stakeholder 
comments, saying, “It’s critically important for a treaty of this level of importance and complexity to show it to 
the American public, to Congress, to the business community.” 
 
Recognizing that the treaty would not be ready for signature by the year-end deadline, the OECD announced in 
December of last year that the negotiating countries had agreed to yet another new timeline, targeting 
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finalizing the text of the treaty by March of this year and holding a signing ceremony by the end of June. This 
announcement did not address the status of the DST moratorium, though. As a result, countries are no longer 
obligated to refrain from imposing new DSTs. 
 
Canada remains an outlier 
 
Even before the condition failed to be met for an extension through 2024, however, Canada last summer 
declined to sign on to the longer moratorium on new DSTs, saying it would move ahead with its plans to 
impose a DST beginning January 1, 2024—and retroactive to January 1, 2022—because there was no “firm and 
binding multilateral timeline to implement Pillar One.” Congressional taxwriters in both the Senate and House 
and from both sides of the aisle responded by offering their “full support” of retaliatory trade measures and 
urging USTR to make clear to Canada that the US would “immediately respond using available trade tools.” 
(For prior coverage, see Tax News & Views, Vol. 24, No. 35, Oct. 20, 2023.) 
URL: https://dhub.deloitte.com/Newsletters/Tax/2023/TNV/231020_2.html 
 
Canada’s DST is a 3 percent tax on the revenue large businesses earn from online marketplaces, social media 
platforms, the sale and licensing of user data, and online ads. 
 
While there has been no public statement from Canada backing down from its implementation plans, the 
government removed the January 1 implementation deadline in its Fall Economic Statement. Instead the DST 
was included on a long list of measures for which the government confirmed its “intention to proceed . . . as 
modified to take into account consultations and deliberations since their release.” To date, Canada has not 
begun collecting the DST from companies. 
 
A new negotiator at Treasury 
 
Michael Plowgian, deputy assistant secretary for international tax affairs at the US Treasury Department, who 
was been the lead tax negotiator at the OECD and with Canadian officials, left Treasury at the end of 2023. 
Scott Levine joined Treasury and took on that portfolio in January. 
 
— Storme Sixeas 

Tax Policy Group 
Deloitte Tax LLP 
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