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statically score it, are the same. They
just have different effects.

This is really, really important. So
think of dynamic scoring as just that:
it is the scorekeeping of how we all do
this.

For everyone that is actually inter-
ested in this, I will strongly encourage
you to go to the Joint Committee on
Taxation’s website. I believe they actu-
ally have a tab there that actually
geeks out a little bit on what dynamic
score is, particularly if you are an ac-
counting or quant major. You will love
this stuff.

Also, the Tax Foundation, which is
nonpartisan. We have actually bor-
rowed lots of information from them.
They actually have some really great
examples of, when we, over the years,
have made certain types of policy deci-
sions, what has been good for society
and where we have actually missed and
not gotten near the numbers that we
have promised.

Do understand that, when we take a
look at what we did in 2003, the U.S.
economy ended up being 4.6 percent
larger by 2006. So, from 2003 to 2006, we
actually were 4.6 percent larger—I
know these are a little bit geeky—than
the models back then provided for.
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It is not that the models were bad
and evil. They just didn’t have all the
data. But they still provided an oppor-
tunity for the policymakers, back in
2003, to actually make their decisions.

So I hope—actually, if anyone actu-
ally found this interesting, please write
and tell us. If you are now bored out of
your mind and we helped you sleep,
please let us know. But the reality of it
is, what is about to happen in the de-
bate over tax reform is going to have a
lot of really technical, really com-
plicated debating points in it.

As I learned yesterday, when we were
rolling out some of the math, some of
our brothers and sisters who des-
perately do not want us to have a win
decided that zero was a tax hike. I just
beg of everyone for at least on this
issue, if we can sort of pull our par-
tisan rage away and just sort of focus
on the working population of our soci-
ety and how we help and also how do
we help for the future so my 2-year-old
daughter, so your children, so my fam-
ily that may be heading towards retire-
ment, everyone has a fair chance. And
that fair chance can only happen if we
really start to grow this economy and
start to grow it fairly dramatically.

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

———————

RETURN OF STEVE SCALISE AND
REPEALING OBAMACARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT)
for 30 minutes.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, this
has been a day that answered a lot of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

our prayers seeing our good friend
STEVE SCALISE here, and it brings to
mind part of the story of that tragic
morning that I haven’t heard told any-
where else.

One of our Members, Georgia Con-
gressman BARRY LOUDERMILK, was
there, and he was—the shooter started
from behind the third base dugout and
hit STEVE SCALISE right away. It was
so deeply touching to hear STEVE’S
words today. It is just rather emo-
tional seeing so many of our prayers
answered, seeing STEVE return to the
House.

That morning, BARRY was saying
that he was behind a little closet area,
and as the shooter was moving toward
the first base side continuing to shoot,
Matt Mika had already been shot and
was down, and BARRY realized that he
had no place to go. He looked for places
to run, and there was no place to run.

The shooting had been going on for a
while, perhaps 9 or 10 minutes at that
point. Capitol Police Officer Griner was
there. She and David Bailey, the other
Capitol Police officer, were using their
suburban for cover and shooting at the
shooter—the hate-filled leftist who felt
like it was a good idea to kill as many
Republicans in Congress as he could.

It was gratifying to hear that admis-
sion from our friend from Maryland,
former majority leader HOYER, that it
was hateful. He was full of hate. He was
a leftist who had supported BERNIE
SANDERS. It is not BERNIE’sS SANDERS’
fault. You don’t hear Republicans
blaming a party or a candidate that a
hate-filled person supported, but he
was going to kill people. He was doing
what he could.

BARRY had no place to go, and he was
working his way to where he was
about—BARRY was going to be in the
open and could see there was no place
to go, and he said a prayer. He saw that
Officer Griner had been shot in the
ankle, and she was trying to return fire
but under tremendous amount of pain.

Just when it looked hopeless, David
Bailey stepped out, completely uncov-
ering himself. He had no cover at that
point, and yelled twice: ‘“‘Drop your
weapon. Drop your weapon.”’ And as he
said those words, the shooter fired
twice at him. And as soon as he fin-
ished saying, ‘“‘Drop your weapon’’ the
second time, he fired twice and took
the shooter down. Incredible courage.

When I saw David Bailey out at the
hospital a few days after the shooting,
I said: ‘“BARRY LOUDERMILK said that
when it looked pretty hopeless for him,
you stepped out from behind the subur-
ban completely uncovered, that you
made yourself a target taking all the
attention toward yourself. Did you do
that?”’

And David Bailey, a hero in every
sense of the word, with his normal cas-
ual way of speaking, just said: ‘It hit
me all of a sudden. I had to make it
him or me. I had to make it him or me.
That is when I stepped out. And, fortu-
nately, it was him.”

That kind of courage—when a shoot-
er is about to get to a position to take
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out a bunch of defenseless people, some
lying on the ground in the dugout, if he
had made it just a little further, there
would have been a lot of people killed
that day.

Crystal Griner shooting as she could
and David Bailey stepping away from
any cover, and he just instinctively
knew, ‘I have to make it him or me,”
thank God and thank David Bailey he
is still here today and the hate-filled
shooter is not.

So it was touch and go. The hate that
filled this leftist shooter almost did in
a couple of people who day. But by the
grace of God, the great work of the
doctors—but as the doctor said out
there that night after the shooting,
telling me, the President, Melania, and
my staff member Andrew Keyes, it
was—he said he would be on pins and
needles that night because he just
didn’t know.

To see STEVE SCALISE, our dear
friend, standing right here earlier
today, is just an answer to prayer, and
I can’t wait to cook ribs again for my
friend STEVE SCALISE very soon.

It is also a good day for America, de-
spite the House passing a bill that
would have helped Americans by at
least repealing part of ObamaCare, as
we had promised, and despite the im-
mense suffering by millions around
this country who actually became vic-
tims of the lie that if you like your in-
surance, you can keep it; if you like
your doctor, you can keep him or her—
well, it turns out those were lies when
they were spoken, and the people who
spoke them knew they were lies when
they spoke them. It was discussed that
that would not be the case, they
wouldn’t be able to keep their insur-
ance, and people haven’t.

It is a bit disingenuous when some of
the alt-left media boasts that so many
millions of people have gotten insur-
ance that didn’t have it, because there
are an awful lot of people in my dis-
trict that had insurance and, because
of ObamaCare, they lost it, and then
they were put on Medicaid—not even
Medicare, but Medicaid. So they lost
their doctor, they lost the hospital
that was no longer in the network for
Medicaid that they had before.
ObamaCare took their insurance.

The people who have talked to me in
east Texas and as I go around in other
parts of the country, they were des-
perate. They have been desperate. They
are still desperate. They say: Please,
you got to give us some help.

It is tragic when you have some mil-
lionaires in the Senate who can get
whatever healthcare they want, turn-
ing a cold shoulder to those suffering
around the country because the count-
less promises they made to repeal
ObamaCare are being broken every day
we are in session and the Senate does
not pass at least some kind of repeal of
ObamaCare.

I mean, what kind of person promises
over and over, ‘‘You elect me, I will re-
peal ObamaCare, I will get it re-
pealed,” knowing that there will be a
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smug and proud vote against any effort
to repeal, even partially repeal
ObamaCare?

You make promises like that know-
ing that, without those promises, you
would not get elected. People count on
your promises because they really are
hurting, they need the medicine that
they are not getting under the new
Medicaid, they don’t have the doctor
that was providing so much help under
their insurance before ObamaCare took
it away. And an almost cheerful break-
ing of those promises, it really is trag-
ic. It is simply tragic.

It is really unfortunate that they
don’t have the millions, like some Sen-
ators, to get whatever healthcare they
want, that they make—they could suf-
fer less, perhaps be cured if Republican
Senators all kept their promises.
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It is just tragic. But despite that,
this has been a week where the House
has done what we can under reconcili-
ation. We sent a bill to the Senate.
They didn’t have to pass that bill, just
something so that we could have a con-
ference bill to give Americans the help
they needed.

We have done what we can there, so
we are taking up tax reform. And if we
do the right thing by Americans, they
will have more money in their pockets.
If we pass the bill that has just been
proposed—I don’t have all the details—
the framework certainly looks like
something we can really work with
that will put a lot more money in mid-
dle class pockets.

It is interesting. I hear some people,
especially at the other end of the hall
in the opposite party, opposing party,
who make efforts to tax the poor in
order to reward Republican rich
friends. We saw back in 2008, there were
apparently a whole lot more rich peo-
ple on Wall Street that supported
Barack Obama than supported the un-
fortunate losing candidate of the Re-
publican Party that year.

Yeah, the rich people on Wall Street,
more of them supported Barack
Obama. That kind of goes against what
is thought to be conventional wisdom
that the Republicans are rich and the
Democrats are poor when the reports
we have to file annually indicate that
some of us came here without anything
and we sacrificed virtually everything
we had to run, to try to make a dif-
ference in this country, and we haven’t
become rich by being here; whereas,
there are an awful lot of millionaire
Democrats here in the House and in the
Senate.

But if you look at what has been pro-
posed, the lowest tax rate in America
right now is 10 percent. And it appears,
we are told, it should be everybody
paying 10 percent right now should end
up paying no tax. Well, personally, I
would rather see us have everybody
pay something in the way of income
tax, pay something, the lowest rate
possible—whether it is 6, 7, or 8 per-
cent, maybe 7 percent, something—so
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that every single American pays an in-
come tax so they understand how im-
portant it is to have a frugal govern-
ment and not just constantly be hand-
ing out welfare, especially in cases that
involve fraud.

I had a lady that was telling me
there in Tyler, Texas, that she used to,
every spring, work for H&R Block in
helping people prepare their tax re-
turns. She said she finally had to give
it up. People would come in and they
wouldn’t have Social Security num-
bers. They would have tax ID numbers.

Now, why would they have tax ID
numbers? Well, even though the law
says that you are not supposed to be
filing tax returns because you are not
supposed to be working if you don’t
have a Social Security number, the
IRS assumed—and we know what that
means, they assumed—that, gee, if we
give people a tax ID number, then they
will pay income tax, and that will
bring in more money to the coffers.

But, according to this lady, the rea-
son she couldn’t do it anymore was she
was becoming a nervous wreck because
S0 many people were coming in with
tax identification numbers, not Social
Security numbers, and they would have
a list of things that they would want
her to put in their tax return. And they
always had, she said, a number of chil-
dren listed that they wanted to claim
that would ensure that they got more
money back from an earned income tax
credit than they even paid in.

Since she was a senior citizen on a
fixed income, the little extra help that
she made helping people prepare tax re-
turns, she gave it up. It was driving her
a bit crazy to help people get back
more money than they paid in over and
over and over again when she under-
stood the law. That is not supposed to
be what happened.

So a lot of people say, hey, folks that
are illegally in the country—and we
are not talking about any particular
place, just people illegally here from
wherever they are—when they file a
tax return and get more back than
they paid in, then that is not quite as
some represent, oh, gee, they pay so
much money in income tax, they are
good for the country.

Well, we know an awful lot of hard
workers who we have seen—illegal
aliens. I hear contractors say: I found
out one of my best workers is not here
legally.

But it brings us back to the point:
Why are such hardworking people espe-
cially coming from south of the border
into the United States? Well, obvi-
ously, for those type of folks—they
came in and they are hardworking—
they came to get jobs.

But that begs the question: Why are
they having to come to the United
States to get jobs? They are hard-
working. Why wouldn’t they find jobs
in Mexico or El Salvador or Guate-
mala? Why wouldn’t they find jobs in
these other Central American coun-
tries or Mexico? The answer is obvi-
ously very clear: it is because of all of
the corruption.
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Even though I understand the Presi-
dent of Mexico recently claimed there
were no drug cartel murders going on
at the very time when there were an
enormous number that happened with-
in the few days of him saying that, we
know there is murder, there is corrup-
tion, and it is from the drug cartels.

And the gangs and the coyotes that
bring people into the United States il-
legally, they answer to the drug car-
tels. It is the Border Patrol that told
me over and over, every inch of the
U.S.-Mexico border is spoken for by
some drug cartel; and if you cross into
the United States without paying an
appropriate price or dues to that drug
cartel, then you are not going to last
very long because they feel they have
to make an example of you.

I saw one estimate of $70 billion or
$80 billion, somewhere around there,
estimated to have gone from the
United States into Mexico, to the drug
cartels, for illegal drugs. Well, if we
build a wall where it is appropriate and
we totally secure our border 100 per-
cent, then that $70 billion, $80 billion
that is used for the drug cartels in
their corruption of the Mexican cities
and federal government and state gov-
ernment, that dries up to nothing. And
if we could help dry up the $70 billion
to $80 billion to $70,000 or $80,000 for il-
legal drugs, then, finally, we would
help Mexico—as the best neighbor Mex-
ico could ever dream of having—to be-
come one of the very top economies in
the world.

They ought to be one of the top 10
economies now, maybe top 5. All the
massive natural resources that Mexico
has, they are actually in a better loca-
tion for trade than the United States.
They are between two continents,
North and South America. They are be-
tween two oceans like we are, the Pa-
cific and the Atlantic, with, of course,
the Gulf of Mexico in between. They
ought to be a top 10 economy, but they
are not because of corruption from the
drug money that illegally crosses the
U.S. border into Mexico. We cut that
off.

And then you have all these hard-
working people who just want to help
their families. They don’t want to have
to flee the country they love to find a
job. The jobs would be abounding all
over Mexico. Isn’t that what a friendly,
caring neighbor would do for a neigh-
bor? Shouldn’t we want to help Mexico
stop the corruption? Of course.

And any Mexican-elected official who
says that there is no corruption, that
there is no drug cartel influence, or
that there is nobody being killed by
the drug cartels, well, a statement by a
Mexican-elected official that those
things are not going on is an indication
that that elected official is either com-
pletely ignorant of what is going on in
his or her country or they are, as one
would suspect, under the finger of the
drug cartels themselves.

So I am hopeful we are going to be
able to get a wall where we need it.
President Trump and Attorney General
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Sessions are both doing everything
they can to help secure the border. We
need a Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity, and I am sure that will be coming
quickly. The Democrats will probably
try to block whoever it is for as long as
they can, but we need a Secretary of
Homeland Security; and we need our
border secured not merely to help us,
but as being the best possible thing we
could do as a caring neighbor of Mex-
ico.

Our Republican Conference we had in
the House yesterday seemed very pro-
ductive. We had a good discussion
about the proposed tax reform, and, as
I was mentioning earlier, you will have
people who have been paying 10 percent
will go to paying nothing. Some that
are paying much higher taxes will be
cut down to 12 percent, and brackets
indicating that there is going to be an
awful 1ot more money in the pockets of
people who are working, that will be
fantastic, because when we leave more
money in the pockets of those who
have actually earned it, it gets the
economy going.

People, whom I have immense re-
spect for, like Dr. Arthur Laffer, Ste-
phen Moore, Larry Kudlow, it is very
clear to them, when they run the num-
bers, we could never adequately tax our
way out of bankruptcy the direction we
are headed. We couldn’t. We cannot tax
enough. If you put on too much tax,
then people quit working.

But the way to make Social Security
solvent and to make Medicare solvent
is if we get the economy growing not at
the 1.8 percent—I believe that was the
average for the Obama administra-
tion—but for the good of everybody.
People keep the money in their pock-
ets. That allows them to spend it, and
it causes the economy to grow.

I know, during the Obama adminis-
tration, they saw 3 percent growth in
the economy as just being virtually im-
possible; and I can understand, because
their idea was tax, tax, tax, and that
kills an economy. Whereas, if you
allow people to have more of their own
money, they spend more of their
money. That allows more jobs to be
created, and there are more people pay-
ing taxes. They begin making more, so
they are paying higher taxes, even
though it is at a lower rate. That helps
stimulate the economy.

O 1415

I was really hoping that President
Trump’s number of 15 percent cor-
porate tax would work out to be our
number for corporate tax. I was hoping
that would be for regular C corpora-
tions, as well as a pass-through sub-
chapter S corporation, because Presi-
dent Trump and I and others know that
if it is a 15 percent corporate tax, then
we would get back most of the manu-
facturing jobs, which fled America be-
cause of our massive 35 percent tax.
Actually, by the time you add in all
the others, it is well over 40 to 50 per-
cent tax on corporations.

The reason some of us say the cor-
porate tax is one of the most insidious
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taxes there is is because the govern-
ment defrauds Americans into thinking
they are not paying the corporate tax.
These evil, rich corporations are pay-
ing those taxes. They are saying: ‘“We
are not paying them. Make the evil
corporations.”” Whereas, anybody that
is going to really be honest about it
would have to say: ‘“Well, the truth is,
yeah, it is actually a pass-through
from the customer, because if the cor-
poration doesn’t pass on that massive
tax they are paying, they go out of
business.”’

So it is actually an additional tax on
the little guy. So the middle class,
lower-income folks are paying the big
corporate tax. It is not the wealthy. It
is the customers that are paying all
that extra corporate tax.

So if you got the tax rate for cor-
porations down to 15 percent, those
companies start coming back, the man-
ufacturing jobs come back.

As I mentioned to the President one
time: ‘“Mr. President, you understand
it because of your great business acu-
men, and I understand it from studying
history, but any major nation that can-
not manufacture what they need in a
time of war will not be a major nation
after the next war.”

The President wants those jobs back.
It is not 15 percent being proposed. It is
20 percent. But that will bring back
jobs. Not as many as if we had a 15 per-
cent corporate tax, but it will bring
back jobs.

I know there are those who say: Oh,
we have evolved in America. We are
more of a service economy. We don’t
want to be a manufacturing economy
with those dirty jobs.

Yes, we do. We need to have those
manufacturing jobs. Those are good
jobs. We have requirements that you
have to be concerned about the health
of Americans. And by doing that, we
bring back the jobs, we help our econ-
omy, and we actually save Social Secu-
rity and Medicare.

I see my friend, Dr. HARRIS, is here.

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

——

TAX REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HARRIS)
for 30 minutes.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Texas is absolutely right.
An important thing happened this
week. We announced that the Amer-
ican public is going to get a tax cut.

As I go around my district, as I am
sure Members when they go around
their districts, one thing they rarely
hear is: You know, Washington spends
their money very efficiently. They do
everything just right. So why don’t you
tax me a little bit more?

We don’t hear that.

What we hear is that hardworking
Americans want to keep more of their
paycheck. They look at what the Fed-
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eral Government takes out of their
paycheck. They don’t think they are
getting their money’s worth. Honestly,
Mr. Speaker, once you are around here
a while, you realize they are probably
not getting their money’s worth.

So what we are going to do is we are
going to follow the President’s lead.
The President has said that what he
wants is a tax reform bill that cuts
taxes in America so that businesses
come back to America, that our job
creators get tax relief, and that hard-
working middle class American fami-
lies can keep more of their paychecks.
And that is exactly what the tax re-
form outline has laid out for the Amer-
ican public this week.

Now, from the naysayers, you will
hear the same old lines: tax cuts for
the rich, blah, blah, blah.

The bottom line is that we are going
to relieve the tax burden on American
businesses that will bring jobs back to
this country.

Mr. Speaker, if you look over the
past 35 years of what has happened,
from 1980 to 2015, the corporate tax
rates, back in 1980, the top line of this
graph is the U.S. tax rate, marginal
corporate tax rate, which was around
50 percent at the time. It was just
about the same as what the worldwide
average was.

In the 1980s, the last time we had
major tax reform under the leadership
of President Reagan, we dropped the
corporate tax rate to under 40 percent,
and at that time, it was right in the
middle of where the corporate taxes
were worldwide. So the companies had
no advantage to take their businesses
and move it overseas in order to save
taxes.

But something very interested hap-
pened. If you look at the top line here,
since then, our corporate tax rate has
stayed at right about 40 percent. It is
now 39.6 when you add in both the Fed-
eral taxes and the State corporate
taxes, but the worldwide averages have
fallen.

Mr. Speaker, other countries around
the world have figured out that busi-
nesses will go to countries and they
will create jobs in those areas where
the taxes are lower.

So what has happened?

So if you look at what the corporate
taxes look like now and what the cor-
porate tax rates are around the world,
these are the 35 leading nations, our
competitors in the world. The United
States now has the highest corporate
tax rate at 38.9 percent combined.
Again, the Federal plus the State tax
rate. France and Belgium, 34 percent.
Germany, 30 percent.

But if you look at where we are los-
ing our business to, it turns out that
very small countries like Ireland, way
down at the bottom, years ago lowered
their corporate tax rate to 12% percent.

And what happened?

We moved businesses to Ireland.

When I worked in the operating
room—and still do a few days a year—
I would pick up what is called an endo-
tracheal tube. It is a tube we use when
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