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where the drugs were.
robbed the Americans.

A second incident. Three fishermen
were approached on May 6 by a boat
containing two men pointing AR-15s.
Those are assault rifles, Mr. Speaker.
One boarded the fishing boat, searched
for drugs, cash and guns, chambered a
round in the rifle and told the fisher-
men he would shoot them if they did
not give him the money. In another pi-
rate raid, fishermen were robbed of
their money and boat and clothes and
left naked on the Mexican side of the
lake. Yet in a fourth incident, boaters
on the U.S. side of the lake were ap-
proached by a boat containing five
armed men. It’s still unclear what else
happened because this just happened 2
days ago.

Falcon Lake is approximately 60
miles long. It’s a reservoir on the Rio
Grande, fronting Starr and Zapata
Counties in Texas, and it is shared be-
tween the United States and Mexico. It
was formed by a dam in 1953 to con-
serve water for agriculture and control
downstream flooding.

Mr. Speaker, piracy is a centuries-old
problem that many nations have had to
deal with. In the 1800s, Thomas Jeffer-
son sent the United States Navy to the
Mediterranean Sea, Wwhere pirates
roamed at will and robbed American
ships. That President fought piracy on
the high seas. But the difference now is
our administration would rather criti-
cize people in States like Arizona that
demand more border security rather
than do anything about illegal border
crossers, including the pirates of Fal-
con Lake.

Meanwhile, today, President
Calderon of Mexico arrogantly lectured
us in a joint session of Congress, chas-
tising the United States—especially
Arizona—for passing legislation trying
to prevent people from illegally coming
into the United States. Mr. Speaker,
when 65 percent of the American people
support Arizona’s new law regarding il-
legal immigration, his comments were
disingenuous and disrespectful to our
Nation.

I commend President Calderon for
fighting the international drug cartels
in his Nation, but the President of
Mexico should deal with his own issues
and solve Mexico’s economic problems,
human rights problems, organized
crime problems, violence problems,
government corruption problems, and
illegal immigration problems before
President Calderon lectures anybody
about anything.

And that’s just the way it is.

They then

—————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.

Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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H.R. 5353, THE WAR IS MAKING
YOU POOR ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Speaker, today I
introduced H.R. 53563, the War is Mak-
ing You Poor Act. The War is Making
You Poor Act does three things: First,
it requires the administration to carry
out the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan
with only—only—the $549 billion set
forth in the President’s budget for de-
fense spending, without the additional
$159 billion the President has asked for
for the sake of the so-called emergency
war, which now stretches on to 9 years
in one case and 7 years in the other.
My view is that $549 billion is enough
for these wars or any other wars the
President plans to engage in.

What this does, secondly, is that it
takes the money that is saved from the
war separate allocation and it uses
that for a very important purpose with
our economy the way it is and people
in America suffering. It takes that
money—or 90 percent of it—and it uses
that to make $35,000 of everyone’s in-
come in America tax-free. And $70,000
for married couples. Let’s be clear
about that. Let’s be clear about what I
said. With the money that is being
saved by the War is Making You Poor
Act, we can make $35,000 of every
American’s income tax-free. And
$70,000 for married couples. And in ad-
dition to that, it takes the remaining
money and reduces the Federal deficit
and the Federal debt. I think those are
three things, all of which need to be
done. This bill brings them all to-
gether.

Let’s start with the fact that the ad-
ministration has asked for $549 billion
to basically keep the lights on at the
Pentagon, and beyond that, asked for
another $159 billion for the wars. Let’s
see exactly how much that means. On
this chart here, you can see that U.S.
military spending is as much as the en-
tire rest of the world combined. As
much as the entire rest of the world
combined. And in fact, the ones who
come in second are NATO allies in Eu-
rope, who I don’t expect to be attack-
ing us any time soon. Beyond that, you
have to go all the way down to China
to get to any country that is conceiv-
ably ever going to be a military enemy.
And we outspend China by over five to
one. Beyond that, we get into our allies
in East Asia and Australia, and you
have to go all the way down to Russia,
whom we outspend by almost ten to
one, before you get to any country that
could conceivably be a military oppo-
nent.

Why is this necessary? If we’re going
to have military spending that
amounts to this much—half of all the
military spending the world—do we
need to have on top of that—on top of
that base budget—another $150 billion
for the war? I think not, particularly
when the people in America are suf-
fering.
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So I believe that the thing we need to
do is to take that $159 billion that the
President has set aside. We’re not say-
ing he has to stop the war. We’re not
giving a cutoff date for the war. We’re
simply saying you need to fund that
out of the base budget of $5649 billion.
And we take 90 percent of that money
and give it back to the American peo-
ple.

I think most people would be sur-
prised to learn that that is so much
money that we have been spending on
the war in Afghanistan and the war in
Iraq that every single taxpayer in
America will be able to get his first or
her first $35,000 of income completely
tax-free. You won’t see dollar one in
tax until you make more than that. In
fact, almost a third of Americans don’t
make more than that so they will sim-
ply be excused from the Federal in-
come tax system. And all we need to do
is to stop separately funding the wars
in Iraq and Afghanistan.

Now I've heard a lot of complaints
from the other side and complaints
from people on our side about the Fed-
eral debt and the Federal deficit.
Here’s something concrete that you
can do. If this bill passes, we’ll be able
to reduce the Federal deficit by $16 bil-
lion. You don’t have to take my word
for it. It’s already been scored by the
Joint Committee on Taxation. The
Joint Committee on Taxation staff has
determined that the tax cut that’s
needed to get every single person in
America $35,000 tax-free—their first
$35,000—would cost less than the wars
and would leave over after that an-
other $16 billion.

Mr. Speaker, this is an idea whose
time has come. It’s time for the Amer-
ican people to see that there is no
longer any need to go beyond the base,
exorbitant defense budget that’s pre-
sented to us by the President, notwith-
standing the fact that there are wars in
Afghanistan in Iraq. It’s simply not
necessary. You can see for yourself.
Enough is enough. $549 billion is plen-
ty, particularly when we’re using a
Chinese credit card to pay for it all.

So I ask for your support, Mr. Speak-
er, and I hope that the Chamber will
consider H.R. 5353, the War is Making
You Poor Act.

——————

0 1730

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

DR. HAROLD A. CARTER, SR.—A
LEGACY OF PRINCIPLE AND FAITH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to honor a great American and true
leader, Dr. Harold A. Carter, Sr., of
Baltimore. His is a vision and a mis-
sion, grounded in the civil rights move-
ment of the 1960s, that has compelling
importance for our Nation today. More
than half a century ago when Dr. Har-
old Carter, Sr., was still a young man
in Selma, Alabama, Dr. Ralph Aber-
nathy and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.,
both offered Harold Carter his first op-
portunities to speak to their congrega-
tions as a newly ordained minister. ‘I
was a young college student, and they
wanted to give me a boost from the be-
ginning,”” Dr. Carter observed in a 2005
article written by Mr. Sean Yoes of the
Baltimore Afro-American newspaper.
Mr. Speaker, it was a strong, inspiring,
and enduring ‘‘boost,” indeed. This
same visionary foundation has inspired
Dr. Carter throughout his ministry,
both in the mission to proclaim the
gospel to which he had been called and
in the Social Gospel work of his faith.
And I can say for a fact that not only
does he preach the Word, but he lives
it.

This year, Dr. Carter celebrates 45
years as the principal shepherd of Bal-
timore’s New Shiloh Baptist Church. In
his own words, he is, above all, ‘‘a God
man,”’ the primary trustee of his con-
gregation’s spiritual life. Yet at a time
when our urban areas are in danger of
crumbling under the stress of decades
of disinvestment, Dr. Carter and his
New Shiloh congregation also offer the
people of Baltimore both hope and a
concrete plan for social and economic
renewal. A past leader of Baltimore’s
chapter of the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference and the local
chapter of the Poor People’s Campaign,
Dr. Carter has readily acknowledged
Dr. King’s influence upon his vision for
community renewal as an integral ele-
ment of his New Shiloh ministry. ‘I
learned from him that we have to take
responsibility for our condition, what-
ever that might be,” Dr. Carter once
observed. ‘‘People in power do not con-
cede anything to others freely, so we
have to equip ourselves and do for our-
selves based on the principles of uncon-

ditional love.” That’s Dr. Harold
Carter, Sr.

Aided by the strength and talents of
his wonderful wife, the late Dr.

Weptanomah Carter, whom I also
knew, his son and copastor, Dr. Harold
A. Carter, Jr., and a dedicated con-
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gregation that has grown to number in
the thousands, New Shiloh is, indeed,
equipping its community to move for-
ward on empowering principles. Every
day, people from the neighborhood can
find inspiration and opportunity in its
beautiful church and Family Life Cen-
ter, its School of Music, Theological
Center, Child Development Center and
other facilities. These accomplish-
ments of the congregation’s Social
Gospel mission are important aspects
of Dr. Carter’s vision, but they are far
from the end. Already underway are
plans for technical training for the
community, a computer center, a sen-
ior center and senior housing.

Mr. Speaker, it is more appropriate
under our constitutional system for me
to leave it to others to commend Dr.
Carter for the other wonderful min-
isters whom he has trained, including
my own pastor, Bishop Walter Scott
Thomas, Sr., and many, many others.
Others are better qualified than I to at-
test to the lasting importance of Dr.
Carter’s spiritual writings, which have
been many. However, I have been hon-
ored to serve as a spokesman for the
Congressional Black Caucus to our Na-
tion’s faith communities, and in that
duty, I have gained a thorough under-
standing of faith-based initiatives that
are working. A part of what my teach-
er, my mentor and friend Dr. Harold
Carter, Sr., has taught me is that the
inspiration for faith-based programs
that work cannot be found in a strat-
egy to transfer public responsibility for
greater social equity to the faith cen-
ters of our country. Rather, that moti-
vating force must first arise from the
hearts and minds of people of faith
themselves.

This, I submit, is why Dr. Harold A.
Carter, Sr., should stand as an example
for all of our citizenry, whatever our
respective faith traditions may be.
This, I believe, is what Dr. Carter
means when he speaks of how our local
communities must undertake greater
responsibility for themselves and their
neighbors and how they must equip
themselves for opportunity.

Unlike other megachurches that have
left the inner cities of our Nation, New
Shiloh Baptist Church has followed Dr.
Carter’s vision and his mission for his
congregation. It has constructed its
foundation on an unwavering commit-
ment to the people of our great urban
community.

—

RESPONSE TO PRESIDENT
CALDERON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. McCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to take strong exception to the
speech by the President of Mexico here
in this Chamber today. The Mexican
Government has made it very clear for
many years that it holds American
sovereignty in contempt, and President
Calderon’s behavior as a guest of the
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Congress today confirms and under-
scores this attitude. It is highly inap-
propriate for the President of Mexico
to lecture Americans on American im-
migration law, just as it would be for
Americans to lecture Mexico on its
own laws. It is obvious that President
Calderon does not understand the na-
ture of America or the purpose of our
immigration law. Unlike Mexico’s im-
migration law, which is brutally exclu-
sionary, the purpose of America’s law
is not to keep people out. It is to as-
sure that as people come to the United
States, they do so with the intention of
becoming Americans and of raising
their children as Americans. Unlike
Mexico, our Nation embraces legal im-
migration, and what makes that pos-
sible is assimilation.

A century ago, President Teddy Roo-
sevelt put it this way. He said, ‘“‘In the
first place, we should insist that if the
immigrant who comes here in good
faith becomes an American and assimi-
lates himself to us, he shall be treated
on an exact equality with everyone
else, for it is an outrage to discrimi-
nate against any such man because of
creed, or birthplace, or origin. But this
is predicated upon the person’s becom-
ing in every facet an American and
nothing but an American. There can be
no divided allegiance here. Any man
who says he is an American, but some-
thing else also, isn’t an American at
all. We have room for but one flag, the
American flag. We have room for but
one language here, and that is the
English language. And we have room
for but one sole loyalty, and that is a
loyalty to the American people.” That
is how we’ve created one great Nation
from all the peoples of the world.

The largest group of immigrants now
comes from Mexico. A recent RAND
study found that during the 20th cen-
tury, while our immigration laws were
actually enforced, assimilation
worked, and it made possible the swift
attainment of the American Dream for
millions of immigrants seeking to es-
cape the conditions of Mexico. That is
the broader meaning of our Nation’s
motto, ‘‘e pluribus unum’”—from many
people, one people, the American peo-
ple. But there is now an element in our
political structure that seeks to under-
mine that concept of e pluribus unum.
It seeks to hyphenate Americans, to
develop linguistic divisions, to assign
rights and preferences based on race
and ethnicity, and to elevate devotion
to foreign ideologies and traditions
while at the same time denigrating
American culture, American values,
and American founding principles. In
order to do so, they know that they
have to stop the process of assimila-
tion. And in order to do that, they have
to undermine our immigration laws. It
is an outrage that a foreign head of
state would appear in this Chamber
and actively seek to do so. And it is a
disgrace that he would be cheered on
from the left wing of the White House
and from many Democrats here in Con-
gress.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-14T01:45:50-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




