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chances she had already had, she
looked up at me with tears in her eyes
and said: I just wish someone had told
me no before today and meant it.

It was tragic. Nobody had told her no
before today. She was raised so
wealthy. She said I was the first one
who ever told her no because I was
being fair and impartial and treating
her like any other defendant.

Well, this government, this adminis-
tration, wants to look and be unfair
and partial and make decisions based
on the color of people’s skin, rather
than on the content of the character,
and in fact, this administration is tak-
ing us away from the dream of Martin
Luther King, Jr.

He is the one who said those fan-
tastic words. He had a dream, and part
of the dream was that people would be
judged by the content of their char-
acter and not by the color of their
skin.

We have made so much progress in
America, and the President that went
abroad and criticized America for being
divisive, he has divided this country
more than any President in my life-
time—along gender lines, along racial
lines—by playing partial politics.

It looks, from this article, as if it is
going to happen again:

In 2012, HUD dispersed about $3.8 billion of
these grants to almost 1,200 municipalities.

According to La Raza’s comment in favor
of the regulation, Hispanic families often do
not know their housing rights and have cited
fear of deportation as reason for not report-
ing rights violations.

This is telling. By La Raza’s own analysis,
then, HUD implementation of the racial re-
zoning rule will benefit those who have cited
fear of deportation—that is, low-skilled, low-
income illegal immigrants, either those who
are outright illegal the moment they set foot
in the United States or who have simply
overstayed their visas. After all, who else
would fear deportation?

Therefore, one of the sure effects of HUD’s
regime will be to flood unwilling commu-
nities with a significant percentage of illegal
immigrants.

While the current relocation of thousands,
including children, from detention centers
on the U.S.-Mexico border has garnered na-
tional headlines and the ire of elected Re-
publicans, including Senator Mark Kirk, Re-
publican of Illinois, and Governor Dave
Heineman, Republican of Nebraska, the HUD
regulation has largely flown under the radar.

But it is every bit as important. It is not
enough to arbitrarily implement amnesty,
whether through refusal to enforce existing
law or congressional action. The Federal
Government wants to draw the maps of
where the new residents will live, forcing
local communities to make room whether
they like it or not.

It is no secret that Republicans, with their
low tax message, tend to do better among
the middle and upper middle classes, while
Democrats with their social welfare regime
tend to do better among the poor. The polit-
ical effect of the HUD rule will invariably be
to gerrymander Republican districts at the
local level.

Take a Republican State like Texas as a
prime example of how this might work.
Houston, currently controlled by Democrats,
has accepted $38.5 million of these commu-
nity development block grants. Harris Coun-
ty has accepted another $10.3 million. Dallas,
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another Democratic stronghold, has accepted
$16.6 million, and Dallas County took $2.1
million. Austin, too controlled by Demo-
crats, took $7.5 million of the grants.

Republicans at the State level cannot
block these grants going to these munici-
palities, and now, thanks to the HUD rule,
by virtue of accepting these grants, bureau-
crats in Washington, D.C., will get to redraw
zoning maps along racial and income bound-
aries to include more affordable ‘‘units and
combat discrimination.”

It has all the hallmarks of a master plan.
Too conspiratorial? It does not take a cynic
to see who the winners and losers will be in
implement the racial housing quotas.

In the case of La Raza and illegal immigra-
tion amnesty proponents, the likely bene-
ficiaries of the HUD rezoning rule will be
Democrat parties across the country. Both
U.S. and immigrant-born Hispanics favor
Democrats by nearly 2 to 1, according to Gal-
lup.

What emerges is a plan to resettle as many
as 20 million illegal immigrants in specific
communities as a pretext to tilt the political
scales on the national and local political
scenes to favor Democrats.

Fortunately, the House of Representatives
has already acted, passing an amendment to
the Transportation and HUD Appropriations
bill by Representative Paul Gosar, Repub-
lican of Arizona, in a close 219 to 207 vote to
defund implementation of the regulation.

Anyway, I keep coming back to true
peace in a country can come from a
government that treats everyone im-
partially, and the great genius of
America has been free enterprise, the
ability of somebody like DARRELL ISSA
that is a captain in the United States
Army, who comes up with a brilliant
idea of a door lock that would go up
and down automatically, which idea
was apparently stolen, as I recall, and
then he figures, well, I can spend 20
years in litigation or so, or if I can
come up with something smart then—I
can come up with something else
smart, and he comes up with the idea
of the automatic car alarm, and my
friend DARRELL has done quite well
with that.

This is America. It is the genius of
American free enterprise. Let people
profit when they have good ideas, when
they work hard and do well. America is
a stronger place to be.

But the results of failing to enforce
the law fairly and impartially as it is
written, also brought about this head-
line today from Breitbart, ‘‘Released
Alien from Border Crisis Arrested for
Alleged Murder, Kidnapping in Texas.”

An illegal immigrant who was released by
U.S. authorities with a notice to appear has
been arrested for the alleged murder of a
woman and kidnapping of children on U.S.
soil. The alleged crimes occurred after the
man was released.

It goes on in the article and talks
about the AP actually reported this,
but they neglected to say the man was
an illegal alien. It is time for the AP,
for the media, for this administration,
to start following and enforcing the
law, and this country will be a better
place in which to live.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.
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VIOLENCE IN CHICAGO

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PITTENGER). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. RUSH) for 30 minutes.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the floor now because of a serious con-
cern, a deadly concern even, that the
people of my district, the First Con-
gressional District of Illinois, the citi-
zens of the great city of Chicago, and
indeed those from around our country,
that they are experiencing and that
they are witnessing, and that is the
preponderance of violence, Kkillings,
young people killing each other, and
innocent bystanders shot down on the
streets of my city.

They leave victims of gun violence
perpetrated by young men, older citi-
zens, retirees, victims of gun violence
in my city.

One will get the notion that the
name attributed to my city is apropos,
that it is a worthy name, Chiraq, a
nickname that has been associated
with my city.

Mr. Speaker, I come to the floor
today to say that this great city that I
love, these people—worthy people of
the First Congressional District, these
hardworking Americans who have con-
tributed greatly to the greatness of
this Nation, they don’t live in a place
called Chiraq. Chiraq is not apropos.

We wholeheartedly and determinedly
resist and repudiate any references to
our city with the inappropriate—gross-
ly inappropriate name of Chiraq. We
don’t embrace Chiraq and none of its
implications.

Yes, there is a focus on the violence
that occurs in our city, but, Mr. Speak-
er, I maintain that this functionality
in Chicago and in other places across
the country is a direct result of dec-
ades-long failed governmental policies,
failed public policies, policies that
have emanated out of this very institu-
tion, this Federal Government, policies
that have emanated out of State cap-
itals all across this Nation and city
halls, village halls, all across this Na-
tion, decades-long.

Mr. Speaker, we are not talking
about just the vestiges of slavery and
that dark period of American history.
We are not just speaking about seg-
regation and all of the abuses and all of
the trauma that segregation has
caused upon African Americans.
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We are not just talking about Jim
Crow laws that were a result of public
policies. Mr. Speaker, we are not just
talking about all of the policies that
emanated out of this institution, the
housing policies in my very city that
until the seventies denied African
Americans in my city to actually ac-
quire a mortgage which was and still is
the foundation of a middle class life-
style, a foundation for the American
Dream. Without the ability to get a
mortgage, to own a home, the Amer-
ican Dream becomes an American
nightmare.
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That is what we have experienced
over these last decades—structural in-
equities, structural discrimination. Mr.
Speaker, I am here to say this evening
that there are three d’s that define the
structural inequities, structural prob-
lems in my city and other cities across
this Nation.

At the foundation of the violence
that we are witnessing today—and I
would just plead with anyone in this
Chamber, anyone who is viewing this
today in any capacity, on any platform
throughout the Nation, please do not
mistake anything that I say or feel as
being an attempt to coddle criminals,
to somehow give a sense of relief to
those who are killing innocent people
in our communities. They are just as
wrong as they could ever be, and I am
not in any way trying to give them
cover.

But if we want to get some real an-
swers, then we are going to have to ask
some real questions. Know ye the
truth, the Bible says, and it shall set
you free.

The truth of the matter is that this
violence can be summed up for the
most part in terms of its causes by
these three d’s.

Discrimination. Years and years, dec-
ades and decades of discrimination.
Discrimination that has denied hard-
working Americans access to the best
that this Nation can provide. Discrimi-
nation not of the southern type, more
subtle, more insidious, even in some
ways more deadly than anything that
the Ku Klux Klan could ever devise.
This subtle institutional discrimina-
tion that has been a part of the culture
in my city for too long and that takes
on different characteristics is able to
mask itself. Even with the good inten-
tions of some of our friends, some peo-
ple who will recall at the assault, that
they might have mistakenly involved
themselves at some point in time in
being a part of the problem rather than
a part of the solution.

Discrimination is alive and well in
my city, even today. The hopelessness
that young people find themselves fac-
ing and embracing here in the year 2014
in this Nation, the hopelessness just
completely engulfs their very exist-
ence. Every waking hour, they are con-
fronted every day of the week, every
week of the month, every month of the
year. Year by year by year by year
they are faced with total despair and
utter hopelessness that erupts and
stands tall in this institutional frame-
work that is built upon discrimination.
Discrimination rises up and causes all
types of dysfunction in those who are
discriminated against. Discrimination,
the first d.

Discrimination leads very quickly to
disinvestment, the second d. You can
discriminate against a community,
against a people, and thereby you can
disinvest in those communities—on the
south side and the west side and the
north side of the city, particularly on
the south and the west side. My friend
Congressman DAVIS is here and he can
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speak very, very appropriately and elo-
quently to the discrimination of people
on the west side of the city.

But the disinvestment, the stark dis-
investment can’t be denied. These pat-
terns of disinvestment in our schools,
in our business districts, in our hous-
ing, in our recreational opportunities,
in our parks, on our streets, this ramp-
ant disinvestment decades long has led
to a sense of frustrated rage. When
there is no way out for families, for
neighbors, for neighborhoods, for com-
munities, then psychologists will tell
you that violence is a byproduct of
that failure to believe and to hope and
to be assured that you have a future,
that you have a stake. Life loses its
meaning when there is no significant
and righteous investment in the future
of any of our citizens, particularly
those who are young and those who
have easy access to guns.

Mr. Speaker, I agree with the Na-
tional Rifle Association on this one
matter: guns don’t Kkill people; people
kill people. But I disagree with them,
and I want to take it a little further,
because that is only one side of the
coin. We are not just talking about
people. We are talking about a hopeless
people. People without hope for the fu-
ture. Anybody, regardless of race,
creed, color, sex, or nationality, any-
body when you are caught, caged into a
corner with no hope of getting out, you
are going to turn violent. That is a
part of the human makeup. Your vio-
lence is going to be directed to some-
body. So the NRA, if it is going to be
truthful, then it just cannot deal with
any kind of people. It has got to deal
more pointedly at people who have no

hope.
This disinvestment has led to stag-
gering intergenerational unemploy-

ment. The bottom didn’t fall out of the
economy on the west side and the
south side of the city of Chicago in 07,
’08, and ’09. The bottom fell out 25
years ago, 50 years ago, and it never
has been repaired. There is no safety
net in my city. It is like a bottomless
pit. Generations yet to be born are still
facing those desperate conditions, still
will face that despair, still will face
this gross disinvestment.

Why aren’t there jobs in my city for
my community, for my district, no
light manufacturing?
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Why is it that in my city we have to
fight the labor unions in order to get
employment or labor jobs? Why don’t
we have summer jobs for young people?

Government policies have created
this nightmare, and this nightmare
that we find ourselves in keeps getting
darker and darker and darker and
darker and deadlier and deadlier and
deadlier.

Discrimination, disinvestment.

When the mayor of my city stands
proudly and takes credit for closing 54
public schools—mostly on the south
and west side of the city of Chicago—
that is nothing but a continuation of
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the decades-long disinvestment in good
quality schools.

If you look back at the history of my
city, some of my most ferocious battles
with the powers that be centered
around the inequities in the public
school system. Dropouts are produced
at an alarming rate in my city because
of the disinvestment in public edu-
cation.

Discrimination is the first d, and dis-
investment is the second d.

And then, Mr. Speaker, in recent
times, we have seen rampant, gross de-
population of my city. Poor people
have been almost run out of my city.
Public housing is a failed public policy
in my city.

Let me tell you, Mr. Speaker, what
happened.

Yes, there were mammoth public
housing developments in my city.
Some we pejoratively called
‘“‘projects.” Yes, there were a lot of so-
cial ills associated with public housing
or projects, and some of those public
housing buildings needed to be restruc-
tured, demolished, or redesigned. But
unlike New York City, which took its
public housing developments and in-
vested money in those developments,
my city didn’t.

What you had, Mr. Speaker, are
former residents of public housing
pushed into struggling lower, middle
class communities; and that is when
the disruption of those heretofore
struggling middle class communities
could not sustain themselves against
this avalanche of former public housing
residents into those areas, and those
communities started experiencing ex-
treme dysfunctionality.

There is one beat in my city, beat
624. This is the most violent beat in the
city of Chicago. In recent years, two
police officers were Killed in that beat.
Day-to-day violence occurs in that
beat. Six weeks ago, a brilliant special
education teacher who worked part-
time as a real estate agent stopped by
temporarily to drop some forms off in
her office on West 79th Street and lost
her life. She was shot in the head by a
stray bullet fired in beat 624.

Well, Mr. Speaker, I want to say this.
Beat 624 is in the heart of a community
known as Chatham. When I was a
young man growing up, Chatham was
the model of middle class lifestyle for
the African American community. It
was exalted in many ways. Everybody
thought that living in Chatham was
the place to be. When you lived in
Chatham, you lived in nice homes with
manicured lawns, clean streets, ga-
rages, homes, good schools, a good
business district, safe communities,
and stable communities.

This was the Chatham of my youth.
But that Chatham is a long-ago mem-
ory now because of the disinvestment
and because of the failed public hous-
ing policies that emanated out of this
Federal Government.

Discrimination, disinvestment, and
lastly, depopulation.

I grew up in an area called Cabrini-
Green. It no longer exists.
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Gentrification has conquered the com-
munity of Cabrini-Green, and it is well
on its way to conquering other commu-
nities.

The public dollars over these last 20
or 30 years—maybe even longer than
that—have been away from the com-
munities and toward The Loop and the
businesses around The Loop.

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

————
VIOLENCE IN CHICAGO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DANNY K.
DAVIS) for 30 minutes.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I would be pleased to yield to
Mr. RUSH.

Mr. RUSH. I want to thank my
friend, Congressman DAVIS.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to say that
in the central business district of Chi-
cago, or The Loop as it is known far
and wide, there is a close-in circle
around The Loop. They have created
three communities. One is called the
Near North Side, where public dollars
and enormous investments have oc-
curred. This is the area that used to
house Cabrini-Green, the Near North
Side.

In recent times, we have had
gentrification occur in the Near West
Side. When I was a young man growing
up in Chicago, there was never such a
community, never such a time, never
such an identity called the Near West
Side.

And, Mr. Speaker, there is now some-
thing called the Near South Side.

All of these are gems of
gentrification. But if you go further
west, further south, you see a stark dif-
ference in Englewood and Garfield
Park. You see a stark difference in cap-
ital investments in these communities,
where hopelessness and despair domi-
nate the lives and the thoughts and the
culture.

That is where the violence emanates
from. Unless we deal with these issues,
we will never, ever be able to deal with
the violence and the increasing mur-
ders that are everyday news in the city
that I love, the city of Chicago.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. I
thank you, Mr. RUSH, for calling this
Special Order this evening to put a dif-
ferent kind of light on the whole ques-
tion and the whole issue of violence in
Chicago, which is really the center
point of America.

Those of us who live in Chicago say
that: So goes Chicago, so goes America.

When I came to Chicago, it was
known as the jobs capital of America.
Everyplace that you looked, there were
help wanted signs. You could find a job.
As a matter of fact, the word was that
if you couldn’t find a job in Chicago,
there were basically no jobs for you.

And so I agree with you, Representa-
tive RUSH, that the absence of hope is
a part of the formula for violence. And
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if you never ask the right questions, of
course, you never get the right an-
swers.

O 1900

There are those who talk about law
enforcement, more police officers. I
have even heard people talk about
bringing in the National Guard and
bringing in paramilitary outfits. Those
are not really the solutions. The solu-
tions are to provide people with hope
because, if they have hope, then they
don’t find or feel the necessity for cer-
tain kinds of action.

There used to be so many businesses
in the district that I represent. Over
the last 50 or more years, we have lost
more than 100,000 good-paying manu-
facturing jobs. When Representative
RUSH talks about disinvestment, when
business and industry decided to
leave—Sears, Roebuck; Hotpoint, Mo-
torola, General Electric—what is now
Navistar—International Harvester, Al-
lied Radio, Spiegel, Montgomery
Ward—all of those entities were in the
neighborhood where I lived and
worked. I could just walk down the
streets and see them. Western Electric
was not far from where I lived. You
could see hundreds of people going to
and from work every morning when
you woke up. Of course, things split
off, and all of that changed.

Chicago used to just beckon people
and jobs to come to Chicago. As a mat-
ter of fact, blues singers would have
songs of going to Chicago. ‘“‘Sorry, but
I can’t take you.” They were like the
pied piper—people were coming. Then,
as so many people came and as commu-
nities and neighborhoods began to
change and as some people began to
leave and others would come, there
were levels of deterioration. I remem-
ber the riots that occurred after the as-
sassination of Dr. Martin Luther King.
Many of those areas that suffered the
aftermath of the riots have never been
rebuilt. They are the same today as
they were in the 1960s when the riots
occurred. Nobody has been willing to
invest in the redevelopment of those
communities. Not only did housing de-
teriorate, but the social service struc-
ture that existed also left.

When BOBBY talked about disinvest-
ment, there was every Kkind that one
could imagine. In some of those com-
munities, it is hard to find a Boy Scout
troop. It is difficult to find the re-
sources for a Girl Scout program or for
activities that individuals can be en-
gaged in after school. Yes, there is a
level of violence, but there is an even
deeper level of hopelessness. Without
hope, it is like people being pressed up
against the wall—pressed up against
nowhere—trying to figure out how they
get out.

I can tell you that, wherever dark-
ness exists, there is light that comes,
so I think that there are, indeed, solu-
tions. What are the solutions? Job cre-
ation. Job creation. Job creation.

If we look at history, when times
were difficult during the 1930s, there

H6349

was the utilization of the Federal Gov-
ernment as a resource to create work
opportunities, with the understanding
that, if people are working, they are re-
investing because they are paying
taxes, they are spending money, they
are exchanging services and goods with
each other. That also gives a boost to
the economy. I never take the position
that wherever we are that that is
where we have to be.

Gun control legislation. Let me tell
you that the people shooting don’t nec-
essarily make the guns. People who are
shooting don’t necessarily sell the
guns. The people who are shooting ac-
tually acquire the guns from someplace
and somebody else. If we could take
away some of the opportunities for the
guns to exist—I remember a song I
used to listen to about a place called
Black Mountain, and part of the lyrics
said: “I am going to Black Mountain
with my razor and my gun. I am going
to find that man of mine, shoot him if
he stands still and cut him if he runs.”
If you have got to run after somebody,
that is a little more difficult than
being able to have an Uzi with which
you drive by and mow him down. I
don’t know when we are going to get
really serious in this country about di-
minishing the number of guns that peo-
ple have access to.

I was disappointed when the Supreme
Court said that people could actually
carry weapons. That is one thing in
some communities, in some places, but
I can tell you that is another thing in
other communities and other places. I
would hate to go into a situation where
I felt that everybody there who wanted
to was carrying a weapon because he
had the right to carry a concealed
weapon.

I used to be on the Chicago City
Council, and many of the people there
were former police officers. Plus, you
could carry a gun anyway because you
were considered law enforcement.
Sometimes, when you would go to
lunch, you would see a number of peo-
ple who might take their jackets off,
and you would see a number of guns
and weapons. You almost might be too
afraid to eat. It would kind of take
away lunch because all of these weap-
ons were around.

I would urge our country to be will-
ing to make the kind of investments
that you must make. They are not
spending. There is a difference between
spending and investing. If you just
spend, you don’t necessarily get a re-
turn, but when you invest wisely, you
expect a return. We need to invest in
education. We need to invest in more
social development activity, and we
need to reinvest in urban communities
like those on the southwest side and
near-north sides and suburban areas of
Chicago.

Congressman RUSH, I thank you
again and commend you for calling for
this Special Order, but I have got a
feeling that, where there is life, there
is hope, and I have a feeling that we
will arrest the violence problem, not
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