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‘““Condemning the hateful comments
of Texas congressional candidate
Maureen Galindo.

“In the House of Representatives:
Mr. GREEN of Texas submitted the fol-
lowing resolution:

“Resolution. Condemning the hateful
comments of Texas congressional can-
didate Maureen Galindo.

““Section 1. Short Title. This resolu-
tion may be cited as the ‘Original Res-
olution Condemning the Hateful Com-
ments of Texas Congressional Can-
didate Maureen Galindo.’

‘““‘Section 2. Findings. The House of
Representatives finds the following:

“Whereas on May 13, 2026, referring
to herself, Texas congressional can-
didate Maureen Galindo posted on
Instagram, ‘When Maureen gets into
Congress, she’ll write legislation so
that all Zionism is undoubtedly Anti-
Semitic, since it’s Zionists harming
the Semites.”

She goes on to say in these quoted
words: ‘‘She’ll turn Karnes ICE Deten-
tion Center into a prison for American
Zionists and former ICE officers for
human trafficking. (It will also be a
castration processing center for
pedophiles which will probably be most
of the Zionists).””’

I find this to be unacceptable and ab-
horrent and condemnable.

This resolution continues:

“Whereas Ms. Galindo’s comments
advocate the imprisonment of Ameri-
cans based on their ideologies and asso-
ciations and endorse the use of deten-
tion facilities as institutions for polit-
ical punishment.

‘“Whereas throughout history, some
governments have used detention
camps and prisons to persecute individ-
uals because of their race, religion,
ethnicity, political beliefs, or perceived
affiliations.

‘“Whereas during World War II, Nazi
Germany established concentration
camps that imprisoned and murdered
millions of people, including six mil-
lion Jews, who suffered the horrors of
the Holocaust.

“Whereas among the lessons of the
Holocaust is the demonstration of the
dangerous consequences of targeting
individuals or groups for detention
based on identity, beliefs, or associa-
tions.

‘“Whereas calls for the imprisonment
of persons possibly associated with
Jewish identity evoke some of the
darkest chapters in human history and
are deeply offensive to Holocaust sur-
vivors, their descendants, and the fami-
lies of those who suffered religious per-
secution.

“Whereas the First Amendment to
the Constitution protects freedom of
speech, freedom of religion, and free-
dom of association for all people in the
United States; it does not, however,
protect persons from the condemnation
of their hate speech.”

Some things bear repeating: ‘It does
not, however, protect persons from the
condemnation of their hate speech.”

‘“Whereas, calls to imprison and cas-
trate Americans because of their
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ideologies or affiliations are contrary
to the idealized principles of liberty
and justice enshrined in the Constitu-
tion, now therefore be it Resolved that
the House of Representatives—(1) Con-
demns the hateful comments of Texas
congressional candidate Maureen
Galindo, advocating the imprisonment
and castration of Americans based on
their ideologies or associations.”

Mr. Speaker, we cannot allow this
type of behavior, this type of speech to
become normalized. If we do, we will
find ourselves with more than just any
one group or any two groups. All per-
sons may become subject to the mes-
sage contained within this hateful
speech.

Mr. Speaker, we have to stop it now
before we arrive at a point in our his-
tory where we cannot. We must end it
or it may be our end.

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

———

AMERICA IS NOT RACIST

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. GROTHMAN of
Wisconsin was recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.)

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, as we
head out for a recess for Memorial Day,
I think it is important to address a few
issues that have to be countered be-
cause the normal mainstream press
will not address them.

Today, attending a hearing in the
Committee on Education and Work-
force, we one more time had it brought
up that America was racist. We hear
this again and again and again. I think
sometimes people are stuck for what to
say about that charge. As a result,
they think it is just going to go away
because, for some reason, the type of
people who angrily scream about rac-
ism all the time would just give up.

Of course, one of the chief people who
likes to run down America and call it
racist is former President Joe Biden,
who talked about white supremacy as
being a big threat. Of course, most of
us just roll our eyes when we hear that
and move on to the next topic. But, in
fact, I think he does damage to the fab-
ric of America, and it is obvious these
people who are claiming that racism is
a big problem in America are doing it
to divide America and hurt America.

I suggest Americans read Christopher
Rufo’s book, ‘“‘America’s Cultural Rev-
olution,” in which he points out that
the hard left, the borderline com-
munist left in America, one of their
ways to try to destroy America is by
convincing people to divide themselves
and be angry over racial identity.

The person who thought this up was
a guy by the name of Herbert Marcuse
in the 1970s.
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The hard left had tried to destroy
America in the 1960s by trying to set
people up against the wealthy. Ameri-
cans are not naturally a jealous people.
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They failed to destroy America by try-
ing to create a revolution based on in-
come level, so they moved on to race.

Now, I am going to point out a couple
of things about this. First of all, I
would like to point out all the people
coming to this country, which is rel-
evant in both discussing immigration
and the so-called racial problem. I have
to always call to get these statistics,
which should be routinely published in
the paper. They are not.

Every year in this country, around
800,000 people are naturalized. Let’s
look at the countries where people
come here because they would rather
live in America: 1, Mexico; 2, India; 3,
Philippines; 4, Dominican Republic; 5,
Cuba; 6, Vietnam; 7, China; 8, El Sal-
vador; 9, Jamaica; and 10, Colombia.

Does anybody notice anything about
all the people who are trying to come
here from around the world? The first
thing that I notice is that, of these 10
countries, there is no country here
which at least the Democratic Party
would consider a European country.
That is something I think all Ameri-
cans should be familiar with. These
statistics are published every year, and
Americans should be made aware of the
statistics.

Obviously, the fact that the 10 na-
tionalities most likely to try to be-
come American are not so-called peo-
ple of color is hardcore evidence that
America does not have a serious racial
problem.

There is one other thing I would like
to point out here. In the list of coun-
tries, there are five that we would refer
to as Latin American countries: Mex-
ico, Cuba, El Salvador, the Dominican
Republic, and Colombia.

Many of these people from these
countries, of course, are primarily of
European descent because their ances-
tors were from Spain, then they came
to Colombia, and then they came here.
You could say they are of European de-
scent, but the DEI establishment does
not like people to point that out.

I have never been able to figure out
why, if my ancestors came from Spain
and came here, they are considered Eu-
ropean. If they spent two generations
in Cuba and came here, they are not.

In any event, the thing that we have
to take out of this is: People from all
around the globe are trying to get here.
That is a strong piece of evidence that
America is not a racist nation.

The next thing I would like to point
out is with regard to the immigration
issue. We are, again and again, told we
must ignore our immigration laws be-
cause we have to be kind to people
around the world and allow other peo-
ple to come to America.

I want to point out some statistics
here, as well. Right now in America,
every year, if you look at a rolling av-
erage, about 800,000 people are sworn in
as new American citizens. We let in
about half a million people on work
visas and half a million people on stu-
dent visas. We do not have to apologize
to anybody for not being nice and not
letting other people in this country.
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Right now, in America, about one-
sixth of the people are foreign-born.
Think about that: In America, one-
sixth of the people that you see walk-
ing down the street—my guess is that
in Washington, D.C., it is greater—were
not born in America. That is the great-
est it has been, at least back into the
1880s. Even during the big immigration
waves of the 1870s, 1880s, and 1890s, we
never had a time in which one-sixth of
the country was foreign-born. That is
something else that ought to be talked
about a little bit when we discuss the
immigration issue.

Another issue that is sadly rearing
its head and may come up when we are
dealing with our constituents back in
our districts during the Memorial Day
recess: For the first time in my life,
over the last year, I have had people
talk to me negatively about Israel—not
many of them, thankfully. Just like
when they run down America for being
racist, there is this idea out here that
somehow Israel is treating some of its
citizens unfairly, and talking about
Israel negatively when they look at
this.

There is something that hasn’t been
talked about near enough, which kind
of cuts through the ridiculous anti-
Israel rhetoric, just as we cut through
the anti-USA rhetoric a second ago. It
is not known enough that the huge
number of people who are in Israel
today who are not Jewish and come
from around the rest of the world to
work in Israel, a country that sup-
posedly is treating people who are not
Jewish poorly.

Let us look at the primary nationali-
ties of people who come to Israel to
work, rather than stay in their own
country, sometimes coming halfway
around the world for the enjoyment of
working in Israel. The single biggest
group is people from India. You work
your way down: Sri Lanka, Thailand,
the Philippines, China, Moldova, Uz-
bekistan, Malawi, Kenya, and Ecuador.
Again, people from Southeast Asia, the
Indian area, Africa, and Latin America
are all lining up to work in Israel.

Nevertheless, there are Americans
who have sympathy for the Arab popu-
lations in a land controlled by Israel
because they feel they are mistreated.
Look at the statistics. If people were
being mistreated in Israel because they
weren’t Jewish, why do we have people
from around the whole world trying to
get into Israel for an opportunity to
work there?

They work in a variety of economic
sectors: active in construction, agri-
culture, home care, retail, food serv-
ices, and car repair. Wherever you look
in the Israeli economy, there are peo-
ple from around the globe.

Not long ago, I read an article—I
don’t know how many they got—a sig-
nificant number of people from Ecua-
dor, hoping that an agreement could be
reached so they would have the pleas-
ures of working in Israel.

Of course, more people over time are
working in Israel because of what is re-
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ferred to sometimes as the Palestinian
population kind of rose up against
Israel and Kkilled people. As a result,
understandably, Israel was going to
look elsewhere for people who would
enjoy the pleasures of becoming part of
the Israeli economy.

I encourage all of my colleagues, as
they are back in the districts over the
Memorial Day weekend, if they ever
have anybody come up to them and
complain about Israel, which, for the
first time in my life, I am getting a lit-
tle bit of, you can talk about all the
people from all around the globe who
would happily work in Israel, people
who don’t speak the native language,
like I said, coming from the other
hemisphere. Still, they realize how for-
tunate they are to work in Israel.

Hopefully, they will have a little bit
less sympathy for these Palestinians
who have had a tough time, admit-
tedly, in the area. They have a hard
time voting for people who are not
crooked, on the take, and that sort of
thing. In any event, it is something we
ought to remember.
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INCOME TRANSFER PROGRAMS

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, the
next issue which I would like to deal
with is one I have dealt with many
times before. It is one that I personally
consider to be the biggest issue which
America has to deal with today and
which we are not dealing with. Hope-
fully, we will address it when we return
from the recess.

Right now, America has over 70 in-
come transfer programs which are de-
signed to help the so-called poor in
America. I believe every one of these
programs, be it food stamps, be it Pell
grants, be it low-income housing, be it
TANF payments—I believe every one of
these programs has a strong marriage
penalty associated with them.

In other words, the way that the
qualifications work, if you have a fam-
ily income below a certain amount—
maybe $30,000, maybe $20,000, maybe
$15,000—you are eligible for govern-
ment benefits. If a single person with
children marries—usually marries a
man with an average income, all of a
sudden, you are no longer considered in
poverty, and they take these benefits
away from you.

So what happens is—and Americans
have figured this out—you may, by get-
ting married, lose $20,000, $25,000, or
$30,000 in tax-free benefits.

What is the result of this? Well, just
like everything else in the tax code, it
has an effect on people’s behavior.

Since the government really began
declaring war on married couples—par-
ticularly married couples with chil-
dren—in the 1960s under Lyndon John-
son, we have gone from, in the 1950s,
about 4 percent of the children born
with a mother and father at home, to
over 40 percent born without a mother
and father at home.

Now, I am the first one to say that I
certainly know many single parents
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who have done a fantastic job. There is
no question about it. But the statistics
would indicate it is also a much more
difficult thing to raise children in that
environment. Statistics would also
show that men, in particular, seem to
thrive more when they are responsible
for the breadwinning in a family with
children than when they are not.

So we have a situation in which both
the children and, in particular, the fa-
thers, are paying a price—and the
mothers, as well—all paying a price for
the current policy of the American
Government of trying to discourage
married couples from having children.

I have asked the President and the
Speaker of the House and the majority
leader of the Senate to put together
some sort of committee or commission
to deal with this problem. I can’t think
of any Americans, or they are few and
far between, who think it is good pub-
lic policy to penalize people $25,000 for
getting married when they have chil-
dren.

It will be a difficult problem to ad-
dress, but it is a problem that has to be
addressed, and whether we talk about
crime, whether we talk about drug
abuse, whether we talk about depres-
sion, I think all of these problems
would, to a certain extent, be lessened
if we had a situation of more married
couples.

George Gilder wrote about this prob-
lem about 40 years ago and did a very
good job of pointing out that when it
came to men, almost all or way dis-
proportionately, when you are dealing
with drug abuse, when you are dealing
with crime, the men who are involved
in these antisocial activities are very
rarely married in a family with chil-
dren. This is something that almost ex-
clusively is a problem of the current
American policy of trying to discour-
age having men in a household with
children.

I should point out that we have had
many conservative groups—and I want
to rattle them off right now—I would
even call them President Trump’s
base—who are saying, let us address
this problem: The American Principles
Project, Heritage Action for America,
Center for Urban Renewal and Edu-
cation, Advancing American Freedom,
AdvanceUSA, Capability Consulting,
Concerned Women for America Legisla-
tive Action Committee, The Ethics &
Religious Liberty Commission of the
Southern Baptist Convention, the Coa-
lition for Jewish Values, Faith & Lib-
erty in the Nation’s Capital, the Fam-
ily Policy Alliance, Faith and Freedom
Coalition, Family Watch International,
the Eagle Forum, Phyllis Schlafly’s old
group—man, Phyllis Schlafly was
great—and the Independent Women’s
Forum.

All of these groups are begging this
institution and the executive branch to
take action so we no longer penalize
people for getting married, particu-
larly penalize them for getting married
when they have children.

Hopefully, next week or the week
after that, when we return, we will



May 21, 2026

hear a little bit more from our Presi-
dent and my Speaker when they have
to consider what the people who elect-
ed, particularly elected Republicans
have to deal with. That is to stop the
breakdown of the family, which is, by
the way, an agenda item. Sometimes
people think this just happened or that
people are less religious or something.

You have to remember Karl Marx,
who I think to this day has an influ-
ence on the hard leftwing of the Demo-
cratic Party. He certainly was
antifamily.

Kate Millett, who I think some peo-
ple would describe as the founder of the
powerful women’s studies departments
on college campuses in the 1960s, made
it clear that she was opposed to old-
fashioned, nuclear families.

So, like I said, I hope that this issue
will be tackled to a degree between
now and the election. There are cer-
tainly groups that see the perverse ef-
fects of the policies put in place in the
1960s and would like to see changes.

OVERPRESCRIBING MOOD DISORDER DRUGS

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, the
final topic that I hope we take up deals
with the, perhaps, over-obsession with
the mental health establishment in
this country.

There recently was a book put out
with regard to what I will describe as
the overprescribing of antidepressant
drugs or other drugs related to so-
called mental illnesses among the very
young.

The number of these medications has
gone up dramatically in the last 20
years. I know the Secretary of the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices Bobby Kennedy is working on this,
but I think it is important, collec-
tively, that action be taken by Con-
gress and by the President that we do
what we can do to reduce the dramatic
increase in depression in very young
people.

I was not aware until I got involved
in this issue that these antidepressants
are addictive. So right now, our mental
health establishment is putting mil-
lions and millions—we have a statistic
here of 27 million U.S. adults receiving
mental health treatment. Millions of
Americans are on addictive medicines
because of so-called depression.

I recently read a book on this topic
called ‘‘Unshrunk: A Story of Psy-
chiatric Treatment Resistance,” in
which the author described being on
these medications for about 15 years,
from the time she was 14 years old on,
unaware that the problems which she
was suffering, the behavioral problems,
were not cured by the drugs. They were
caused by the drugs.
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Right now, the combination of the
mental health establishment and the
pharmaceutical industry have com-
bined to, I think, damage a lot of peo-
ple’s health. Particularly because they
are addicting, I think a lot of these
people are going to be hurt by these
drugs for the rest of their life.
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Those are five issues that I hope I
have clarified in how to respond re-
garding them. At least the last two
issues, issues that should be taken up
by this Congress when we return from
Memorial Day break.

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

———

UNSUSTAINABLE DEBT

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. SCHWEIKERT
of Arizona was recognized for 30 min-
utes.)

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker,
have you ever had a moment where you
think back over the last dozen years,
and you really, really miss something
we used to call the Tea Party?

Do you remember, for those of us
who were involved in that, what was
the premise? The premise was fairly
simple. We cared about the fiscal sta-
tus of our country and following the
Constitution.

Today, a dozen years later since the
Tea Party was basically put out of
business, do I have any of my brothers
and sisters out there who actually care
about what is going on?

My preference is when I do these sort
of weekly presentations, I put my
Joint Economic chairman hat on or my
Oversight and Ways and Means hat on.
This time, I am just going to try to be
the guy who cares about financing the
U.S. debt and what the hell is going on
right now.

Often, when I do these, I like to say:
Here is the problem, and here are some
solutions. This time you are just get-
ting problems, and then the reality of
what it means. I am going to do this
three or four times in this presen-
tation, so if anyone is listening, think
about this: From February until this
week, the movement on U.S. interest
rates, if you do it over 10 years, it is
over $2 trillion of additional interest.
That is not $2 trillion we get to spend
on a new aircraft carrier or building
roads or helping our brothers and sis-
ters get healthier. It is $2 trillion to
the bond market.

I have come behind this microphone
for a decade and a half. I have been
criticized by many of those who actu-
ally care about the economics of the
country, I have been criticized for say-
ing the bond market very soon will be
the dominant player in this govern-
ment.

David, how can you say things like
this?

It is happening.

Let’s start with this slide that we
keep doing because the math is wrong
now.

A couple years ago when I used to do
this, discretionary outlays were 27, 28
percent of spending. Now, it is down to
25 percent of the spending. This is all a
Member of Congress votes on unless
you have a reconciliation budget, and
you see how well we are doing on those
right now. So nondefense and defense.
Basically, the other 75 percent of
spending is on autopilot.
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You get these folks who come in
here—we did one about 3 or 4 weeks ago
where we basically said: We are going
to do a resolution to balance the budg-
et. There were no ideas with it, there
was no discipline with it, there was no
telling the truth with it, but we did a
resolution so we can all put it on our
political brochures and say we voted
for a balanced budget.

The economists I have on the Joint
Economic Committee, we were
spitballing some of the math on that, I
can balance the budget next year. I
have got to cut half of U.S. Federal
spending.

Last year, for every dollar in, we
spent $1.43. So far this fiscal year, for
every dollar in, we have spent $1.47.
Now, that will balance out a little bit
because there is a spike in there from
last year’s debt ceiling when we had to
refund many of the accounts, but when
you look at this chart, there is some-
thing really important to get your
heads around.

I am running for Governor in Ari-
zona. I have given up on this place. As
I am traveling around the State, I will
do part of my presentation on what is
really happening in the Federal Gov-
ernment and why it is so important to
get the finances of your own State
really solid because some of the rev-
enue sharing that goes to the States—
which is almost half my State’s budg-
et, our total spending—is going to start
to dry up because every dime we send
to the States is borrowed.

Do you see this number over here, in-
terest? Our calculation says right now
the interest this fiscal year, the one we
are in right now, will come in over or
around $1.2 trillion. Stop and think
about what I am sharing with you. So-
cial Security, $1.6 trillion; interest, 1.2;
Medicare, about 1.1. Remember, Medi-
care doubles in spending over the next
6 to 7 years, and in 6 years the trust
fund is actually gone.

Number four is actually Medicaid and
ObamaCare subsidies. Defense, the
thing that is actually in the Constitu-
tion, is number five on our spending
stack.

When we go home and we sit there
with our constituents, and we do things
like happened today to me—so we are
doing a Ways and Means markup, and
there were good, simple bills that
should have been bipartisan, but every
Democrat had to get their little video
of attacking the President, so we had
to sit there for several hours. Okay,
great, that is the theater of what we do
here in Congress now.

However, down the hallway and in
the basement, a Republican Study
Committee was trying to do a debt
fraud forum. They had some really
good people there. They had people who
had been working on the issue of waste
and fraud, and they had one gentleman
who has written some really amazing
articles. He has researched where he
found millions of dollars of fraud. My
problem is I was actually doing the
math of what I was listening to.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2026-05-22T08:00:52-0400
	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




