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Exactly what rights would he be 

fighting for in America for the people 
in the United States illegally from 
Mexico? Would that be the so-called 
right to come here illegally, to work 
here illegally, and then send the money 
back to Mexico? That right doesn’t 
exist, Mr. President. Would that be the 
right to illegally come to America then 
demand citizenship? That right doesn’t 
exist either, Mr. President. 

My constituents weren’t very happy 
that the President of Mexico would 
come here as our guest, then arro-
gantly lecture the American people on 
what American laws he likes and which 
ones he doesn’t like, then have the un-
mitigated nerve to blame Mexico’s 
problems on America. 

Calderon said he doesn’t like our 
right to keep and bear arms. Perhaps if 
Mexico honored the second amendment 
philosophy of the right to defend them-
selves, the people of Mexico wouldn’t 
be held hostage by the drug cartels. He 
blamed America for the violence in 
Mexico. He blamed America for illegal 
guns going south and illegal immigra-
tion and drugs going north. Well, I 
have a solution for him: Americans 
should just seal the border frontier. We 
will put the National Guard troops on 
the border to light up the criminal car-
tels. We have been protecting the bor-
ders of other nations like Iraq and Af-
ghanistan and other places around the 
world. Our troops have been taking out 
the narcoterrorists worldwide. It’s 
time we took care of business here at 
home because the Federal Government 
has been AWOL at the border. 

And the people, the everyday Mexi-
can people, are wonderful and hard-
working people who love their own 
country, but their country is corrupt 
and cannot take care of them or pro-
vide them safety or jobs or an edu-
cation. So the people flee to the United 
States. Their own country has failed 
the people of Mexico. 

The people in Mexico are paying in 
blood and treasure for the lawlessness 
of the drug cartels. Instead of coming 
to America to tell us what laws we 
should and should not have, why not 
focus on making Mexico a place that 
the Mexican people aren’t literally 
dying to leave? Mexicans risk rape, 
robbery, murder, and a horrible death 
by succumbing to the harsh desert ele-
ments when they try to come here ille-
gally and cross the border. They are at 
the mercy of Mexico’s criminal cartels. 
These people risk life and limb and are 
literally dying to leave Mexico, their 
native country. 

So instead of trying to Balkanize 
America, President Calderon should 
concentrate on fixing his own problems 
instead of continuing to make Mexico’s 
problems America’s problems. They 
have the resources to build a country 
that will keep people in Mexico so they 
don’t have to flee. The United States 
cannot and should not continue to be 

an ATM machine for Mexico and bail 
them out of their problems. 

President Calderon should deal with 
Mexico’s issues and solve Mexico’s eco-
nomic problems, human rights prob-
lems, organized crime problems, vio-
lence problems, kidnapping problems, 
government corruption problems, ille-
gal immigration problems, and the 
abandonment of Mexico by Mexicans 
before he lectures anybody about any-
thing else. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

RIGHT TO RENT ACT, H.R. 5028 

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. Mr. Speaker, in each 
of the last 14 years, Ohio has set a 
record for the number of foreclosures, 
and this year is on track to be no ex-
ception. Every year a new record. That 
is hard to imagine, and not what I want 
to say about my home State. 

Over the last 2 years, Congress has 
passed what I call hollow legislation 
that looks like it might stem the tide 
of foreclosures, but clearly the pro-
grams were not intended to work. 
Then, next, Treasury decided to make 
homes affordable, they say, by using 
some of the TARP bailout money, the 
Troubled Asset Relief Program that 
was passed back in the fall of 2008 to 
bail out the Wall Street speculative 
banks. According to The Wall Street 
Journal last week, of the handful of 
homeowners who have now been so- 
called ‘‘helped’’ by Treasury out of the 
millions and millions that are in trou-
ble, even Treasury’s reported that only 
one in four of the few helped to try to 
get their mortgage payment to be af-
fordable have now been even more 
weeded out of that program. This is 
like the great shrinking blimp. You 
sort of promise them everything, but 
give them nothing, and the gas just 
drains right out of the balloon. 

The overall program in fact is vol-
untary and aimed to protect the inves-
tor, not the homeowner. People today 
who are in the program and trying to 
save their homes are depleting their 
savings so when they get kicked out of 
the administration’s programs, they 
are more poor and assured of losing 
their homes and with little, if any-
thing, to survive on. People are still 
losing their homes. We are not stem-
ming the tide of foreclosures. You 
think somebody here in Washington 
would notice that. 

That’s why I joined with my es-
teemed colleague, Representative RAUL 
GRIJALVA, and introduced the Right to 
Rent Act of 2010, H.R. 5028. And we in-
vite our colleagues to join us. This bill 
creates a right to rent for homeowners 
facing foreclosure. The bill is going to 
help a good portion of those 6 million 
delinquent homeowners transition 

from foreclosure to renting a home. 
And if communities are wise and adopt 
the old turnkey program, kind of resur-
rect that, then after 5 years if your 
payments are good you can end up 
owning your home, help to save our 
neighborhoods, save our communities 
by saving the families who don’t de-
serve to be thrown out. 

Right to Rent would allow families 
to stay in their home and keep their 
family stable, while lowering the fam-
ily’s monthly housing costs by extend-
ing the term. In the meantime, the 
mortgage holder receives a fair market 
rent on their property. Keeping both 
families and mortgages stable 
strengthens communities rather than 
leaving homes barren and families on 
the street. 

In some communities in Ohio, entire 
neighborhoods are now vacant. Who 
does that help? Aiming relief directly 
at middle income homeowners, not 
speculators or people living in 
unaffordable mansions, the Right to 
Rent Act of 2010 allows homeowners 
facing foreclosure to stay in their 
homes at a fair market rent for 5 years. 

Specifically, to be eligible, the home 
must be a single-family property, a 
condominium with an undivided inter-
est in common areas, or a similar 
dwelling in a multi-unit project that 
has been occupied for at least 2 years. 
The mortgage must have been origi-
nated before July 1, 2007. Furthermore, 
the home must have been purchased at 
or below a median purchase price for 
the local metropolitan area as meas-
ured by the National Association of Re-
altors. 

The homeowner, upon receiving no-
tice of foreclosure on an eligible prop-
erty, has 25 business days to petition 
the court to exercise his or her right to 
rent the home for up to 5 years at a fair 
market rate as determined by a court- 
appointed independent appraiser. The 
bill does not change existing State 
foreclosure laws or landlord-tenant 
laws. 

In addition, the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development will monitor 
compliance with the program. In addi-
tion, this right to rent sunsets 5 years 
after date of enactment. It’s not meant 
to be around forever. 

b 1945 

Judges can transition middle-income 
family home foreclosures to rental 
agreements in a manner consistent 
with common sense and justice. 

Right to Rent is but one tool, a work-
able one, to address our Nation’s hous-
ing crisis and help stabilize not only 
our community but also our Nation’s 
mortgage economy. 

The Right to Rent provides a strong 
incentive for lenders to modify mort-
gages, including principal write-downs, 
to avoid becoming landlords. If the 
lender chooses to pursue foreclosure, 
the family can go to court to rent their 
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home, thus preventing the spiral of va-
cancy, social problems, crime, and 
lower property values in neighborhoods 
that follow mass vacancies. 

Right to Rent is backed by real world 
results. A model similar to H.R. 5028 is 
currently used on a limited basis by 
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me and RAÚL GRIJALVA in cospon-
soring H.R. 5028 to stem the tide of 
foreclosures still sweeping across this 
country. 
[From the Wall Street Journal, May 18, 2010] 

LOAN AID LEAVES SOME WORSE OFF 
ONE IN FOUR IN GOVERNMENT’S MORTGAGE PRO-

GRAM IS DROPPED; TALES OF EXHAUSTED 
SAVINGS 

(By James R. Hagerty) 
The government’s mortgage-modification 

program has left some struggling home-
owners worse off than they were before. 

The Treasury reported Monday that nearly 
one in four homeowners who were offered 
lower payments under the Obama adminis-
tration’s 15-month-old effort have been weed-
ed out of the program. Many people were re-
moved from the trials because they failed to 
make payments, didn’t provide all the finan-
cial documents needed to qualify or were 
found to be ineligible. 

Homeowners are first offered trial modi-
fications under the program, which provides 
incentive payments to loan servicers, inves-
tors and the homeowners. If borrowers make 
the payments and satisfy other criteria, 
those trials are made permanent, ensuring a 
cut in payments for five years. 

While awaiting answers, some borrowers 
keep making payments, exhausting their 
savings in what may be a futile effort to save 
their homes. They also incur fees from the 
banks and delay taking action that might 
give them a fresh start in a more affordable 
home. 

Some borrowers had unrealistic expecta-
tions about loan-relief programs, which were 
never designed to prevent all foreclosures. 
Another big problem is that banks often 
take six to 12 months to determine whether 
applicants are eligible. 

‘‘I had to learn the hard way and deplete 
my savings doing it,’’ said Mia Parry, a man-
ager at a mortgage brokerage in Scottsdale, 
Ariz., who has spent nearly two years seek-
ing a loan modification. She now wishes she 
had put her home on the market. 

Most struggling borrowers do benefit from 
seeking help, said Aaron Horvath, a senior 
vice president at Springboard Inc., a non-
profit counseling service based in Riverside, 
Calif. 

Some win modifications, cutting monthly 
payments by hundreds of dollars. Others who 
ultimately can’t get modifications at least 
are allowed to stay in their homes for 
months, making either no payments or re-
duced payments. 

But ‘‘if you’re draining your savings’’ in a 
vain effort to hang onto a home, he said, you 
may end up worse off. 

Eager for quick results, the Obama admin-
istration last year prodded banks to start 
people on trials without first obtaining docu-
ments proving they were eligible. That has 
led to many crushed hopes. The Treasury 
earlier this year changed its rules and told 
banks to start trials only after getting docu-
ments that proved borrowers qualified. 

The Treasury said in a monthly report on 
the government’s $50 billion Home Afford-
able Modification Program, or HAMP, that 

about 1.2 million trial modifications had 
been started under the plan, and about 
281,000 borrowers had washed out by the end 
of April. 

Only about 30 percent of borrowers who 
seek help from the main foreclosure-preven-
tion counseling program at Neighborhood 
Housing Services of South Florida end up 
with modifications, said LeeAnn Robinson, 
chief operating officer of the Miami-based 
nonprofit Many borrowers don’t have enough 
income to support even reduced loan pay-
ments; others give up before completing the 
paperwork. 

On average, it takes seven months to re-
solve a borrower’s situation, up from four 
months a year ago, Ms. Robinson said. Banks 
and other loan servicers can’t keep up with 
the demand for help, she said. 

Ms. Parry bought a home in Phoenix in 
2005 for $535,000, but she believes it now 
would sell for around $250,000. She has been 
seeking a modification from a unit of 
Citigroup Inc., the servicer of her two mort-
gage loans, since June 2008. 

Ms. Parry’s application was turned down in 
late 2008, but President Obama’s announce-
ment of HAMP in February 2009 rekindled 
her hopes. Ms. Parry decided to keep making 
payments on her loans because she expected 
to qualify for this new program. 

Citigroup started her on a HAMP trial in 
June 2009, and she made three payments. 
Then Citigroup told her there had been a 
mistake and she would need to go through 
another three-month trial. 

At the end of that second trial, Ms. Parry 
said, Citigroup told her the investor that 
owned her first mortgage wasn’t partici-
pating in HAMP, so she couldn’t get a modi-
fication under that plan. During her trial pe-
riod, Citigroup charged her more than $1,300 
of ‘‘late charges’’ and ‘‘delinquency ex-
penses,’’ she said. 

Ms. Parry said Citigroup should have been 
able to determine that the investor wasn’t 
participating before she went through the 
trial. Citigroup recently offered her another 
type of modification that she said fell short 
of the HAMP formula and wouldn’t lower her 
costs enough to make keeping the home 
worthwhile. Unless Citigroup improves the 
offer, she will try to sell the home. 

A Citigroup spokesman said: ‘‘We have 
worked diligently with the borrower and the 
investor in an effort to find a solution that 
meets both the borrower’s needs and the in-
vestor’s requirements.’’ 

Martha Wright, a marketing executive 
whose income has dropped in recent years, 
has been trying since February 2009 to work 
out a deal with J.P. Morgan Chase & Co., the 
bank that services the $1.1 million mortgage 
on her Avalon, N.J. home. 

The bank denied her request last summer, 
but Ms. Wright said she kept trying because 
the responses from the bank were unclear 
and inconsistent, and she believed she still 
might qualify. Meanwhile, she said, by con-
tinuing to make payments, she cut her non-
retirement savings to about $500 from $63,000 
in early 2009. 

A spokesman for J.P. Morgan said the 
bank told Ms. Wright on three occasions that 
she didn’t qualify for a modification. ‘‘Modi-
fying the loan would produce less value to 
the loan’s owner than foreclosing,’’ he said. 

f 

TELLING AMY’S STORY 

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rarely have time to go 
to the movies, or to watch television, 
for that matter, but I saw a movie the 
other night that will forever be etched 
in my memory. It was a simple docu-
mentary entitled, ‘‘Telling Amy’s 
Story.’’ And it just so happens that Joe 
Myers, a 1998 graduate of Penn State, 
and a constituent, is the producer/di-
rector of the film. 

The film is a time line of a domestic 
violence homicide that took place back 
in November 2001 in State College, 
Pennsylvania, in my district. Police 
Detective Deirdri Fishel talks about 
the city where Penn State is located 
and how it has come to be called Happy 
Valley. And nothing ever goes wrong in 
a place called Happy Valley; right? 

But she goes on to explain that in the 
last 2 years, her unit has handled more 
than 500 domestic violence cases. And 
she says in the film that all homicides 
in Centre County in that period were 
domestic violence related. She even 
comments that, if you are not in a do-
mestic violence situation, you are ex-
tremely safe in Happy Valley. 

According to the National Domestic 
Violence Web site, domestic violence is 
defined as a pattern of behavior in any 
intimate relationship where one part-
ner seeks to gain or maintain power 
and control over the other. The abuse 
can be physical, sexual, emotional, eco-
nomic, and psychological. The abuser 
acts or makes threats against the 
other person in order to keep them in 
line. The behavior includes anything 
that frightens, intimidates, terrorizes, 
manipulates, hurts, humiliates, 
blames, injures, or wounds someone. 
The abuse is not limited to economic, 
racial, education, or social levels, nor 
does it have anything to do with geog-
raphy or ethnicity. 

The numbers are staggering. Accord-
ing to a 2008 study by the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention, about 
one quarter of all women in the United 
States report that they’ve experienced 
domestic violence. One in five female 
high school students report being phys-
ically and/or sexually abused by a dat-
ing partner. Worst of all, on average, 
more than three women are murdered 
by their husbands or boyfriends in this 
country every day. That is what hap-
pened to Amy. 

The film chronicles the events that 
led up to her murder. Amy’s parents 
and coworkers, law enforcement offi-
cers and court personnel share their 
perspectives on what happened to Amy 
in the weeks, months, and years lead-
ing to her death. The signs were there. 
The people knew what to look for. 

The people who produced the film 
say, While we will never be able to 
change the ending to Amy’s story, we 
hope that its telling can change out-
comes for millions of victims, sur-
vivors, and loved ones affected by do-
mestic violence every day. 
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