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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.) 

f 

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-

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. 

f 

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. MCCLINTOCK. 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 

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. 
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Arizona has not adopted a new immi-

gration law. All it has done is to en-
force existing law that this President 
refuses to enforce. It’s hardly a radical 
policy to suggest that if an officer on a 
routine traffic stop encounters a driver 
with no driver’s license, no passport, 
and who doesn’t speak English, that 
maybe that individual might be here il-
legally. And to those who say we must 
reform our immigration laws, I reply, 
We don’t need to reform them. We need 
to enforce them, just as every other 
government does, just as Mexico does. 
Above all, this is a debate of, by, and 
for the American people. If President 
Calderon wishes to participate in that 
debate, I invite him to obey our immi-
gration laws, apply for citizenship, do 
what 600,000 legal immigrants to our 
Nation are doing right now, learn our 
history and our customs, and become 
an American, and then he will have 
every right to participate in that de-
bate. Until then, I would politely invite 
him to have the courtesy while a guest 
of this Congress to abide by the funda-
mental rules of diplomacy between civ-
ilized nations not to meddle in each 
other’s domestic debates. 

f 

IMMIGRATION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it’s a 
privilege and an honor to be recognized 
to address you here on the floor of the 
House. I listened intently to the dia-
logue that took place before with Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK of California and Mr. POE 
of Texas. And as I sat back here and 
listened to the speech of President 
Calderon, I had some thoughts of my 
own that I wish to impart here into the 
record and for your attention, Mr. 
Speaker. 

First I want to say that on the plus 
side of the speech that was delivered 
here to this joint session of Congress 
by President Calderon of Mexico, there 
were some up sides to it. He made some 
points that I think were constructive 
and needed to be said. One of the things 
that he said—and I am just going from 
my scratch notes—was that they are 
going to finally reestablish the rule of 
law in Mexico. Excuse me. To correct 
that, I want to make sure I’m accurate 
for the record, Mr. Speaker. I have the 
text of the speech here. It says, ‘‘firmly 
establish the rule of law in Mexico.’’ 
That’s an important point. 

As I go to some of the worst places in 
the world, and I go there intentionally 
because I think to have that contrast, 
to understand where it’s the toughest 
place in the world to operate, then it 
gives us that contrast to understand 
how well we’re blessed here in America, 
and it helps us understand the func-
tions of the institutions here in Amer-
ica and the functions of the culture and 
our values. Those pillars of American 
exceptionalism need to be understood 

and polished and refurbished, and we 
need to do that on a daily basis here in 
this Congress instead of have them 
chiseled away at by the other side of 
the aisle. 

But the contrast of how bad it might 
be, AIDS villages in southern Africa 
where there’s not a single person there 
of reproductive age unless they’re a 
missionary because the rest have died 
of AIDS. I go to Iraq, I go to Afghani-
stan, I go into those places in the world 
where poverty is a dominant force. Up 
into Tibet, for example. And most of 
those places that I go to—in fact, al-
most every place I go to, I can at least 
put together a formula on how to fix it, 
to be able to identify what’s wrong and 
processes and procedures to put in 
place to put it on the right track. Most 
of us in this Congress believe we can at 
least gather the information to address 
these situations. When I come back 
from Mexico, I have this other sense. 
It’s a different feeling. I can see a lot of 
the things that are wrong, but I don’t 
know how to fix it, because the corrup-
tion goes so deep, it threads through so 
many components of their society. Un-
less there’s a good formula to fix the 
culture of corruption, I don’t know how 
you fix the rest of the institutions in 
Mexico. 

I want to give a hats-off to President 
Calderon for taking on the drug car-
tels. I know, being down there in part 
of the exchange program, as he was a 
candidate for office shortly before he 
was elected, one of the things that I 
was advised, sitting in those meetings 
and sometimes it was one-on-one with 
the door closed, was that he is going to 
have to take on some of the forces that 
helped get him elected in order to 
straighten things out in Mexico. So 
when I see the numbers that show the 
thousands of casualties in the drug car-
tel wars that are going on and the fed-
eral officers that have been lost in that 
battle and the local police departments 
that are either afraid to enforce the 
law or are corrupt and wrapped up in 
the cartels, it’s a very difficult task 
that he has faced. 

I will give another point to the point 
that he has made that the consumption 
of illegal drugs here in the United 
States is one of the huge forces that 
drive the illegality that comes through 
Mexico. I have to concede that point. 
We need to address the illegal drug 
consumption in America. We lack the 
ability to do that. Our society, our cul-
ture, our civilization has accepted a 
certain level of illegal drug consump-
tion and abuse in America. We’ve ac-
cepted the violence that goes with it. 
We’ve accepted the child abuse, the do-
mestic problems that go along with it 
as simply a component of our society, 
as we accept the rotting inner cities in 
America, and we essentially send 
money there to start a new inner city 
economy that isn’t based on something 
productive as a rule. Those are Amer-
ican problems that we need to address. 
He spoke to those lightly. He spoke to 
those gently. He referenced them. But 

President Calderon came on very 
strong against the Arizona immigra-
tion law. And I’m wondering who 
briefed him before he gave his speech 
here today. It almost looks as though 
the speech was prepared by the Obama 
White House. 

b 1745 

When you look at the language that 
was used and the language that he em-
phatically disagrees with Arizona’s im-
migration law, SB 1070, that’s the bill, 
he emphatically disagrees with the 
bill, even though he says that he recog-
nizes our constitutional right to pass 
laws and establish immigration laws 
and enforce those immigration laws. 

So I am wondering what it is that of-
fends President Calderon so much 
about the Arizona immigration law 
since it mirrors the Federal immigra-
tion law. Was he offended then by the 
Federal immigration law? And when he 
sat down in the Oval Office with Presi-
dent Obama, did he say, I think you 
ought to amend the Federal immigra-
tion law so people here as legal immi-
grants don’t have to carry their papers 
after the age of 18. That is the law. It 
has been the law for a long time. It is 
not something that offended people be-
fore. I hadn’t heard about it before Ari-
zona stepped forward and made it part 
of their State law. 

So if President Calderon is offended 
and disagrees with Arizona immigra-
tion law, which mirrors Federal immi-
gration law, if he hasn’t voiced an ob-
jection to Federal immigration law, by 
the law of deductive reasoning, you 
would just boil it down to he is only of-
fended because local law enforcement 
in Arizona will be enforcing the mirror 
of the Federal immigration law, be-
cause it can’t be the law itself that he 
is offended by or he would also be of-
fended by the Federal immigration 
law. I think that is a simple law of de-
ductive reasoning to take it down to 
that. I am not sure that the people on 
the opposite side of the aisle from us 
have the capability to do that deduc-
tive reasoning any more. 

And when I look at the people in the 
administration who have taken on Ari-
zona’s immigration law and willfully 
misinformed the American people, and 
I will include President Calderon of 
willfully misinforming the American 
people on the Arizona immigration 
law, but I look at the President of the 
United States who made comments 
that there could be a woman in Arizona 
taking her daughter off to get some ice 
cream and apparently because of the 
way they looked, they could be called 
over and asked to produce their papers. 

Now that was playing the race card, 
and that divides the American people. 
And that recognizes a statement made 
by Mr. MCCLINTOCK a few minutes ago 
that there is an intentional effort to 
divide people for political purposes. 
The President has done it. And I can’t 
imagine that he had read the bill until 
last night. He sounded a little more 
like he had, but he couldn’t have read 
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