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Earlier this week, my Democrat colleagues
took to the House floor to proclaim their out-
rage over the troubles homeowners are cur-
rently facing throughout the United States as
a result of the tanking subprime mortgage
market.

| want you to know that the concern of this
body should focus on these same home-
owners, in addition to the millions of home-
owners who can pay their mortgage, yet are
not adequately insured. This disparity is a
tragedy of equal or greater measure.

You see, faced with increasingly expensive
and limited insurance options, Florida em-
bodies the kinds of problems plaguing home-
owners in high-risk areas across the country.

Owning a home is fundamental to the
“American Dream.” It should not be an insur-
mountable burden. Sadly though, such a pos-
sibility is slowly eroding under unbelievably
high homeowners’ insurance.

As we speak this week about improving the
opportunities for existing and future home-
owners, we must not forget the next catas-
trophe is just around the corner for millions of
American homeowners. This catastrophe is
not limited to the prospect of home fore-
closures, but also hurricanes, flooding and
other disasters both man-made and natural.

If the American homeowner cannot ade-
quately protect themselves from these dan-
gers, then they are just as vulnerable to losing
their homes as those who are facing the sub-
prime credit debacle.

| recently introduced legislation that would
allow Gulf Coast States to pool their resources
and jointly coordinate responses and prepara-
tion for major disasters. The Gulf Coast All-
Hazard Readiness Act would allow the Gulf
Coast States to form an interstate compact to
mitigate, respond to and recover from major
natural disasters.

Additionally, | have cosigned important leg-
islation that would remedy the skyrocketing
cost of homeowners’ insurance in disaster-
prone regions of the country. These bills, H.R.
91 and H.R. 330, will go a long way to ad-
dressing a problem that is only getting worse.

| implore this body to act, and for this Dem-
ocrat-led majority to make good on their prom-
ise to protect American families. They can
start by allowing a vote on legislation that will
help families adequately protect their homes
from future and almost certain disasters.

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. McCCARTHY of California. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
materials therein.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WALZ of Minnesota). Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.

———————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 2881, FAA REAUTHORIZATION
ACT OF 2007

Ms. SUTTON (during the Special Order
of Mr. McCARTHY of California), from
the Committee on Rules, submitted a
privileged report (Rept. No. 110-335) on
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the resolution (H. Res. 664) providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2881)
to amend title 49, United States Code,
to authorize appropriations for the
Federal Aviation Administration for
fiscal years 2008 through 2011, to im-
prove aviation safety and capacity, to
provide stable funding for the national
aviation system, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.
———

IMMIGRATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it is
a privilege to be recognized to speak
here on the floor of the United States
Congress and have the opportunity to
address you—while I understand that
there are—many of our Members over-
hear this conversation that we are hav-
ing and so do the American people.
That is the important part about this;
it is the people’s House and the people
need to be heard.

And I would take us back to, Mr.
Speaker, the people were heard. They
were heard on the immigration issue.
They were heard on that issue twice in
this year, in this legislative year, Mr.
Speaker. And that is, even though we
had a great number of immigration
hearings before the Immigration Sub-
committee here in the House of Rep-
resentatives, and where I am ranking
member on the Immigration Sub-
committee we listened to dozens and
dozens of witnesses that testified
across the breadth of this issue of im-
migration that has been on the front of
the minds of the American people. It
has been in the front of our minds for
the last about 2 years, and it becomes
part of debate in every conversation
that has to do with American policy.

Certainly, being a Member of Con-
gress from the State of Iowa where we
are the first in the Nation caucus, we
have a number of presidential can-
didates, both Democrats and Repub-
licans, that are in that State much of
the time. It is a rare night that the
shades aren’t closed and there isn’t at
least one presidential candidate that is
spending the night in Iowa after having
spent the day and will spend the next
day there. In fact, just at the Iowa
State game last Saturday, I ran into
two presidential candidates just ran-
dom, not planned, just by the fact of
the circumstances. They hear about
the immigration issue on a daily basis,
wherever they might go across the
State of Iowa, New Hampshire, South
Carolina, and beyond. The Presidential
candidates are getting an earful from
the American people. And the reason
is, the American people understand
that they are going to have to defend
this central pillar of American
exceptionalism called the rule of law.
They rose up to defend it when, I call
it, the comprehensive amnesty bill was
brought before the Senate this year.
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We didn’t bring a large bill before the
House. I don’t know if we are actually
going to bring one. But twice it was
brought before the Senate, and each
time the American people rose up and
they sent e-mails and they sent faxes
and they made phone calls and they
stopped in and visited their Senators in
their district offices back in their
States and also came out here to Wash-
ington to go into the Senate offices on
the other side of the Capitol dome.

The presence of the American people,
the intensity of the message that they
delivered to our Senators said, we don’t
want amnesty. And however you define
amnesty, the American people know
what it is. And so what I have done is,
Mr. Speaker, is I have brought the defi-
nition of ‘‘amnesty’ to the floor of the
House of Representatives so we can be
talking about the same thing, because
what I hear from the American people
is the same thing that I believe, and I
believe this:

The rule of law is sacrosanct and
must be protected. We can’t suspend
the rule of law because it creates an in-
convenience for an individual or a fam-
ily or a class of people.

It is kind of like the Constitution
itself in a way. The Constitution de-
fines and protects our rights, and it is
a unique document and it is the oldest
document of its kind in the world. The
oldest continuously functioning, sur-
viving, effective Constitution in the
world is ours, ratified in 1789. And that
Constitution sets out parameters,
guarantees individual rights, estab-
lishes the rule of law, determines
where those laws are actually passed,
here in this Congress or those respon-
sibilities that are left to the States or
to the people.
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And yet when we disagree with the
results of a constitutional decision, if
the American people decide that we
like our Constitution, we revere our
Constitution and the parameters that
are established in this Constitution,
Mr. Speaker, if we want to change it,
there are provisions in this Constitu-
tion to amend it.

We respect this Constitution as being
sacrosanct; that it means what it says,
and it means what the text of the Con-
stitution said as understood at the
time of ratification. And when we
amend this Constitution, it’s a pretty
high bar, but the provision is in here
because we are going to hold that
standard and adhere to the language
that’s here because we understand that
that’s what holds this civilization and
this society together. And if we want
to amend it, then we go through the
process of amending, and it has been
done a number of times. It’s a high bar.

But that standard of respect for that
profound rule of the Constitution is the
same standard that we need to have
with respect for the profound viability
of the rule of law. When we ignore
laws, they’re undermined. If we ignored
the Constitution, if we simply decided I
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