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that the formula needs to be revised so
that it is more of a threat-based for-
mula.

We worked very hard to come up
with a compromise on the committee.
We maintained the minimum that each
State would get to ensure that every
State can respond to its preparedness
needs. But we also rewrote the formula
in recognition of the fact that some
areas of our country, some States, are
indeed high-threat areas.

This legislation represents a careful
balance that reflects the membership
of our committee, which includes both
large-State Senators, such as Senator
LEVIN of Michigan, and small-State
Senators, such as Senator CARPER of
Delaware. Senator LEVIN, in particular,
I recognize for his very hard work on
revising the formula. As I said—and I
see members of the leadership on the
floor—we will not debate this at length
tonight. I did want to send the amend-
ment to the desk.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I
am prepared to join with Senator COL-
LINS and Senator CARPER in intro-
ducing this amendment, and Senator
CARPER played a very active role on
the committee, along with Senators
CoLLINS, LEVIN, and other members in
devising this very balanced approach to
this controversial question of the
Homeland Security grant formula. It
does reflect the reality of the current
terrorist threat, that there are some
places that are a higher probability be-
cause they contain more potential tar-
gets, or because they are just big,
prominent cities. But the fact is, when
you are dealing with an enemy—and we
have seen this around the world—that
will strike at the most vulnerable,
undefended targets, not caring about
consequences to human life, whoever it
is—children in schools, buses, trains,
families, et cetera—in some sense,
every American is endangered and
every community is endangered.
Therefore, every State deserves some
proportion of these Homeland Security
grants.

That balance has been struck very
well, I think, in this amendment,
which is the bill our committee re-
ported out earlier. So I look forward to
debating this and hopefully passing it
with strong support in the coming
days.

I want to say two more things before
I yield the floor. First, we now have, I
believe, three amendments that have
been filed this afternoon. This is good
news. There will be a lot of amend-
ments on this bill, and I am sure we
will be on the bill for a considerable
number of days. One of our colleagues
said we might be on this for weeks or
months. I prefer to speak in terms of
days or hours, as Senator REID prefers.
But it is good we have these three
amendments offered and hopefully we
will go to a vote on one or maybe two
of them tomorrow and begin to move
forward on this proposal. That is good
news.

Secondly, I am delighted to ask
unanimous consent to add Senator
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DURBIN of Illinois as a cosponsor to the
underlying bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President,
Senator DURBIN is a member of the
Governmental Affairs Committee. He
made some very significant contribu-
tions to this bill, which we will discuss
in more detail during the debate on in-
formation technology systems of our
Government when it comes to dealing
with national security intelligence and
the board that the bill creates to guar-
antee while we are improving the secu-
rity of our people in an age of ter-
rorism that their liberty continues to
be protected as well.

I am grateful Senator DURBIN has
joined us as a cosponsor. I yield the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, we
are not in a quorum call, are we?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We are
not.

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 2004

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
adjourn until 9:45 a.m., Tuesday, Sep-
tember 28. I further ask that following
the prayer and pledge, the morning
hour be deemed expired, the Journal of
proceedings be approved to date, the
time for the two leaders be reserved,
and the Senate then begin a period for
morning business for up to 60 minutes,
with the first 30 minutes under the
control of the majority leader or his
designee and the final 30 minutes under
the control of the Democratic leader or
his designee; provided that following
morning business, the Senate resume
consideration of S. 2845, the intel-
ligence reform bill. I further ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate recess
from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. for the
weekly party luncheons.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

PROGRAM

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, for
the information of all Senators, tomor-
row, following morning business, the
Senate will resume consideration of
the intelligence reform bill. I would
like to say to Chairman COLLINS and
Ranking Member LIEBERMAN, I think
they had a good debate today and have
gotten a good start, and we will con-
tinue the amending process tomorrow.
The chairman and ranking member
will be here to work through any
amendments, and we hope to have
them begin to be offered tomorrow. We
encourage all Senators to contact the
bill managers as early as possible and
see if we can move forward on this very
important legislation which the major-
ity leader and the Democratic leader
wish us to finish before we go home for
the elections.

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, if

there is no further business to come be-
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fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate stand in adjourn-
ment under the previous order, fol-
lowing the remarks of Senator SNOWE
or any other remarks of the chairman
of the committee.

Mr. REID. I ask that be amended to
the chairman and ranking member.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. McCONNELL. I yield the floor.

———————

MORNING BUSINESS

CUMBERLAND VALLEY NATIONAL
BANK

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I rise
today to recognize the Cumberland
Valley National Bank on its one hun-
dredth anniversary as a premiere finan-
cial institution in the heart of south-
eastern Kentucky.

On October 1, 1904, the East
Bernstadt Banking Company, as it was
known then, opened its doors with cap-
ital stock of $15,000. Within 8 years
their capital stock had jumped to
$25,000 and they underwent their first
name change, to the First National
Bank. This was just the beginning of
several expansions and name changes.

In spite of the closing of major coal
mining operations in East Bernstadt,
the First National Bank remained
quite successful and moved from East
Bernstadt to the Catching Building in
London, becoming, ironically, the Sec-
ond National Bank of London. In the
years that followed, their capital stock
continued to rise. By 1951, the bank
reached a milestone with $100,000 in
capital stock. In 1959, the Second Na-
tional Bank opened its first branch lo-
cation, the North London Branch and
added a third location in 1974. Because
it was able to establish itself as one of
the premiere banking institutions in
Laurel County, the bank decided to
change its name again, this time to its
current name the Cumberland Valley
National Bank.

Today, the Cumberland Valley Na-
tional Bank has twenty locations to
serve the people of Laurel County.
While the bank has changed its name
several times over the last 100 years, it
has never changed the impeccable serv-
ice it provides its customers. This is
due in large part to the hundreds of
former and current employees who
have strived to make this bank a cor-
nerstone of Laurel County.

Today I ask my colleagues to join me
in honoring the Cumberland Valley Na-
tional Bank, the largest locally owned
bank in southeastern Kentucky, for its
one hundred years of business. I wish
them another one hundred years of suc-
cess.

————
SECURITY FOR JUSTICES—S. 2742
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am

pleased to be an original cosponsor of
S. 2742, which is a short but important
piece of legislation that Senator HATCH
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and I have cosponsored at the request
of the Supreme Court. This legislation
would renew authority to provide secu-
rity for the Justices when they leave
the Supreme Court. Recent reports of
the assault of Justice Souter when he
was outside of the Supreme Court high-
light the importance of security for
Justices. If no congressional action is
taken, the authority of Supreme Court
police to protect Justices off court
grounds will expire at the end of this
year.

Another provision in this legislation
allows the Supreme Court to accept
gifts “‘pertaining to the history of the
Supreme Court of the United States or
its justices.”” The administrative of-
fices of the Courts currently has statu-
tory authority to accept gifts on behalf
of the judiciary. This provision would
grant the Supreme Court authority to
accept gifts but it would narrow the
types of gifts that can be received to
historical items. I think this provision
strikes the proper balance.

Finally, this legislation also would
provide an additional venue for the
prosecution of offenses that occur on
the Supreme Court grounds. Currently,
the DC Superior Court is the only place
of proper venue despite the uniquely
Federal interest at stake. This legisla-
tion would allow suit to be brought in
United States District Court in the
District of Columbia.

———
LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT
OF 2003
Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise

today to speak about the need for hate
crimes legislation. On May 1, 2003, Sen-
ator KENNEDY and I introduced the
Local Law Enforcement Enhancement
Act, a bill that would add new cat-
egories to current hate crimes law,
sending a signal that violence of any
kind is unacceptable in our society.

On July 7, 2000 in San Diego, CA,
Paul Cain, a 28-year-old member of the
Nazi Low Riders, was sentenced to 15
years to life in prison for the beating
and strangulation of a gay man in 1995.

I believe that the Government’s first
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend
them against the harms that come out
of hate. The Local Law Enforcement
Enhancement Act is a symbol that can
become substance. I believe that by
passing this legislation and changing
current law, we can change hearts and
minds as well.

Mrs. CLINTON. Mr. President, I rise
today in recognition of the DREAM
Vigil, a national grassroots effort to
raise support for the DREAM Act.
Many New YorKkers participated in a 5-
day fast during the National Week of
Action for Immigrants’ Rights. They
did this in part to show support for the
DREAM Act, an important piece of leg-
islation for immigration reform. In a
show of solidarity, similar fasts have
been organized in cities and States
across the Nation over the past 2
weeks. The DREAM Vigil culminated
last week and I commend all of the
State and local organizations, commu-
nity members, local leaders and stu-
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dents in New York and across the Na-
tion that have participated in this ef-
fort.

Recently, I stood before you and
spoke about the importance of this
month’s celebration of Hispanic herit-
age. Today, Hispanic Americans are
flourishing in States across the coun-
try and I am proud to represent the
most diverse Hispanic community in
our Nation. Yet, I worry that far too
many immigrant children and families
continue to suffer under America’s bro-
ken immigration system.

This year more than 65,000 immi-
grant students graduated from TU.S.
high schools only to see the doors of
opportunity closed to them, through no
fault of their own. The DREAM Act,
which I proudly cosponsor, will help ex-
pand opportunities for our Nation’s im-
migrant students by placing them on a
path to college and U.S. citizenship.
Yet Members of Congress and this ad-
ministration continue to put this im-
portant legislation on the back burner.

Over the last few years, immigrant
students and advocates across the
country have engaged in an enormous
amount of activity in support of the
DREAM Act. They have met with
members of Congress, held hundreds of
rallies, gathered more than 100,000 peti-
tions, made tens of thousands of phone
calls to congressional offices, and
more. Just last April, over 300 students
and advocates came to Washington,
DC, from all across the Nation to ex-
press their support for the DREAM Act
and to urge President Bush to support
this legislation. Nearly half of these
students came from New York, and I
was proud to have had the opportunity
to meet some of them.

It is important to understand that
these students were brought to this Na-
tion as young children and have been
educated in our public school system.
They have stayed in school and stayed
out of trouble and many are valedic-
torians, honor students, student lead-
ers, and high achievers. Yet, because of
their immigration status they are
often effectively barred from pursuing
a post-secondary education and the
American dream.

Over the past several years I have
met many of these students. They have
also written to me to share their sto-
ries of why this legislation is impor-
tant to them. In July, I heard from
Alejandra, who came to Washington as
part of a group of advocates for immi-
gration reform. Alejandra also partici-
pated in the 5-day fast as part of the
National Week of Action in New York.
She graduated in June as the valedic-
torian of Renaissance Charter School
in Jackson Heights, Queens. Alejandra
was a member of the National Honor
Society; a sixth grade tutor; a teach-
er’s assistant; an intern with the Glob-
al Kids, Human Rights Activist
Project; and one of 400 students and
staff across the Nation who were se-
lected to participate in the National
Young Leaders Conference in Wash-
ington, DC, last year. Yet. Alejandra is
one of many students across New York
whose high school graduation was bit-
tersweet.
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Alejandra has done everything right.
However, she still struggles to pay for
college, a struggle that is not based on
her merit, but rather on her immigra-
tion status. Despite all of her hard
work, exemplary academic perform-
ance, and outstanding record of com-
munity service, Alejandra remains in-
eligible for Federal grants, loans or
work-study jobs to help her afford col-
lege. Our broken immigration system
is trying to force her out of our edu-
cation system and the American
dream. But, Alejandra is determined.
She is persistent, and she refuses to
give up. In spite of her immigration
status and unlike other students in her
precarious situation, Alejandra has
found a way to pursue higher edu-
cation. She currently attends the City
University of new York. But still, the
DREAM Act remains her only real
hope of achieving that one thing that
all Americans yearn and work hard
for—the opportunity to fully con-
tribute to the land we call home—the
American dream. Without the DREAM
Act, her years of hard work and the
education that she has struggled so
hard to obtain will be meaningless and
wasted since Alejandra will never be
able to put her skills to work legally.It
is a wasted investment for her and a
wasted investment for the American
people.

I find it deeply troubling that we
allow this to happen in today’s 21st
century economy, where a post-sec-
ondary education is quickly becoming
the minimum requirement for higher-
earning jobs. Failure to provide immi-
grant students such as Alejandra and
all students with adequate access to
post-secondary education will have
devastating economic and social con-
sequences for these individuals and our
entire Nation.

That is why the DREAM Act is so
critical. It ensures that the promise of
the American dream becomes a reality
for our Nation’s immigrants—many of
whom are Hispanic Americans—and
every American. Results of two na-
tional public opinion polls demonstrate
strong voter support for the concept
embodied in the DREAM Act. The
DREAM Act deserves our Nation’s full
support and I urge President Bush and
Congress to pass this important legis-
lation this year.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

TRIBUTE TO MRS. BEATRICE T.
JONES

e Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President,
today I rise to recognize the accom-
plishments of Mrs. Beatrice T. Jones, a
dedicated public servant who has given
22 years of her life to our country. Mrs.
Jones began her civil service career on
May 30, 1982 with the Department of
the Army. Originally from the Roa-
noke, VA, area, Mrs. Jones is the clas-
sic success story. Steadily climbing the
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