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privacy official at the Department, 
these positions have been nonstatu-
tory, and thus there has been no guar-
antee of consistent vigor and account-
ability on these issues. Given that the 
Department’s mission increasingly in-
volves gathering and assessing personal 
information, we simply can’t afford to 
have a lapse in accountability on pri-
vacy. Moreover, this is not an untested 
idea. Congress created a privacy officer 
for the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, and it has been recognized as a 
successful example of how this role can 
be helpful in assessing and addressing 
privacy concerns. We need to follow 
this lead, and the privacy officer provi-
sion would have been a good oppor-
tunity to do so. 

I look forward to working with Sen-
ator HATCH, Congressman SENSEN-
BRENNER and Congressman CONYERS to 
continue the important business of re-
authorizing the Department of Justice. 
Clearly, regular reauthorization of the 
Department should be part and parcel 
of the committees’ traditional role in 
overseeing the Department’s activities. 
Swift passage into law of the Depart-
ment of Justice Appropriations Au-
thorization Act, Fiscal Years 2005 
through 2007 will be a significant step 
toward enhancing our oversight role. 

f 

DREAM ACT 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I have 
come to the floor today to speak about 
the DREAM Act, an immigration re-
form bill that the Senate should act on 
as soon as possible. 

Immigration reform is an urgent pri-
ority for our nation. There are some 
who want to ignore this issue, espe-
cially because it is an election year. 
Immigration reform is too important 
to set aside for political reasons. 

Our immigration system is broken. It 
harms our national security and our 
economy. It also treats hard-working 
immigrants, especially immigrant chil-
dren, unfairly. 

In recent months, there has been a 
lot of discussion about President 
Bush’s immigration proposal. I have 
some serious concerns about the sub-
stance of the proposal, but the Presi-
dent did a good thing by coming for-
ward with it. He reopened the national 
debate about immigration. 

Since the President made his pro-
posal in January, nothing has hap-
pened. The proposal has not even been 
introduced as a bill. Clearly, Congress 
will not act on it this year. 

But we cannot wait to act on immi-
gration reform. The problem is too ur-
gent. Congress should back up the 
President’s words with action. We 
should pass the DREAM Act this year. 

The DREAM Act is the only immi-
gration reform proposal reported to the 
Senate floor in the 108th Congress. It is 
a narrowly-tailored, bipartisan bill 
that would provide immigration relief 
to a select group of students who are 
long term U.S. residents, have good 
moral character and are pursuing a col-

lege education or have enlisted in the 
military. 

I introduced the DREAM Act with 
the senior Senator from Utah, ORRIN 
HATCH, and I thank him for his leader-
ship on this issue. We are an unlikely 
political couple, and it speaks volumes 
about the urgent need for immigration 
reform that we have come together in 
support of the DREAM Act. 

The DREAM Act has broad public 
support. According to a recent poll of 
likely voters, 59 percent support the 
bill, while only 25 percent oppose it. 

The DREAM Act has 48 cosponsors 
and was reported favorably by the Ju-
diciary Committee on an overwhelming 
16–3 vote. If brought to a vote, there is 
every reason to believe it would pass 
by a wide margin. 

The DREAM Act was reported to the 
floor last October, over eight months 
ago. The Senate’s leadership should 
bring the DREAM Act to a vote as soon 
as possible. 

Why is the DREAM Act so impor-
tant? Because of the extraordinary 
young people it would help. Let me tell 
you about two of them, whom I have 
had the pleasure of meeting. 

Diana was born in Mexico, but raised 
in Chicago, in my State of Illinois. Her 
parents brought her to this country at 
the age of 6. Her father works construc-
tion for $25,000 per year; her mother is 
a manager in a fast food restaurant 
who earns $15,000 per year. 

Last year, Diana graduated from 
high school in the top 5 percent of her 
class with a GPA of 4.4 on a 4.0 scale. 
She is studying to be an architect and 
she has won first place in a number of 
architecture contests. Diana is very ac-
tive in her church and last year she 
won the national New Leadership 
Award from the U.S. Catholic Con-
ference of Bishops. 

Diana was accepted to Northwestern 
University, a prestigious institution, 
but due to her immigration status, was 
unable to attend. Last fall, Diana be-
came the first member of her family to 
attend college when she enrolled in the 
architecture school at an Illinois state 
college. 

Tereza was also raised in Illinois; her 
Korean parents brought her to the U.S. 
when she was two. Her mother, the 
family’s sole breadwinner, earns $20,000 
per year working 12-hour days at a dry- 
cleaner. 

Tereza began playing piano when she 
was eight. She became a musical prod-
igy, winning the Chicago Symphony 
Orchestra Youth Auditions, which en-
abled her to perform with the Orches-
tra. 

I first learned about Tereza when her 
family called to ask for my help. 
Tereza first discovered that she was 
undocumented when she was preparing 
to apply to colleges. The top music 
schools in the country had recruited 
Tereza, but when they learned about 
her immigration status, most would 
not permit her to apply. I called the 
INS to ask for their help and they told 
me that Tereza should go back to 
Korea. 

Tereza now attends one of the top 
music schools in the country. 

One of her music teachers told me: 
I worry that our country, the richest and 

most blessed in the world, will not permit 
this very large talent to be developed. We are 
not such a rich land that we can afford to 
throw away the talents of our residents. 

Due to support from their commu-
nities, Diana and Tereza are among the 
lucky ones who have been able to at-
tend college. However, their futures are 
uncertain—they could be deported at 
any time. 

Diana and Tereza are not alone— 
thousands of other young people are 
prevented from pursuing their dreams 
by our immigration laws. 

They are honor-roll students, star 
athletes, talented artists, homecoming 
queens, and aspiring teachers and doc-
tors. Their parents brought them to 
the United States when they were 
young children. They have lived in this 
country for most of their lives. It is the 
only home they know. They have fol-
lowed the rules and worked hard in 
school. Unfortunately, they are un-
documented, so their options are great-
ly limited and they could be deported 
at any time. 

The DREAM Act would help these 
students. It would permit them to be-
come permanent residents if they are 
long-term U.S. residents, have good 
moral character, and attend college or 
enlist in the military for at least 2 
years. 

The DREAM Act is not an amnesty. 
It is narrowly tailored to assist only a 
select group of young people who earn 
legal status. It is unfair to punish 
these students for the mistakes of their 
parents. 

The DREAM Act would also repeal a 
provision of federal law that prevents 
states from granting in-state tuition 
rates to undocumented students. It 
would not create any new tuition 
breaks. It would not force states to 
offer in-state tuition to anyone. It 
would simply return to states the au-
thority to determine their own tuition 
policies. 

This is not just the right thing to do, 
it is good for America. The DREAM 
Act would allow students with great 
potential and ambitions to contribute 
more fully to our society. 

Diana and Tereza are just like mil-
lions of immigrants who have come to 
this country over the course of our his-
tory. 

I am the proud son of an immigrant. 
Over 90 years ago my grandmother car-
ried my mother, then a 2-year-old in-
fant, down a gangplank and off the ship 
that brought them here from Lith-
uania. 

As this poor family made its way 
through the streets, I am sure someone 
commented, ‘‘Not more of these peo-
ple.’’ This resistance to new Americans 
has always been with us. 

We need to view immigrants for 
whom they really are: men and women 
with the courage to leave behind every-
thing they knew to build a new and 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 22:20 Jan 29, 2014 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00054 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\2004SENATE\S22JY4.PT2 S22JY4m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
C

G
S

P
4G

1 
w

ith
 S

O
C

IA
LS

E
C

U
R

IT
Y



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S8671 July 22, 2004 
better life for themselves and their 
children. 

Immigrants have made us the great-
est country in the world. The best and 
brightest have come here from all over 
the world, creating a rich diversity 
that continually renews and drives our 
society to new heights. 

As we mourn the passing of President 
Ronald Reagan, all Americans should 
recall his vision of our Nation as a 
shining city upon a hill. Here is what 
President Reagan said about the shin-
ing city and immigration: 

If there have to be city walls, the walls 
have doors and the doors are open to anyone 
with the will and the heart to get here. . . . 
The city is a beacon a magnet for all who 
must have freedom, for all pilgrims from all 
the lost places who are hurtling through the 
darkness, toward home. 

Like me, President Reagan was the 
son of an immigrant. We had very dif-
ferent political philosophies, but Presi-
dent Reagan understood the impor-
tance of immigrants to our great coun-
try. 

I recently received a letter, in sup-
port of the DREAM Act, from a group 
of Americans who lost loved ones in 
the September 11 terrorist attacks. 
They wrote: 

We will all be safer if we unite against the 
terrorists and if our immigration system can 
be made more rational and reflective of our 
values as a nation. 

These brave Americans, who have 
suffered so much, understand that, as 
we fight the war on terrorism, we must 
stand by the ideals that made our 
country great. We shouldn’t deport ex-
traordinary young people like Diana 
and Tereza. They make America a 
stronger country. We should extend a 
welcoming hand to them by passing the 
DREAM Act this year. 

These young people cannot wait any 
longer—many of them will have been 
deported by the time the next session 
of Congress begins. 

For example, four honor-roll students 
from Wilson High School in Arizona 
are currently in deportation pro-
ceedings. They have lived in the United 
States since they were toddlers. Under 
current law they have no options, but 
the immigration judge who is consid-
ering their case granted a continuance 
to give Congress time to pass the 
DREAM Act. 

The Senate should vote on the 
DREAM Act. I ask the Senate’s leader-
ship to schedule a vote on this impor-
tant bill as soon as possible. 

f 

RURAL COMMUNITY ARSENIC 
RELIEF ACT 

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I rise to 
address an issue that is just now 
emerging in rural America, but one 
that is important and has the potential 
to devastate, economically, small cit-
ies and towns across the inter-moun-
tain West—like in my State, of Idaho. 

The new Environmental Protection 
Agency drinking water standard of 10 
parts per billion for arsenic is some-

thing the current Administration in-
herited from the prior Administration 
and is now trying to implement. I 
would remind my colleagues, however, 
that the new lowered arsenic standard 
was not universally supported in Con-
gress when it was proposed. 

There were Senators—not many, but 
I was certainly one of them—that knew 
that the cost of complying with the 
new arsenic standard was going to crip-
ple economically—was going to break 
the back financially—of rural commu-
nities and small towns across the west-
ern United States. 

I fought this new standard on the 
floor of the Senate. I knew the costs 
were crippling and the health benefit 
was bogus. I also knew that the science 
to support the lower standard is being 
exposed as based on examples and sam-
ple populations that were very, very 
flawed. The science is now revealing 
that extrapolating from those sample 
communities to the whole of the 
United States was a very, very flawed 
basis for the drinking water standard. 

I fought this new standard, but I did 
not succeed. 

There are communities now in Idaho 
that will not be able to come into com-
pliance with this new standard by the 
time it takes effect. Some of these 
Idaho communities have estimated 
that it would take double or triple 
their entire city budget, just to try to 
come into compliance—and that would 
mean that no other city services could 
be paid for. 

That kind of situation is clearly ri-
diculous, and I will fight as long and as 
hard as I can to find solutions to this 
problem. 

For example, this past March I dis-
cussed this issue with EPA Adminis-
trator Mike Leavitt. Mike Leavitt is a 
Westerner—his folks in Utah are hav-
ing some of the same problems. 

I discussed that with him and I think 
he will try to be reasonable. I will keep 
discussing it with him. The problem is 
that EPA bureaucrats—who are so good 
at being bureaucrats—think they know 
Idaho better than Idahoans do. Some of 
our Idaho communities have requested 
of EPA Region 10 that EPA exercise 
some flexibility with this standard. 
This is flexibility that EPA has already 
incorporated into its final agency rule 
on the arsenic standard. 

Unfortunately, EPA bureaucrats are 
doing what they are good at. They are 
saying no to flexibility and hey, by the 
way, Castleford, Idaho or New Plym-
outh, Idaho—this won’t disadvantage 
you economically as much as you say. 
That is what EPA says to the commu-
nities of Idaho. We know better than 
you. 

Seeing that EPA cannot be reason-
able, I have worked with my colleagues 
Senator NELSON of Nebraska and Sen-
ator DOMENICI of New Mexico. Both of 
their States have similar problems. 
The product of our collaboration is the 
bill we are introducing today. 

With this bill, we are trying to force 
States—and in Idaho’s case, the EPA 

since Idaho is what they call a ‘‘non- 
primacy state’’—to approve requests 
from communities to delay their com-
pliance with the new arsenic standard. 

The bill is straightforward, it is 
vital, and it is needed. It will save 
some of these communities from bank-
ruptcy or from discontinuing essential 
community services. Many other 
states—other than Idaho, Nebraska, 
and New Mexico—face this same crisis. 
I implore my colleagues to learn about 
what their small communities are fac-
ing, and to join with us in enacting 
this essential regulatory relief. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

HONORING KATIE PENN AND 
HILLARY RAINEY 

∑ Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, I pay 
tribute and congratulate Katie Penn 
and Hillary Rainey both of Winchester, 
KY, on being selected to participate in 
the America’s Promise Ambassadors 
Network. They will be representing 
their community and Kentucky as 
young leaders and problem-solvers. 

America’s Promise was founded in 
1997 to make children and youth a na-
tional priority. Their mission is to mo-
bilize people from every sector of 
American life to build the character 
and competence of youth by fulfilling 
the following promises: providing car-
ing adults, safe places with structured 
activities after school, a healthy start, 
marketable skills through education, 
and opportunities to serve. 

As ambassadors for the America’s 
Promise program, Katie and Hillary 
will organize a project for National 
Youth Service Day in April 2005 in 
their community. In addition, they will 
dedicate 2 to 3 hours every month vol-
unteering in their community, and will 
have the opportunity to earn the Presi-
dent’s Volunteer Service Award for 
their activities. They will also be par-
ticipating in monthly training sessions 
to build their leadership skills. 

Young people are part of the solution 
to problems we face in this country, 
and we need to utilize their assets. I 
join my fellow Kentuckians to con-
gratulate Katie Penn and Hillary 
Rainey being named ambassadors for 
this program and thank them for their 
dedication to community service.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MINNESOTA RADIO 
STATION, KTCZ–FM 

∑ Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize an outstanding Min-
nesota radio station, KTCZ-FM, which 
recently won a National Association of 
Broadcasters Crystal Radio Award. The 
Award honors KTCZ-FM for its contin-
uous commitments and exceptional 
dedication to community service 
throughout its listening region. 

KTCZ-FM, which is known locally as 
‘‘Cities 97,’’ deserves this honor for its 
many charitable contributions. Last 
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