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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the rule, the bill will be placed on the
calendar.

The Senator from Washington.

—————

HANFORD REACH

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I have
come to the floor today to talk about a
challenge the people of Washington
State face. It is an environmental chal-
lenge, a legal challenge, and a moral
challenge. That challenge is to rescue a
symbol of the Pacific Northwest.

That challenge is to recover our wild
Pacific salmon.

As anyone who lives in Washington
State can tell you, the salmon of our
region are more than a symbol. They
are part of our culture, our heritage,
our recreation, and our economy.

Unfortunately, the salmon that were
once so abundant in our rivers and
along our shores are now in danger. In
fact, today several species of salmon
are threatened with extinction.

When it comes to saving salmon, so-
lutions are not easy to find.

There are so many different view-
points to consider. Everyone from rec-
reational and commercial fishermen to
Native Americans and conservation-
ists, to State, local, and Federal offi-
cials, along with private property own-
ers have a role to play in helping us
meet this challenge.

In my time here in the Senate, I have
always worked to bring people to-
gether, and to find solutions that help
us meet this challenge while still keep-
ing our economy strong.

Today, I have come to the floor to
share with my colleagues and the
American people some progress we
have recently made in meeting this
challenge.

I am proud to report that just last
week, we took a major step forward to
save wild salmon. Seven days ago, the
President designated a vital salmon
spawning ground—known as the Han-
ford Reach—as a national monument.

I was proud to stand on the banks of
the Columbia River, beside the Vice
President, when this historic an-
nouncement was made. It was a dream
come true. For a long time, many of us
have dreamed of preserving the Reach.
There are few places in the world like
it.

For me and my family, as for many
families throughout the region, the Co-
lumbia and Snake Rivers hold deep per-
sonal meaning.

My grandfather settled in the Tri-
Cities in 1916. My dad grew up there. He
watched his hometown become the
home of a secret factory—a factory
now known as the Hanford Nuclear
Reservation, a factory that would give
America the tools to win World War II.

When my dad came back from his
military service in the Pacific theater,
he was injured, and he had lost a lot of
friends in combat. He wasn’t the same.
And the place he came back to wasn’t
the same either.

He knew that his hometown—perhaps
more than any other—contributed to
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winning the war by producing the
weapon that ended World War II. And
he took a lot of pride in that fact.

In my own life, I have spent a lot of
time in the Tri-Cities. Growing up, I
remember during my summer vacation
getting in our car and driving to the
Tri-Cities to see my Grandma—watch-
ing the hydros and swimming in the
river with my six brothers and sisters.

When I was in college, I spent a great
summer working at Sacajawea State
Park at the confluence of the Snake
and Columbia Rivers. I came to respect
the history of the area, and the people
who lived in the community.

The first time I floated down the
Hanford Reach of the Columbia River, I
was with my daughter, Sara. We were
so impressed with the beautiful land-
scape, the fish and the wildlife, and the
reminders of the vibrant Native Amer-
ican culture that abounds along the
Hanford Reach.

As we floated along, we saw the reac-
tors, and I told her about the role the
Tri-Cities played in helping America
win World War II and about her grand-
father’s part in that important piece of
history. We were both deeply affected
by that day on the river, and it is a
memory I cherish.

When I started fighting to protect
the Hanford Reach, my dad told me he
thought it was great that I was work-
ing to give something back to a com-
munity that had given so much to our
family and to our country. So last Fri-
day, when Vice President GORE an-
nounced the designation of the Hanford
Reach of the Columbia River as a na-
tional monument, the toughest part of
that day for me was that I had lost my
father a few years ago and he was not
there to see it happen.

The national monument designation
doesn’t just enable us to remember our
past, it allows us to capture our fu-
ture—in large part by saving wild
salmon.

The Hanford Reach spans only 51
miles of the Columbia River’s 1,200
miles, but it spawns 80% of the wild
fall Chinook produced in the entire Co-
lumbia Basin.

Thanks to the designation, this vital
breeding ground has been protected.

The designation also preserves the
unique history of this area.

Generations of Americans will be
able to learn about the sacrifices that
the people of the Tri-Cities made to
help America win World War II, and
generations more will be able to learn
about the long Native American his-
tory along the Columbia River.

In addition, the designation will en-
sure that families can use the river for
recreation for years into the future.

This is the right thing to do. And
doing the right thing also means keep-
ing your promises.

The people of the Tri-Cities have
been given too many broken promises.
I do not intend to be another link in
that chain.

The designation is not the end of the
process, but the beginning.
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As I told the people of the Tri-Cities
last week, I will continue to work with
local leaders to ensure that their
voices are heard. Working together—
with an open dialogue—we can reach
the best solution.

Over the years, a lot of people helped
make the designation possible.

Mr. President, I want the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD to forever reflect the
tireless work of people like Rick
Leaumont, Rich Steele, Bob Wilson,
Laura Smith, Mike Lilga, Jim Watts,
and Dave Goeke.

I thank the person who worked side-
by-side with me in the House as we de-
veloped legislative solutions for how to
protect the Reach, Congressman NORM
DIcKS, and also JAY INSLEE, who has
worked hard on this issue.

I also thank the members of my advi-
sory committee, the tribes, and so
many members of my staff who spent
countless hours to save this valuable
resource.

I thank Governor Gary Locke for his
leadership.

I thank Secretary Babbitt for recog-
nizing the unique value of the Hanford
Reach, and Secretary Richardson for
his help over the years on this and
other issues related to Hanford.

Of course, we owe a debt of thanks to
the President and the Vice President.

Over the years, we have asked much
of the Columbia River, and it has al-
ways given generously. It has given us
affordable energy, turned a desert into
a farming oasis, and provided a high-
way for international commerce.

It is amazing how so very few times
in our lives we are given the oppor-
tunity to truly give something to fu-
ture generations. That is what we are
doing with the designation of the Han-
ford Reach as a National Monument.

Today, I take a moment to thank a
person who deserves a tremendous
amount of credit for the progress we
have made in the Pacific Northwest.

Time and again the Vice President
has demonstrated his commitment to
protecting our Nation’s natural re-
sources while ensuring that we have
the strongest economy in our Nation’s
history.

He helped us develop habitat con-
servation plans that allow us to con-
serve our environment while providing
stability to our economy. He made our
salmon treaty with Canada a priority
for the U.S. Government, and for the
past two years he has led the fight to
save struggling salmon runs.

To meet the challenges that we will
undoubtedly face in the coming years,
we will need a strong partnership at
every level—from the folks on the
ground to local, State, and Federal of-
ficials. There is no person—no one—
who is better qualified to provide the
leadership to bring us together and to
help us solve our toughest problems
than AL GORE. The people of Wash-
ington State are grateful for his leader-
ship and appreciate the gift that this
designation is to future generations.

Before I close, I believe it is impor-
tant to address one final point on this
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subject. I understand Governor Bush
plans to visit my State on Monday. I
expect he will be impressed by what he
sees, and he is always welcome in
Washington. I am glad he is making
the trip because, unlike President Clin-
ton and Vice President GORE, I do not
believe Governor Bush has spent much
time there.

Governor Bush, the people of Wash-
ington want to know three things:

First, will you make a commitment
to protect the Hanford Reach National
Monument?

Will you commit to saving salmon?

And most importantly, what is your
plan for saving salmon?

When you come to Washington State,
Governor Bush, those are the questions
people will be asking.

Quite frankly, Mr. President, when it
comes to the Hanford Reach, I believe
that the Governor needs to know that
those in Washington State who are
close to him opposed Federal protec-
tion of the Hanford Reach—a designa-
tion that will save the last free-flowing
stretch of the Columbia River—and the
best salmon spawning ground we have.

I believe the voters of Washington
State deserve to know what Governor
Bush’s intentions are.

And on the issue of preserving salm-
on on the Snake River, I have heard
Governor Bush articulate what he
won’t do, but I have yet to hear what
he would do to protect our region’s
economy while restoring wild salmon
runs.

His spokespeople attacked the Vice
President on his latest visit to Wash-
ington State when the Vice President
indicated his personal interest in help-
ing the region solve the tricky issues
related to salmon restoration. Bush’s
people offered no plan, they just at-
tacked the Vice President for having
one.

The people of Washington want to
hear plans for saving salmon—not just
attacks, but credible, responsible
plans.

Let me be clear: When it comes to
helping the people of Washington State
meet environmental challenges, just
saying ‘‘no” doesn’t cut it. The people
of my State deserve to know what the
President would do to save salmon.

When the Vice President was in
Washington State recently he met this
challenge head-on. He very clearly
committed to saving salmon. He said
that extinction was not an option. And
he indicated that in his administra-
tion, he would call a summit to bring
together diverse views so we can work
together to save salmon.

He faced the issue in a thoughtful, re-
sponsible way.

In fact, many of my constituents
came up to me after the Vice President
spoke to tell me how impressed they
were with the Vice President’s under-
standing of the issue and his commit-
ment to protecting our natural re-
sources, and to thank me for his lead-
ership on this critical challenge.

Mr. President, the ball is clearly in
Governor Bush’s court, and it is time
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for him to provide his own answers and
vision.

When Governor Bush enters the
State of Washington, residents will be
listening for his commitment to the
Hanford Reach National Monument,
listening for his commitment to saving
salmon, and listening for his plan to
save salmon.

The people of my State care about
this issue. They deserve to hear spe-
cific answers.

I suggest that if Governor Bush
leaves Washington State without ad-
dressing the concerns of Washington
State voters on the issue of salmon re-
covery, it would suggest that his trip
was more about politics and photo-ops
than addressing the concerns of Wash-
ington State voters.

I urge Governor Bush to respect the
concerns of the people of my State, to
address their concerns and to answer
their questions.

I pledge to work with the next Presi-
dent to implement a plan that will save
salmon while Kkeeping our economy
sound.

My hope is for a President who is
willing to work with me and the other
citizens of Washington State in a con-
structive fashion to address the com-
plex issues related to recovering the
once might runs of wild salmon on the
Snake and Columbia Rivers.

I believe the people of Washington
State deserve nothing less.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senator from
Connecticut is recognized.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I commend
our colleague from the State of Wash-
ington. This is kind of a ‘“Washington
hour.” We not only have my colleague
who just spoke, but the Presiding Offi-
cer from the State of Washington. I
commend her for her thoughtful com-
ments. While I represent the State of
Connecticut that is 3,000 miles away,
we, too, believe it is in our interest to
see that the wonderful wilderness areas
and wild salmon of the Pacific North-
west be preserved and saved. I com-
mend her for her efforts. She is not
only representing her State well, she is
representing my State well when she
speaks on this issue.

Mrs. MURRAY. I thank the Senator.

——
GUN VIOLENCE

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, a number
of weeks ago, the distinguished minor-
ity leader, Senator DASCHLE, and oth-
ers thought it might be worthwhile on
a daily basis to remind our colleagues
of the human tragedy that occurs
every day in this country as a result of
gun violence.

We all remember very vividly the as-
tounding events that occurred in
Littleton, CO, at Columbine High
School when we watched some 13 peo-
ple lose their lives in that tragedy. It is
hard to believe that that could occur;
13 people gunned down in a high school.
Yet as the Democratic leader and oth-
ers have pointed out, regrettably,
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every single day in this country we suf-
fer the same results as we did at Col-
umbine High School—not in one set-
ting, thank God. Across the country,
on average, 12 or 13 people die every
day in the United States as a result of
gun violence.

I am not going to stand here and sug-
gest to you there is a simple piece of
legislation that is going to resolve the
issue. There are a lot of reasons we see
this continued violence in our country.
But certainly, responsible, thoughtful
gun control legislation could make a
significant contribution. We have al-
ready seen that in States and jurisdic-
tions that require waiting periods, re-
quire some notification ahead of time
as to who would be the purchaser of
these weapons.

There was a decision made a number
of weeks ago that it might be worth-
while to make the case—and we talk in
abstractions so often here—and to
start talking about those people who
lost their lives a year ago on this very
day, June 16, 1999. On that date, we
didn’t have the average of 12 or 13; we
lost 3 people in the United States on
June 16. There was one in Chicago, one
in St. Paul, and one in Newark, NJ.
That was a day on which the numbers
were way down from what the average
death toll is.

I also point out that the names we
have only come from the 100 largest
cities in the United States. Cities with
populations of less than 12,000 are not
included in these numbers. In those 100
cities, on June 16 last year, it was a far
better day than most. Every one of the
victims was a unique human being.
Many other gun violence victims in
other cities on that day didn’t nec-
essarily die, but some did in smaller
towns.

In the name of all of those who have
died across the Nation a year ago
today, and those who, regrettably, will
lose their lives today in too many
places across our country, I want to
read the following names listed by the
Conference of Mayors who were killed
by gunfire 1 year ago in our country:
Manuel Marcano, 18, Chicago; Antoine
Watson, 19, of St. Paul, MN; an uniden-
tified female in Newark, NJ.

I know all Americans regret the loss
of those lives. I hope that someday the
national average will be something
such as that, or even less, as a result of
sensible, thoughtful proposals we
might make to reduce the level of vio-
lence in our country.

——————

U.S.-CUBA RELATIONS

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, next Tues-
day morning I will offer an amendment
that is not a radical idea, not some-
thing that ought to evoke much debate
or dissension but the kind of proposal
that might even carry by a voice vote
under normal circumstances. Because
of the nature of the subject matter, it
has become controversial, and I regret
that. It was my hope that the Senate
would vote today on the Dodd amend-
ment, which is currently pending to
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