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of our urban and rural communities
into broadband haves and have nots re-
spectively. While it may have become
fashionable for us to recognize the
threat of this disparity it has not been
so fashionable to actually do some-
thing about it. So, as we introduce leg-
islative proposals, hold hearings, and
generally acknowledge the difficulty in
advancing any particular plan to help
rural America, the digital divide con-
tinues to grow.

Last year the National Tele-
communications and Information Ad-
ministration in conjunction with the
Rural Utilities Service concluded that
broadband deployment in rural areas
was indeed lacking. NTIA and RUS
found that cable TV companies and
local telephone companies were focus-
ing on deploying cable modems and
DSL in markets with the highest popu-
lation densities in order to maximize
revenues. It is no wonder then that the
Federal Communications Commission’s
most recent report on the status of
broadband deployment found that a
mere 19 percent of our most remote
communities had at least one sub-
scriber to high-speed Internet access.

During the 106th Congress I intro-
duced legislation, the Broadband Regu-
latory Relief Act of 2000, to serve as a
vehicle for overcoming this divide. My
legislative efforts last Congress re-
flected the real and pressing need for
action to insure that all Americans
have access to broadband. My legisla-
tion’s answer to this problem was to
create an incentive for local telephone
companies—already providing tele-
phone service in our rural and remote
communities—to deploy these ad-
vanced services. By providing these
companies with regulatory relief we
can counter the high cost of deploying
broadband facilities in rural areas
where populations are more dispersed
than in densely populated areas.

Currently, the cable TV and competi-
tive local telephone industries find
their advanced services unencumbered
by regulation. But because they have
coalesced around our more densely pop-
ulated regions, their marketplace free-
dom has not translated into rural
broadband access. Yet, some members
of the competitive community con-
tinue to argue that competition alone
will ultimately drive broadband de-
ployment into rural areas. As the
FCC’s deployment statistics bare out,
this is not occurring. We can ill afford
to hurry up and wait for the day when
these companies see fit to include rural
America in business plans currently
dominated by a focus on urban busi-
nesses. The economics of broadband de-
ployment in rural areas simply do not
facilitate the type of competition we
are currently witnessing in urban and
densely populated suburban areas.

Meanwhile, contrasted with cable TV
and CLECs, we continue to regulate
broadband services offered by incum-
bent telephone companies as if they are
part and parcel of their traditional
telephone businesses. This simply is

not the case. Broadband facilities being
deployed throughout our cities and
towns require billions of dollars of new
capital investment in new infrastruc-
ture. Under the current regulatory re-
gime, the sparse populations of rural
communities diminish the return on
broadband investment to such an ex-
tent that incumbent phone companies
are not deploying them in those areas.
By removing these incumbent regula-
tions on what is new infrastructure in
a nascent market, we will be providing
local phone companies with the incen-
tive to deploy broadband in exchange
for the opportunity to pursue new rev-
enue streams.

Let me be clear that my legislation
in no way seeks to upset competition
developing in our urban markets. The
Broadband Regulatory Relief Act
would have removed voice regulations
from the advanced service offerings by
incumbent local telephone companies,
while preserving those same competi-
tive measures for their traditional
telephone services. The bill simply rec-
ognizes that broadband, as opposed to
traditional voice service, is a new serv-
ice in which no one competitor should
be given a government-mandated ad-
vantage. Incumbent telephone compa-
nies started from the same zero
broadband-subscribership levels as the
cable TV and CLEC industry, and each
of them should go forward in
broadband deployment on a level play-
ing field.

These are the principles embodied in
the legislation I introduced last year,
and will be embodied in legislation I
intend to introduce shortly. I remain
convinced that, before seeking out al-
ternative solutions, we must look to
deregulation as the best, most expe-
dient means of insuring rural America
is not left behind. The power of indus-
try to innovate and deploy products
and services to the public once govern-
ment is removed from the marketplace
is awesome, as proven by the impres-
sive growth of the wireless industry,
the Internet and e-commerce—both
representing industries largely spared
from Government interference.

Some have suggested alternatives
such as tax incentives or fixed wireless
solutions to achieve rural broadband
deployment. While we can and should
seek out alternative means of deploy-
ing these services throughout the Na-
tion, we cannot afford to delay in ena-
bling currently available solutions
from working now. We can always seek
out new alternatives and when con-
fronted with marketplace develop-
ments that threaten the interests of
consumers, we can certainly enact
measures to protect them. But the
challenge facing us most immediately
in this matter is to be unafraid to rely
on our industries, responsible for the
long period of economic growth we
have enjoyed, to do what they do best:
innovate, and offer new products and
services to the public.

I recognize that others have differing
views and there exists a range of opin-

ions on how best to promote broadband
deployment in rural areas. While I may
disagree with some of the views and
proposals existing in the marketplace
of ideas on this matter, I remain keen-
ly interested in working with those
who advocate them in the further in-
terests of rural America. I am heart-
ened by the knowledge that whatever
our philosophical or policy-based dis-
agreements, we all share the common
goal of extending this vitally impor-
tant technology to rural America. I
look forward to working with all inter-
ested parties to seek a solution on how
best to deliver these important services
to rural and remote communities, and
I am confident we can work together to
achieve our common goal.

The kind Senator from West Virginia
has been willing to allow me to come
here, even though he has patiently
waited on the floor to make his state-
ment. I appreciate his generosity in al-
lowing me to do so. I appreciate his
kindness and generosity and I yield the
floor.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the order for the
quorum call be dispensed with.

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

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I have
some remarks to make in connection
with the reconciliation process, but I
understand the leadership wishes to
proceed with a little business trans-
action, so I shall yield the floor and
not proceed with my statement until
the leadership has been able to trans-
act that business.

In the meantime, I ask that I have
control of the time until my speech has
been completed.

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

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

f

PAUL D. COVERDELL PEACE
CORPS HEADQUARTERS

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to immediate consideration of S. 360 in-
troduced earlier today by myself and a
number of other Senators.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (S. 360) to honor Paul D. Coverdell.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.
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Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent the bill be read a third
time and passed, the motion to recon-
sider be laid upon the table, and that
any statements relating to the bill be
printed in the RECORD.

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

The bill (S. 360) was passed, as fol-
lows:

S. 360
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. PEACE CORPS HEADQUARTERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Effective on the date of
enactment of this Act, the headquarters of-
fices of the Peace Corps, wherever situated,
shall be referred to as the ‘‘Paul D. Coverdell
Peace Corps Headquarters’’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference before the
date of enactment of this Act in any law,
regulation, order, document, record, or other
paper of the United States to the head-
quarters or headquarters offices of the Peace
Corps shall, on and after such date, be con-
sidered to refer to the Paul D. Coverdell
Peace Corps Headquarters.
SEC. 2. WORLD WISE SCHOOLS PROGRAM.

Section 603 of the Paul D. Coverdell World
Wise Schools Act of 2000 (title VI of Public
Law 106–570) is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

‘‘(c) NEW REFERENCES IN PEACE CORPS DOC-
UMENTS.—The Director of the Peace Corps
shall ensure that any reference in any public
document, record, or other paper of the
Peace Corps, including any promotional ma-
terial, produced on or after the date of enact-
ment of this subsection, to the program de-
scribed in subsection (a) be a reference to the
‘Paul D. Coverdell World Wise Schools Pro-
gram’.’’.
SEC. 3. PAUL D. COVERDELL BUILDING.

(a) AWARD.—From the amount appro-
priated under subsection (b) the Secretary of
Education shall make an award to the Uni-
versity of Georgia to support the construc-
tion of the Paul D. Coverdell Building at the
Institute of the Biomedical and Health
Sciences at the University of Georgia.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $10,000,000 for fiscal
year 2002.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I thank all
my colleagues for their cooperation in
clearing this resolution. For those
Members who may want to speak on
the resolution, we are providing time
on Monday, February 26, and some ad-
ditional time on Tuesday, February 27,
if necessary.

I know that Senator GRAMM and Sen-
ator MILLER, perhaps Senator REID,
Senator DODD, and others may want to
speak on this resolution. I am pleased
we have been able to clear this bill
honoring Senator Paul Coverdell.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if I could
just briefly respond to the leader, Sen-
ator MILLER and Senator CLELAND wish
to speak on this bill. But they have
agreed that they will do it when we
come back after the recess. Senator
MILLER wants to speak for 1 hour, and
Senator CLELAND wants to speak for
half an hour.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I thank
Senator REID for making sure Members
understand that these Senators would
like to speak, including Senator

CLELAND. I thank Senator REID, Sen-
ator DASCHLE, and again Senator DODD
for their fairness in being able to work
through this. We will continue to work
to make sure this whole area is prop-
erly attended to.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, will the
majority leader yield?

Mr. LOTT. Yes.
Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I don’t ex-

pect the leader to stay for some re-
marks I will give at the conclusion of
the majority leader’s presentation. But
I want him to know and others of my
colleagues that I considered Paul
Coverdell to be a very good friend of
mine. We worked very closely together
chairing or being ranking member on
the committee that dealt with the
Peace Corps during his tenure. In fact,
I arranged and handled his confirma-
tion process to become Director of the
Peace Corps and feel very strongly
about the relationship I had with him.

The concerns I raised over the last
days have nothing whatsoever to do
with my admiration and respect for
Paul Coverdell. They have to do with
an institution with which I have been
closely identified and affiliated for 40
years, the Peace Corps. I am the only
Member of this Chamber who served as
a Peace Corps volunteer. In fact, I was
the first Member of the U.S. Congress
elected to serve in the Peace Corps as
a volunteer along with Paul Tsongas of
Massachusetts some 33 years ago.

My concern and my involvement
with this organization are deeply felt.
The remarks I will give this afternoon
have to address that, as well as the
larger issue to which the majority
leader has referred; that is, the issue of
the naming process that goes on
around town for which I believe a num-
ber of my colleagues share a common
concern. Maybe at some point we
might draft some legislation that al-
lows for a deliberate process to be used
rather than sort of racing to the finish
line as to who gets to put a label on
some building or monument.

I appreciate his listening. But I want
him to know that over these last sev-
eral days as I raised my objection yes-
terday—the Senator from Nevada had
an objection—I really wanted to have
some time to pause and think this
process through. But I appreciate and I
know how closely the majority leader
was to Paul Coverdell and how much
his friendship meant to him. I hope he
understands that what I was engaged in
in no way was meant to be any dis-
respect at all for our former colleague
but went to a deeper issue, one about
which I feel strongly.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, let me say
to the Senator from Connecticut that
while they are appreciated, his assur-
ances in that regard are not necessary.
I remember quite well the speech the
Senator from Connecticut gave on the
floor after Senator Coverdell’s death. I
remember it particularly because it
was so good and it was so passionate.

Second, we all know of the Senator’s
investment in and his commitment to

the Peace Corps, and nobody would
ever question that he cares about it, is
interested in it, and will continue to be
a supporter and guardian.

Lastly, the Senator from Con-
necticut, of all Senators, never has to
say to us that he wouldn’t be properly
respectful of another colleague or a
former colleague. The Senator from
Connecticut has proven over and over
again that when it comes to his col-
leagues in the Senate, his respect for
them as individuals and his respect for
them when they leave this institution
is unwavering.

The Senator didn’t have to make
that statement. We never doubt it, and
he was very courteous in the way he
handled it. I appreciate that very
much.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, as we
pass this resolution to name the Wash-
ington headquarters of one of President
Kennedy’s greatest legacies, the Peace
Corps, after Paul Coverdell, Senators
should recall that we already honored
our departed friend and colleague last
year. In addition to the programs that
were named for Senator Coverdell last
year that have already been identified
by Senator DODD, we honored Senator
Coverdell by placing his name on an-
other major Government program and
to the legislation that established it—
the Paul Coverdell National Forensic
Sciences Improvement Act of 2000.

We were all shocked and saddened
last July by the untimely passing of
our friend, Paul Coverdell. As I said at
the time, he was one of the kindest
people to grace this floor, and there
was a certain peacefulness about him
that was always pleasantly contagious.
In a sometimes very divisive Senate,
that peacefulness was so respected.

All of us who worked with Paul liked
him; we missed him, and we wanted to
honor his memory in an appropriate
way. I think we did that. On October
26, 2000—just a few months after his
sudden passing—the Paul Coverdell Na-
tional Forensic Sciences Improvement
Act of 2000 sailed through the Senate
by unanimous consent. The House
passed the bill a few months later, and
President Clinton signed it into law on
December 21. I worked closely with
Senator SESSIONS to ensure passage of
that legislation last year.

The Paul Coverdell National Forensic
Sciences Improvement Act calls for an
infusion of Federal funds to improve
the quality of State and local crime
labs. Passage of this important legisla-
tion was a fitting tribute to the former
senior Senator from Georgia, who had
been a leader on similar legislation in
the past. Paul Coverdell was com-
mitted to ensuring that justice in this
country is neither delayed nor denied,
and he understood that existing back-
logs in our Nation’s crime labs were de-
nying the swift administration of jus-
tice.

In his last years in the Senate, Paul
Coverdell made the improvement of fo-
rensic science services one of his high-
est priorities. Rather than renaming

VerDate 15-FEB-2001 01:32 Feb 16, 2001 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00013 Fmt 0637 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G15FE6.070 pfrm01 PsN: S15PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES1452 February 15, 2001
more programs or buildings in Paul’s
honor, we should be funding the impor-
tant legislation that he championed,
and that we already passed in his mem-
ory.

Let me say a few words about this
legislation, which I strongly supported.

The use of quality forensic science
services is widely accepted as a key to
effective crime-fighting, especially
with advanced technologies such as
DNA testing. Over the past decade,
DNA testing has emerged as the most
reliable forensic technique for identi-
fying criminals when biological mate-
rial is left at a crime scene. Because of
its scientific precision, DNA testing
can, in some cases, conclusively estab-
lish a suspect’s guilt or innocence. In
other cases, DNA testing may not con-
clusively establish guilt or innocence,
but may have significant probative
value for investigators.

While DNA’s power to root out the
truth has been a boon to law enforce-
ment, it has also been the salvation of
law enforcement’s mistakes—those
who for one reason or another, are
prosecuted and convicted of crimes
that they did not commit. In more
than 80 cases in this country, DNA evi-
dence has led to the exoneration of in-
nocent men and women who were
wrongfully convicted. This number in-
cludes at least 10 individuals sentenced
to death, some of whom came within
days of being executed. In more than a
dozen cases, moreover, post-conviction
DNA testing that has exonerated an in-
nocent person has also enhanced public
safety by providing evidence that led
to the apprehension of the real perpe-
trator.

Clearly, forensic science services like
DNA testing are critical to the effec-
tive administration of justice in 21st
century America.

Forensic science workloads have in-
creased significantly over the past 5
years, both in number and complexity.
Since Congress established the Com-
bined DNA Index System in the mid-
1990s, States have been busy collecting
DNA samples from convicted offenders
for analysis and indexing. Increased
Federal funding for State and local law
enforcement programs has resulted in
more and better trained police officers
who are collecting immense amounts
of evidence that can and should be sub-
jected to crime laboratory analysis.

Funding has simply not kept pace
with this increasing demand, and State
crime laboratories are now seriously
bottlenecked. Backlogs have impeded
the use of new technologies like DNA
testing in solving cases without sus-
pects—and reexamining cases in which
there are strong claims of innocence—
as laboratories are required to give pri-
ority status to those cases in which a
suspect is known. In some parts of the
country, investigators must wait sev-
eral months—and sometimes more
than a year—to get DNA test results
from rape and other violent crime evi-
dence. Solely for lack of funding, crit-
ical evidence remains untested while

rapists and killers remain at large, vic-
tims continue to anguish, and statutes
of limitations on prosecution expire.

Let me describe the situation in my
home State. The Vermont Forensics
Laboratory is currently operating in
an old Vermont State Hospital building
in Waterbury, VT. Though it is proudly
one of only two fully-accredited
forensics labs in New England, it is try-
ing to do 21st century science in a
1940’s building. The lab has very lim-
ited space and no central climate con-
trol—both essential conditions for pre-
cise forensic science. It also has a large
storage freezer full of untested DNA
evidence from unsolved cases, for
which there are no other leads besides
the untested evidence. The evidence is
not being processed because the lab
does not have the space, equipment or
manpower.

I commend the scientists and lab per-
sonnel at the Vermont Forensics Lab-
oratory for the fine work they do ev-
eryday under difficult circumstances.
But the people of the State of Vermont
deserve better.

The Paul Coverdell National Forensic
Sciences Improvement Act—if and
when it is fully funded—will give
States like Vermont the help they des-
perately need to handle the increased
workloads placed upon their forensic
science systems. It allocates $738 mil-
lion over the next 6 years for grants to
qualified forensic science laboratories
and medical examiner’s offices for lab-
oratory accreditation, automated
equipment, supplies, training, facility
improvements, and staff enhance-
ments.

We do not honor our colleague’s
memory by establishing a program in
his name and then leaving it unfunded.
I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support full and immediate
funding of the Paul Coverdell National
Sciences Improvement Act.

Mr. GRAMM. Mr. President, I am
honored to be an original cosponsor of
legislation to memorialize our friend,
Senator Paul Coverdell. Paul served
the citizens of the State of Georgia and
the United States for over three dec-
ades as a State legislator, Peace Corps
director, and U.S. Senator. I believe
that this bill is a fitting and appro-
priate way to memorialize Paul and his
work.

This legislation has three compo-
nents. The bill names the Washington
headquarters of the Peace Corps after
Paul Coverdell. The legislation reaf-
firms language approved at the end of
last year to ensue that the Peace
Corps’ World Wise Schools program
will carry his name as well. Paul cre-
ated the program during his tenure as
Peace Corps director. The World Wise
Schools initiative links Peace Corps
volunteers serving around the globe
with classrooms here in the United
States. Paul correctly saw that such an
effort would promote cultural aware-
ness and foster an appreciation for
global connections. Finally, the legis-
lation authorizes an appropriation of

$10 million, to be augmented by $30
million of state and private funds, to
construct the Paul D. Coverdell Build-
ing for Biomedical and Health Sciences
at the University of Georgia. Paul
Coverdell was a tireless supporter of
education in Georgia, and this building
will be a living memorial to him and
an unparalleled resource for the stu-
dents, researchers, and educators of his
State and our Nation.

The legislation consists of measures
agreed upon by a bipartisan group of
Senators assigned by Senator LOTT and
DASCHLE to review the many worthy
ideas proposed to honor Paul. After
considering many suggestions, Sen-
ators HARRY REID, ZELL MILLER, MIKE
DEWINE, and I agreed on the three pro-
visions included in the legislation
which has today been introduced by
the majority leader and passed by the
Senate. I believe that there can be no
more fitting tribute to Paul and to all
he achieved for the people of Georgia
and the country that he loved and
served until the day he died.

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I am
honored to rise today to speak of our
dear friend and colleague, Paul Cover-
dell.

We were all shocked and saddened
last July when Paul died so unexpect-
edly. Georgia had lost one of its great-
est public servants—a soft-spoken
workhorse who served the people first
and politics second. In a public career
spanning three decades—from the
Georgia Senate to the Peace Corps to
the U.S. Senate—Paul served with dig-
nity and earned everybody’s respect
along the way.

Immediately upon his death, folks in
Washington and in Georgia began to
think how we could remember this
great Georgian in a worthy and endur-
ing way.

Senator LOTT, our majority leader
and one of Paul’s greatest admirers,
appointed a four-member committee of
Senators to sort through the many
ideas for memorializing Senator Cover-
dell. There were two Republicans—PHIL
GRAMM of Texas and MIKE DEWINE of
Ohio—and two Democrats—Minority
Whip HARRY REID of Nevada and my-
self.

We quickly agreed that there should
be two memorials for Senator Cover-
dell—one in Washington and one in
Georgia.

In December, in a letter to party
leaders Senator LOTT and Minority
Leader TOM DASCHLE, we outlined the
two memorials we thought were most
fitting for Senator Coverdell.

In Georgia, we have chosen to honor
Paul’s commitment to education, re-
search and agriculture at the State’s
flagship university with The Paul D.
Coverdell Building for Biomedical and
Health Sciences. This state-of-the-art
science center will let scientists from
different fields collaborate on improv-
ing the food supply, cleaning up the en-
vironment and finding cures for dis-
ease.

This will be a joint project with the
Federal Government, the State of
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Georgia and the university. We will be
asking Congress to allocate $10 million
for the building. Georgia Governor Roy
Barnes will ask the Legislature for a
$10 million appropriation. And the uni-
versity will raise the remaining $20
million for the building.

I was so glad that Senator
Coverdell’s widow, Nancy, joined us in
announcing this memorial last month.

It is my hope that the scientists who
gather in this center under Senator
Coverdell’s name will make great dis-
coveries to improve the quality of life
in Georgia and around the world.

In Washington, we have chosen to
honor Senator Coverdell’s legacy at the
Peace Corps, where he served as direc-
tor from 1989 to 1991. Paul’s appoint-
ment to the Peace Corps was met with
great skepticism at first. But he quick-
ly gained respect by demanding profes-
sionalism and by shifting the agency’s
focus so that more money was spent
actually getting volunteers where they
were needed.

When the Berlin Wall came down,
Paul seized the opportunity to move
the Peace Corps into Eastern Europe to
promote freedom and democracy. This
move not only broadened the agency’s
mission, but also increased its prestige
around the world.

Senator Coverdell also established
the widely acclaimed World Wise
Schools Program. Under this program,
Peace Corps volunteers who have re-
turned to the United States visit
schools to give students their impres-
sions and lessons from their overseas
service.

To honor Paul’s legacy at the Peace
Corps, we are recommending that the
Peace Corps headquarters offices in
Washington be named the ‘‘Paul D.
Coverdell Peace Corps Headquarters.’’

We also are recommending the des-
ignation of the Peace Corps’ World
Wise Schools Programs as the ‘‘Paul D.
Coverdell World Wise Schools Pro-
grams.’’

Paul’s dignity and decency inspired
countless young people to serve their
fellow man in far-away places. It is our
hope that we can honor his legacy at
the Peace Corps in this lasting way.

Mr. President, I hope that my col-
leagues will join me in supporting this
memorial for our friend Senator Paul
Coverdell, and I yield the floor.

f

JOHN JOSEPH MOAKLEY U.S.
COURTHOUSE

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to the immediate consideration of H.R.
559 just received from the House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (H.R. 559) to designate the United
States courthouse located at 1 Courthouse
Way in Boston, Massachusetts, as the John
Joseph Moakley United States Courthouse.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be read a
third time and passed and that the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the
table with no intervening action.

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

The bill (H.R. 559) was read the third
time and passed.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I should
note that Senators KENNEDY and
KERRY, I believe, will be prepared to
speak on this resolution. This is a reso-
lution designating the U.S. Courthouse
in Boston after Congressman JOHN JO-
SEPH MOAKLEY. He is an outstanding
individual. Senator DODD and I both
had the privilege of serving on the
Rules Committee in the House with
him the famous Rules Committee—and
have known him for, I guess, 25 years.

I am delighted and pleased that this
bill will name this courthouse after
Congressman MOAKLEY.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I
thank my colleagues for taking such
swift action to pass the legislation for
the naming of the Federal courthouse
in Boston after my very good friend
and beloved figure in Boston, MA, Con-
gressman JOE MOAKLEY, to rename the
Federal courthouse in Boston after
him. This measure is a fitting tribute
to a wonderful friend, and an out-
standing leader, for his long and bril-
liant career in public service.

Earlier this week, JOE MOAKLEY an-
nounced his decision not to seek re-
election next year because of a serious
illness that has just been diagnosed. In
the brief time since his announcement,
the outpouring of support and affection
for JOE has been extraordinary. The
reason is obvious, JOE MOAKLEY is one
of the most beloved political leaders of
our time. All of us in Massachusetts
are especially fond of him. We admire
his strength, his wisdom, his leader-
ship, and his dedication to the people
of Boston, our State, and our Nation.

JOE and his wife Evelyn made a won-
derful team together, and we admired
and loved them both very much. Vicki
and I have such wonderful memories of
the dinners we had together with them.

In addition to this well-deserved trib-
ute today, I hope in the coming months
we can return some of the loyalty, the
affection, spirit, and support that Joe
has given to so many of us throughout
the years.

JOE MOAKLEY has always been a
fighter. He was a boxer in college and a
football star in high school. At the age
of 13, he was with his father who was
driving through south Boston, when
they saw a neighborhood bully beating
up a local child. JOE’s father pulled the
car over to the side of the road and
asked his son what he was going to do
about that situation. JOE jumped out
of the car and went to the aid of the
child and stopped the bully.

In all the years we have worked with
him in Congress, that is the JOE MOAK-
LEY we know and love—always fighting

for the underdog and all of those who
need our help the most—fighting to
provide better jobs, better education,
better health care, better lives, better
opportunities for the people of south
Boston, and Massachusetts, and the
Nation. The whole world knows of his
magnificent leadership in protecting
democracy in El Salvador.

The naming of the Federal court-
house in Boston for JOE is an especially
fitting tribute because no one has done
more to revitalize the area of south
Boston than JOE MOAKLEY. As a child,
JOE was a budding entrepreneur. I
heard him tell the story about how he
and his friends from south Boston used
to race down to the railyard, where the
courthouse now stands, to meet the
trains that delivered farm products to
the city. They collected the fruit that
fell off the trains and then would sell it
in the neighborhood. Their favorite
fruit was watermelon because it had
the highest resale value.

In half a century, and more, since
then, JOE never lost his touch or his
commitment to economic development
in south Boston. As a Congressman, he
has fought vigorously to revitalize the
entire community and its neighbor-
hoods for the past 30 years; and what
an outstanding job he has done. Thanks
to JOE MOAKLEY, the watermelons have
long since made way for a beautiful
new Federal courthouse, a convention
center, the World Trade Center, and
several new hotels. South Boston is
booming today thanks to JOE MOAK-
LEY.

When he was not working to revi-
talize south Boston’s economy or clean
up Boston Harbor, JOE MOAKLEY was
teaching his pride and joy—his french
poodle named Twiggy—to sing. I under-
stand JOE and Twiggy used to sing a fa-
mous duet to the tune of ‘‘Everybody
Loves Redheads.’’ JOE sang and Twiggy
howled, and everyone loved them both.

When I think about all JOE MOAKLEY
has done for Boston and Massachu-
setts, I also recall how long and hard
and well he fought for funds to rebuild
the Central Artery, to build the South
Boston Piers Transitway, to clean up
Boston Harbor, to modernize the Port
of Boston, and to preserve
Massachusetts’s many historic sites—
the Old State House, the Old South
Meeting House, the U.S.S. Constitu-
tion, Dorchester Heights, and our
famed historic marketplace, Faneuil
Hall. JOE MOAKLEY’ efforts to protect
and preserve these extraordinary parts
of our heritage guarantee they will be
part of our State’s history for genera-
tions to come.

In Congress, no one is more effective
on the front lines or behind the scenes
than JOE. The dean of our delegation
has touched the hearts of all our peo-
ple, and he has made a remarkable dif-
ference in their lives and hopes.

He is a voice for the voiceless, and an
inspiration to all of us who know him.
He champions the cause of hard-work-
ing families and the middle class. And
all of us are proud to stand with him in
all these battles.
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