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Mike began his public service career
in 1960 with the Bureau of Land Man-
agement in the Interior Department,
spending his last 4 years there as chief
of the Division of Legislation and Reg-
ulatory Management. He received a
J.D. from Georgetown University in
1963, while working at BLM. In the
mid-1960s he served with the Public
Land Law Review Commission and the
Federal Water Pollution Control Ad-
ministration.

In 1973 Mike accepted an invitation
from Senator Henry M. Jackson to be-
come special counsel to the Senate
Committee on Interior and Insular Af-
fairs. In February 1977, when the Sen-
ate reorganized its committee struc-
ture and created the Senate Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources,
Mike was appointed its first chief
counsel. Until his retirement in 1995,
he served as majority chief counsel
during the years that the Democrats
controlled the Senate and as chief
counsel and staff director for the mi-
nority when Republicans held the ma-
jority.

During his tenure with the com-
mittee, Mike played a key role in de-
veloping landmark legislation involv-
ing Alaska lands, the regulation of sur-
face coal mining, and Federal energy
policy and land management. His
knowledge of the law regarding natural
resources was enclyclopedic and his
judgment was well-respected. Mike was
dedicated to achieving good public pol-
icy and his counsel was always given
with that paramount objective in
mind. In addition to providing a sound-
ing board on a huge range of issues,
Mike was a role model, a teacher and a
mentor for his colleagues. He estab-
lished a high standard of profes-
sionalism among the committee staff
and instilled it, by his example more
than by precept, in the generation of
young staff members that he trained.

Mike was known by all who worked
with him for his dedicated profes-
sionalism and the breadth and depth of
his substantive expertise. But he was
perhaps known best for the extremely
high standard of ethics he brought to
public service. You could always get a
legal opinion from Mike of the highest
caliber, and you could be absolutely
confident that the opinion was free of
any special interest or personal pre-
judgment. He was a talented profes-
sional and a fine human being.

Mike was actively involved in Amer-
ican Bar Association activities. He
served on the council of the ABA Sec-
tion of Natural Resources Law. He was
past chairman of the Fairfax County
Park Authority. He served as a con-
gressional adviser to the U.S. delega-
tion to the third U.N. Conference on
the Law of the Sea and served on the
board of governors of the Henry M.
Jackson Foundation and the board of
directors of the Public Land Founda-
tion. Mike often attended the theater,
loved poetry, and was known to quote
Shakespeare at length.

The Senate was fortunate to have the
benefit of Mike Harvey’s considerable
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talents for many years. I was privi-
leged to have worked with him and to
have known him. Our deepest sym-
pathies go out to Mike’s family: his
wife, Pat; his four children, Michelle,
Jeffrey, David, and Leslie; and his 10
grandchildren. We share in their loss.

In eulogizing the great Scoop Jack-
son, Mike relied on a quotation from
Shakespeare. I believe that Shake-
speare’s eloquent words apply as well
to the late Mike Harvey:

His life was noble, and the elements so
mixed in him that Nature might stand up
and say to all the world: ‘“This was a man.”’

I yield the floor.

————
CAPITOL HILL POLICE

Mr. WELLSTONE. Madam President,
regarding the Capitol Hill police, I will
try to write a resolution and have it
passed by the Senate, I hope they will
do the same on the House side. I want
to thank the Capitol Hill police for
what they have been doing for us. I
think my colleagues are aware, but
sometimes in the rush of war it is easy
to forget. Many of the Capitol Police
are putting in 17- and 18-hour days. You
can see the exhaustion on their faces.

I have been thanking the officers in-
dividually when I walk by, and they
are very gracious, but it is almost as if
they are saying: Well, it is hard, but we
want to do this.

We owe a real debt of gratitude to
them. I will try to bring a resolution to
the floor tomorrow and have that
passed. It would mean a lot. I think all
Senators are very grateful. Those are
long days and weeks. They are doing
the extra work for the security for all
of us.

———————

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT
OF 2001

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Madam Presi-
dent, I rise today to speak about hate
crimes legislation I introduced with
Senator KENNEDY in March of this
year. The Local Law Enforcement Act
of 2001 would add new categories to
current hate crimes legislation sending
a signal that violence of any kind is
unacceptable in our society.

I would like to describe a terrible
crime that occurred March 6, 2001 in

Middleburg, PA. Two brothers, Todd
Justin Clinger, 20, and Troy Lee
Clinger, 18, were charged with at-

tempted homicide after severely beat-
ing a neighbor, Michael Aucker, 41. Po-
lice allege that one of the brothers,
Troy, said that Aucker tried to make a
pass at them while the trio drank beer
in their trailer. Police said the three
men walked out on the deck, where the
brothers allegedly punched and
stomped on Aucker with heavy work
boots several times before taking the
bleeding Aucker to his nearby trailer.
Aucker was discovered a day and a half
later by a neighbor and co-worker.
When they found him, he was in a coma
and every bone in his face and nose
were broken.
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I believe that government’s first duty
is to defend its citizens, to defend them
against the harms that come out of
hate. The Local Law Enforcement En-
hancement Act of 2001 is now a symbol
that can become substance. I believe
that by passing this legislation, we can
change hearts and minds as well.

———

THE NEED FOR RURAL AIR
TRANSPORTATION

Mrs. LINCOLN. Madam President, I
rise today to express my deep concern
with the state of the airline industry in
the United States.

On Friday, September 21, Congress
passed the ‘“‘Air Transportation Safety
and System Stabilization Act.” This
bill provided the commercial airline in-
dustry with $15 billion in emergency
aid and loans. The intention of the bill
was to ensure that our system of com-
mercial air transportation remained
viable nationwide, both in less popu-
lous rural areas and in larger metro-
politan areas.

When this bill came before the Sen-
ate, I had reservations about how effec-
tive it would be. I was not convinced
that it would do enough to help the
tens of thousands of workers who were
being laid off by the airline companies;
I was not convinced that it provided
adequate incentives to assist the air-
lines in correcting the management
problems that had forced them into a
corner to begin with; I was not con-
vinced that it would do enough to en-
courage passenger confidence in the
wake of the horrible hijackings of Sep-
tember 11; and I was not convinced
that we were taking adequate time to
consider the ramifications of the pack-
age. I expressed my reservations to sev-
eral of my colleagues, and I was as-
sured that we would deal with those
concerns soon after.

It would appear my reservations were
well-founded. One important provision
of the stabilization bill was that the
airlines would honor their service com-
mitments so that small communities
would not lose scheduled air service.
This week, United Airlines announced
that they are discontinuing service to
Little Rock, AR. The cutback at Little
Rock was one component of a sweeping
reduction in capacity which will reduce
United’s service from 2,300 daily flights
worldwide to 1,900 daily flights. Ac-
cording to the airline, the cutback is a
result of the reduced demand for travel
nationwide. Similar cuts were made in
Virginia, Washington, and Alabama.
The airline claims that service will re-
sume if demand for air travel picks up.

The day after the United announce-
ment, other airlines followed suit.
American Eagle, USAirways Express,
Continental Express, TWA, Delta, and
Northwest all curtailed their service to
Arkansas as well. Most of these air-
lines only reduced their schedules, but
it is still enough to limit the options
for transportation in and out of Arkan-
sas. These cuts are a blow to the eco-
nomic well-being of rural States. How
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can rural economies ever grow if we
don’t maintain transportation to those
States?

When the airline stabilization bill
came before the Senate, there were
several legitimate reasons for us to
support it. In the aftermath of the Sep-
tember 11 attacks, the federal govern-
ment had shut down the airlines for
nearly three days, dealing a serious
blow to their revenues. Furthermore,
once the planes were in the air again,
the airlines suffered a significant de-
cline in passengers. When we passed
the bill, we were looking to ease the
blow of the shutdown and subsequent
decline in ridership.

Now that I see how the commercial
airlines are going to treat small- and
mid-sized markets and rural States, it
is clear to me that we may have rushed
the airline stabilization package. Cer-
tainly, if I had known that the airlines
were simply going to take the money
and then announce they would no
longer serve my constituents, I might
have thought again about the vote I
cast in favor of that package.

I have contacted the Secretary of
Transportation to express my concerns
and ask for a full review of these sched-
uled service reductions. I hope that my
colleagues will join me in requesting
this review, to ensure that the Amer-
ican people are getting a fair return on
the investment they have made in the
airline industry.

Perhaps the great lesson of the air-
line stabilization package is that, if we
are going to enact policy to build and
strengthen our economy, we need to
have adequate discussion and debate to
ensure that the policies are effective,
constructive, and broad-based. In the
coming weeks and months, as we take
up other matters of economic policy,
funding for defense and national secu-
rity, and agricultural policy, let’s take
care to consider the ramifications and
the realities of what we’re dealing with
so that we can do what’s best for our
entire Nation.

————
DEFENSE NATIONAL STOCKPILE

Mr. CLELAND. Madam President, I
am pleased to join the Chairman and
our colleagues from the Senate Armed
Services Committee, Senator COLLINS,
and Senator HUTCHINSON, in a colloquy
on the forest products industry and the
release of materials from the Defense
National Stockpile that poses a poten-
tial threat to this industry.

The forest products industry is an
important industry for our Nation, and
for my own State of Georgia as well. It
is important in the sense that it pro-
vides materials critical to our way of
life, and also because it employs a
large number of our fellow citizens. It
is an industry that reaches into a large
number of States. Any process under-
taken by a branch of our Federal Gov-
ernment that would harm the forest
products industry would, therefore, be
likely to draw the attention and the
immediate response of this Congress. I
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certainly would seek to participate in
such a response, and to engender the
greatest possible support among my
colleagues.

We have been faced in recent weeks
with the prospect that the sale or other
release of sebacic acid, a lubricant and
plasticizer made by the forest product
industry, by the Defense National
Stockpile might result in the harmful
depression of the sebacic acid market
and thereby harm the forest products
industry. I have been following this
matter closely. My staff coordinated a
meeting between the officials respon-
sible for the Defense National Stock-
pile and representatives of the indus-
try, in the hopes that such a meeting
and negotiation would resolve any po-
tential problems associated with the
authority for Federal sebacic acid re-
lease. The officials responsible for the
stockpile assured me that the current
authorization for release of sebacic
acid was not excessive and that the re-
lease would be gauged so as not to have
a negative impact on the price of se-
bacic acid. These assurances were made
while acknowledging the release of an
additional 400,000 pounds of acid, which
I understand was needed this year in
order to make up for the mismanage-
ment of the contracting process for
last year’s stockpile release.

The forest products industry in Geor-
gia and, indeed, across the country is
highly concerned with this year’s pro-
posed release, and has requested that
Congress restrict the authorization to
release material from the stockpile.
Having received assurances from the
officials managing the stockpile re-
lease, along with their request that we
avoid legislation affecting the annual
authorization to release sebacic acid, I
am here today to serve notice that I
will closely follow the scope and effect
of any sebacic acid release over the
next year. If the release has a negative
effect on the market for sebacic acid, I
will vigorously pursue legislation in
the next authorization bill to curtail
future releases of sebacic acid.

Ms. COLLINS. I thank the Senator.
As does the Senator from Georgia, I
view this matter as one of national im-
portance, deriving from the policies of
the Department of Defense, which fall
within the oversight of our Committee.
I also share his concerns because, as
does he and many of our colleagues, I
have constituents who depend on the
forest products industry for their live-
lihood.

I am also pleased that we have agreed
to this colloquy as a bipartisan expres-
sion of our mutual concern over the
current Department of Defense release
authority for sebacic acid. Having
taken this measured step this year, I
will monitor the impact of Department
of Defense sebacic acid release on the
market, and will be ready to join my
colleagues in taking legislative action
as required.

The fact that an additional amount
of acid is being released now, due to
the acknowledged contracting miscues
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on the part of Department of Defense
officials last year, is a further indica-
tion that we must be prepared to act in
our oversight role to restrict future re-
leases of sebacic acid. The horrible acts
of terrorism that befell us on Sep-
tember 11 have had an effect on our
economy. I believe the Department
must take current economic conditions
into account as it implements its re-
leases of sebacic acid over the coming
year.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. I thank my good
friend from Maine, Senator COLLINS,
and our distinguished colleagues from
the Senate Armed Services Committee.
I need not tell them that the forest
products industry is an important in-
dustry in Arkansas. I will stand with
you, if it becomes necessary, to restrict
the Department of Defense authoriza-
tion for release of sebacic acid. I know
that we will be joined by many others,
on both sides of the aisle. It is easy to
see that the impact of this issue has
the potential to affect the quality of
life of working Americans across any
number of states. I find it reassuring
that our Committee is making such a
strong statement of our intention to
act if necessary. Our restraint this
year demonstrates the trust we place
in the Department of Defense to act
reasonably within the scope of current
legislative language. But that restraint
will turn to resolve if the release of se-
bacic acid under the current authority
proves harmful to the sebacic acid
market.

Mr. LEVIN. I appreciate the Senator
from Georgia, Mr. CLELAND, bringing
this issue to my attention. I also ap-
preciate the fact that the Senators
from Georgia, Maine, and Arkansas
have sought a colloquy on this issue to
avoid offering an amendment to the
National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2002 and thereby slowing
its passage in this time of crisis. The
current law requires the Department of
Defense to ensure that its sales of ex-
cess materials from the National De-
fense Stockpile do not adversely affect
the markets for those materials. It is
especially important in our current
economic situation that the Depart-
ment not take actions that would harm
the private sector. I fully expect that
the Department will comply with the
law and act prudently in this regard.

———

AMERICA: ‘BACK ON THE JOB’

Mr. NELSON of Nebraska. Madam
President, I would like to recognize the
tremendous outpouring of solidarity
and support from America’s citizens in
response to the September 11 terrorist
attacks. The nation’s collective reac-
tion to the horror of that day has been
one of compassion and focused deter-
mination. I am pleased, not just with
the response from our elected officials
and our opinion-makers, but with all of
our citizens across the country who
have shown such courage in the face of
adversity.

In an outcome that has surely
flummoxed the mastermind of this
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