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to plea bargain because they cannot
give a speedy trial. So the police go
through all the work, the Federal agen-
cies and everybody, to apprehend some-
body, and then because we can’t guar-
antee a speedy trial because there are
s0 many vacancies in the Federal
court, somebody who has been charged
with a crime suddenly sees their charge
lowered. If you are a taxpayer and you
pay the bill, as we all are for these
courts, and you have a case, a civil
case, you cannot get it heard for some-
times 2, 3, 4, 5 years. Justice delayed is
justice denied. I mention this, Mr.
President; I certainly, and I understand
everybody on this side of the aisle,
would be ready to go ahead and vote up
or down every one of these nine judges
right now and clear this up.

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. LEAHY. I yield without losing
my right to the floor. Of course, I yield
to the distinguished Senator from Ken-
tucky.

Mr. FORD. When the Senator said we
had other nominees, and he only listed
the judicial, there are other nominees
on the Executive Calendar who have no
reason to be held. For instance, we
have a woman who has been serving for
4 years on the Uranium Enrichment
Corporation. She came before the En-
ergy Committee on February 11. She
was given the greatest of accolades for
the tremendous job she had done, and
she is caught up in the holds on every-
thing else. And now 90 days have
passed since she was unanimously re-
ported out of the Energy Committee.

The Uranium Enrichment Corpora-
tion is about to privatize. There is $2
billion, approximately, in this budget
that will have to be voted on by that
particular individual. They said—the
“they’”” being the majority—let her
have a contract, just a consultant’s
contract. And that means she can sit
there and listen but cannot say a word
or cast a vote. We are about ready to
close the deal.

So not only do we have the judicial
problem, we have other nominations
that are vitally important to my State
and the State of Ohio of which we have
a vital interest. I want to encourage
the Senator. I am about to make a
unanimous consent request that we
bring Margaret Greene up so we might
try to do something here to get her
moving and on the board so she can
continue to make decisions and do the
good work she has been complimented
for by the Energy Committee. So I
thank the Senator.

Mr. LEAHY. If I might say to my
friend from Kentucky, the irony is that
Margaret Hornbeck Greene, if there
was to be a vote on her, would get
every vote in this place. So instead,
what you have is somebody in the back
recesses of a cloakroom somewhere
holding this woman up, as are a whole
lot of other women on this list being
held up by people who say, ‘“We won’t
vote on these women. We just won’t let
them come to a vote.”
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Nobody is going to vote them down.
They are all going to be confirmed, if
we have a vote. But these women are
all being held up by somebody who will
not come in the Chamber and say who
it is holding them up. But just do it.
Frankly, I would like to see all of these
people—the committees have passed on
them. The committees have given
them, in most cases, unanimous rec-
ommendations and some overwhelming
recommendations.

Let the Senate work its will. I think
it is wrong to hold them up but espe-
cially in the courts. The courts now
face an enormous problem. People are
declining appointments to the Federal
judiciary because they say they are not
going to sit around for 2 or 3 years
while their law practices fall apart
waiting for the Senate to do what we
are paid to do.

We have, as I said earlier, in the sec-
ond circuit, my own circuit, a judicial
emergency, the first time ever, and yet
we have two second circuit court of ap-
peals judges voted out of the com-
mittee sitting on the calendar and can-
not be voted upon. It is wrong, Mr.
President, for the Senate to try to di-
minish the Federal bench.

One of the most important parts of
our democracy is the fact that we have
an independent judiciary. No other na-
tion on Earth has the ability to ap-
point to a judiciary, handling as com-
plex and varied items as ours does, and
still retain its independence. Some, I
am afraid to say, on the other side of
the aisle and in the other body feel
that we must start intimidating these
judges—their words, that we must start
holding up these judges—their words.

That is wrong. This democracy is
maintained and is able to remain a de-
mocracy, even though it is the most
powerful nation on Earth, because of
an independent judiciary. We hurt all
Americans. We hurt the criminal jus-
tice system; we allow people to escape
for their misdeeds if we do not have the
judges there to try the cases. And if
you are a private litigant, you cannot
be heard. Even though you pay the
taxes, you pay the bills, you cannot be
heard because the judges are not there.

I see the distinguished senior Senator
from Arizona in the Chamber. I know
he is seeking recognition.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

Mr. McCAIN. I would like to thank
the Senator from Vermont for his cour-
tesy. I know he is addressing a very im-
portant issue and I appreciate his for-
bearance while I propound a unanimous
consent request.

————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—S. 1260

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the majority
leader, after consultation with the
Democratic leader, may proceed to the
consideration of S. 1260. I further ask
consent there be 2 hours of general de-
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bate on the bill equally divided in the
usual form. I further ask that the only
first-degree amendments, other than
the committee-reported substitute, be
the following: That first-degree amend-
ments be subject to relevant second-de-
gree amendments—Sarbanes-Bryan, se-
curities market; Sarbanes-Bryan, secu-
rities market—three Sarbanes-Bryan,
securities market; two Bryan-Sar-
banes, securities market; Cleland,
class-action lawsuits; Biden, relevant
amendment; Wellstone, State laws;
Feingold, dispute resolution; D’Amato,
relevant; and Dodd, relevant; that upon
the disposition of the listed amend-
ments, the committee substitute be
agreed to, the bill be read a third time,
and the Senate then vote on passage of
S. 1260, with no intervening action or
debate, provided that Senator REID of
Nevada be recognized to speak for up to
10 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and it
is so ordered.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—S. 2037

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the majority lead-
er, after consultation with the Demo-
cratic leader, may proceed to the con-
sideration of S. 2037. I further ask that
there be 60 minutes for debate equally
divided between Senator HATCH and
Senator LEAHY, with 15 minutes of Sen-
ator HATCH’s time controlled by Sen-
ator ASHCROFT. I further ask that the
only amendment in order be the man-
agers’ technical amendment. I finally
ask consent that following the expira-
tion or yielding back of time, the bill
be read a third time and the Senate
then proceed to a vote on passage of S.
2037, with no intervening action or de-
bate.

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

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I would
like to say now we have also only one
remaining concern about the H-1 B bill
of Senator ABRAHAM. We would like to
move to it tonight. I understand that
on the Democratic side of the aisle
there is no objection. We are working
on it now.

So I would like to inform my col-
leagues that we may move to the Abra-
ham bill, which has been cleared on the
Democratic side, if we can clear it on
the Republican side, and, if so, then
there will be amendments considered
tonight.

————

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. McCAIN. While that is being
worked out, I now ask unanimous con-
sent that there be a period for the
transaction of routine morning busi-
ness until 7:15 p.m., with Senators per-
mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes.

Mr. LEAHY. Reserving the right to
object, and I shall not object, does that
statement by the distinguished acting
leader mean there will be no more roll-
call votes tonight?
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