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Economic and Financial Affairs Com-
mittee; and the Deputy Chief of Mis-
sion from the People’s Republic of
China to the United States, Mr. Zheng
Zeguang.

I ask that the Senate stand in recess
for a few minutes so that Members may
greet our guests and have an oppor-
tunity to thank them for coming to
join us for these historic talks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right for a minute, I note that
Senator STEVENS and Senator INOUYE
performed a magnificent service to our
Senate and to our country by hosting
our distinguished guests from China in
such a superb manner. They and their
staffs put on a superlative discussion
over these 2 days, and Senator STEVENS
recognized with his foresight the two
countries will determine the future of
the world. I commend Senator STEVENS
and Senator INOUYE in particular for
recognizing that and initiating these
exchanges which are now in their sec-
ond year. On behalf of the Senate and
the country, we are in their debt.

Mr. STEVENS. I personally thank
Senator INOUYE, who is our co-chair-
man, for his work on this matter. We
went to China last year to meet with
this delegation, and we have been hon-
ored to host them in our country.

——
RECESS

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
stand in recess so Members may greet
our guests.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 4:04 p.m., recessed until 4:10 p.m. and
reassembled when called to order by
the Presiding Officer (Mr. COBURN).

———

NOMINATION OF JANICE ROGERS
BROWN TO BE UNITED STATES
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT—
Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont is recognized for 10
minutes.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, over the
course of the Senate’s consideration of
the nomination of Janice Rogers
Brown, we have heard many compelling
statements in opposition. Signifi-
cantly, we have heard from both Sen-
ators from California in opposition.
Their opposition, like mine, is based on
Justice Brown’s record.

Through bipartisan action, the Sen-
ate has deterred the misguided bid by
some on the other side of the aisle for
one-party rule by means of their so-
called nuclear option. Thanks to the
hard work of a bipartisan group of 14
Senators, we have, for now, preserved
the system of checks and balances. I
mention this because as we vote on the
nomination of Janice Rogers Brown, I
urge all Senators to take seriously the
Senate’s constitutionally mandated
role in determining who is going to
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serve lifetime appointments in the
Federal judiciary.

I wish all Senators, Republicans and
Democrats alike, would take these
matters seriously and vote their con-
sciences and evaluate with clear eyes
the fitness of this woman for this life-
time appointment. After all, some of
my Republican colleagues have admit-
ted to me privately how they would
like to vote. They know that Justice
Brown is a consummate judicial activ-
ist whose record shows she favors roll-
ing back the clock 100 years on work-
ers’ and consumer rights and consist-
ently has taken the side of corpora-
tions against average Americans.

Her record shows she does not believe
in clean air and clean water protec-
tions for Americans and their commu-
nities. She does not believe in laws pro-
viding affordable housing, and she
would, if she could, wipe out zoning
laws that protect homeowners. Her
record shows she takes an extremely
narrow view of protections against sex-
ual harassment, race discrimination,
employment discrimination, and age
discrimination. In fact, she has such a
hostility toward such programs as So-
cial Security that she has argued that
Social Security is unconstitutional.
She has said that ‘‘[t]Joday’s senior citi-
zens blithely cannibalize their grand-
children . . . ”

Why is this important? Because she
would be on a court that would handle
every one of these issues, and it would
mean that as a judicial activist, she
would rule entirely different in the
cases that court decides.

We have heard a lot about her life
story. If this were a vote on a Senate
resolution commemorating her life
story, I am sure the entire Senate
would gladly support it. Instead, this is
a vote about the lives of multiple mil-
lions of other Americans whose lives
would be affected by this nominee’s
ideological activist penchants. This is,
after all, a lifetime appointment on a
Federal circuit court on which her ide-
ology would be especially harmful and
destructive to the people. That is why
she has earned opposition of African-
American leaders, law professors, and
newspapers around the country. In
fact, the list of African-American orga-
nizations and individuals opposing Jus-
tice Brown’s nomination is one of the
most troubling indications that this is
another divisive, ideologically driven
nomination. All 39 members of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus oppose her
nomination. The Nation’s oldest and
largest association of predominantly
African-American lawyers and judges,
the National Bar Association, and its
state counterpart, the California Asso-
ciation of Black Lawyers, both oppose
this nomination. The foremost na-
tional civil rights organization, the
Leadership Conference on Civil Rights,
opposes it.

The women of Delta Sigma Theta op-
pose this nomination.

I ask unanimous consent that letters
detailing opposition, as well as a list of
such letters, be printed in the RECORD.
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There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

LETTERS OF OPPOSITION TO THE NOMINATION
OF JANICE ROGERS BROWN TO THE D.C. CIR-
CUIT COURT OF APPEALS

PUBLIC OFFICIALS

Congressional Black Caucus; 23 Members of
the California Delegation to the United
States House of Representatives: Diane E.
Watson, 33rd District; Maxine Waters, 35th
District; Lucille Roybal-Allard, 34th Dis-
trict; Bob Filner, 51st District; Tom Lantos,
12th District; George Miller, 7th District;
Lynn Woolsey, 6th District; Mike Honda,
16th District; Lois Capps, 23rd District; Bar-
bara Lee, 9th District; Hilda L. Solis, 32nd
District; Loretta Sanchez, 47th District;
Linda Sanchez, 39th District; Joe Baca, 43rd
District; Anna Eshoo, 14th District; Pete
Stark, 13th District; Juanita Millender-
McDonald, 37th District; Grace F. Napoli-
tano, 38th District; Xavier Becerra, 31st Dis-
trict; Nancy Pelosi, 8th District; Henry A.
Waxman, 30th District; Dennis Cardoza, 18th
District; Carol Moseley Braun, Paul Strauss.

CALIFORNIA ORGANIZATIONS

California Association of Black Lawyers;
California State Conference of the NAACP;
California Teachers’ Association; Justice for
All Project: Committee for Judicial Inde-
pendence; Black Women Lawyers of Los An-
geles; SEIU Local 99; Feminist Majority; Si-
erra Club, Southern California; Western Law
Center for Disability Rights; Planned Par-
enthood Los Angeles; Stonewall Democratic
Club; NAACP Legal Defense Fund; People for
the American Way, California; California
Women’s Law Center; Universalist-Unitarian
Project Freedom of Religion; National Coun-
cil of Jewish Women—California; Pacific In-
stitute for Women’s Health; Equal Justice
Society; California Association of Black
Lawyers; California Federation of Labor,
AFL~CIO; Sierra Club Environmental Law
Program; National Center for Lesbian
Rights; National Organization for Women,
California; San Francisco La Raza Lawyers;
Planned Parenthood Golden Gate; California
Abortion and Reproductive Rights Action
League; Disability Rights Education & De-
fense Fund; Chinese for Affirmative Action;
National Employment Lawyers Association.

NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

AFCSME; AFL-CIO; American Association
of University Women, National and Vermont
chapters; Americans for Democratic Action;
Americans United for Separation of Church
and State; Committee for Judicial Independ-
ence; Delta Sigma Theta Sorority;
EarthJustice; International Brotherhood of
Electrical Workers; Leadership Conference
on Civil Rights; League of Conservation Vot-
ers; Legal Momentum (NOW LDF);
MALDEF; NAACP, National and District of
Columbia Organizations; NARAL Pro-Choice
America; National Abortion Federation; Na-
tional Bar Association; National Black
Chamber of Commerce; National Council of
Jewish Women; National Employment Law-
yers Association; National Family Planning
& Reproductive Health Association; National
Organization for Women; National Partner-
ship for Women and Families; Natural Re-
source Defense Council; National Senior
Citizens Law Center, on behalf of: National
Committee to Preserve Social Security &
Medicare; Alliance of Retired Americans;
Families USA; AFSCME Retirees Program;
Gray Panthers; Center for Medicare Advo-
cacy; National Health Law Program; Na-
tional Women’s Law Center; National Urban
League; People for the American Way;
Planned Parenthood Federation of America;
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