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COURTS: More than a third of Bush nominees have ties to energy interests, 
records show 

More than a third of President Bush's nominees to federal district courts have worked 
as either lobbyists or lawyers for the energy industry, according to financial 
disclosure forms made public this week. 

Of the 59 individuals that Bush has nominated for seats on federal appeals courts or 
the U.S. Court of Federal Claims, 21 have received some level of financial 
compensation for either working for or holding a stake in energy sector companies. 

The data was made available this week by the Center for Investigative Reporting. 
CIR has collected the forms that nominees had to submit to the Senate Judiciary 
Committee and to the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, which include records 
of their past jobs and all other potential sources of income. 

Among those with records of working for the energy industry is former Interior 
Solicitor William Myers, who was nominated in May 2003 to fill a spot on the 9th U.S. 
Circuit Court of Appeals. 

From 1997 to 2001, Myers worked for Holland & Hart LLP -- a major law firm with 
offices spread across the western United States. Among Holland & Hart's clients are 
corporations such as Arch Coal, Peabody Coal and Kennecott Energy. 

Republican senators have thus far been unable to corral enough votes to end a 
procedural block orchestrated by Senate Democrats on Myers' nomination. In July, a 
cloture vote fell seven votes short of the neccessary 60 votes needed to end debate 
and move to a vote on the nomination. 

Environmentalists repeatedly attacked Myers as the most egregious example of Bush 
nominees who place corporate concerns far above environmental regulations, and his 
nomination was the first during the Bush presidency to be defeated almost 
exclusively due to environmentalist objections. 

Another nominee who has profited from energy interests is current 5th U.S. Circuit 
Court of Appeals Judge Charles Pickering. Democrats had successfully blocked 
Pickering's nomination, but Bush used a recess appointment in January 2004 to place 
the former Mississippi judge on the federal bench. Pickering's appointment is valid 
until the 109th Congress convenes in January 2005. 

Pickering has reported holding an interest worth up to $250,000 in an oil producing 
enterprise called Tenrgys LLC. According to the center, he is also a managing 
member of Wilton Investments -- another company engaged in oil exploration and 
production. 



Other nominees widely opposed by environmentalists with industry connections 
include Janice Rogers Brown, nominee for the District of Columbia Circuit; Carolyn 
Kuhl, nominee for the 9th Circuit; Priscilla Owen, nominee for the 5th Circuit; and 
Victor Wolski, judge on the Court of Federal Claims. 

Environmentalists have in the past pointed to the employment histories of nominees 
such as Myers and Pickering as an indicator that the Bush administration is looking to 
stack the federal courts with industry-friendly judges. 

"It doesn't surprise me that a number of these people have a record of working for 
the energy industry and other special interests who are opposed to environmental 
protection, because their records in many cases reflect the same positions that the 
industry groups are pushing in the courts," said Glenn Sugameli, an attorney for 
Earthjustice. 

Republicans, meanwhile, have argued that the nominees appointed by Bush are 
qualified to sit on the federal bench and Senate Democrats are blocking the 
president's constitutional right to get a Senate vote on them. 

Sean Rushton, executive director of the Committee for Justice, said it is to be 
expected that judicial nominees will have some level of experience working in the 
private sector. The committee was founded by former White House Counsel C. 
Boyden Gray in 2002 and is specifically designed to lobby for Bush's nominees. 

"Republican lawyers maybe tend to come from certain sectors, Democratic lawyers 
tend to come from other sectors," Rushton said. Later adding, "Who doesn't have 
some law firm experience? Nine times out of 10 who are you representing? You are 
defending big companies." 

Rushton also said that the key difference between Bush's nominees and those 
nominated by Democrats in the past, is that GOP-backed judges tend to practice 
more judicial restraint. 

"What really matters at the end of the day, once they are appointed, is that they 
understand the proper role of the judge as a neutral interpreter of the law," Rushton 
said. "It's not our side that talks about pro-business judges, it's the other side that 
talks about pro-plaintiff judges or pro-environment judges." 
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