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in front of James and Danielle Alexan-
der’s home to remember the couple 1
day after they were murdered.

A friend of the deceased said: ‘It still
doesn’t feel real, I still feel like they
are just sitting in their house.”

Another family friend said:

I don’t wish this on my worst enemy, but
it has happened. Now we have to look out for
the kids.

That is the reality: parents gone in
an instant, a brother and half brother
in 1 night in New Haven, CT, two sons
of a mother in Oakland dying because
of gunfire within 19 days. These are the
voices of the victims we are losing all
across this country.

Maybe we don’t have the votes to put
together the big package that will pro-
vide some comprehensive approach to
gun violence, but maybe between now
and the end of the year we can show
these families, we can show these com-
munities that we can at least move for-
ward a couple inches, a couple feet, to
send a message that silence will no
longer be interpreted in these commu-
nities as complicity.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time is up.

Mr. MURPHY. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

Mr. GRASSLEY. I thank the Chair.

———
NOMINATIONS

Mr. GRASSLEY. Tonight we will be
voting on the nomination of Justice
Moritz, a nominee for the Tenth Cir-
cuit. During her legal career, Justice
Moritz handled a wide variety of cases
both in the private sector and while
serving as an assistant U.S. attorney
for the District of Kansas for over 9
years. She also served on the Kansas
City Court of Appeals and is currently
a Justice of the Kansas Supreme Court.
Justice Moritz has significant appel-
late experience, and I expect she will
be confirmed tonight.

Before we vote on that nominee, I
wanted to update my colleagues on
where the Senate stands in regard to
judicial nominations. After tonight’s
vote we will have confirmed 243 of
President Obama’s district court and
circuit court nominees. To put that in
perspective, at this point in President
Bush’s Presidency, the Senate had con-
firmed 235 district and circuit court
nominees, 8 less than we have approved
for President Obama.

During President Obama’s second
term and including tonight’s nominees,
we will have confirmed 72 of President
Obama’s district and circuit court
nominees. By comparison at this point
in President Bush’s second term, the
Senate had confirmed only 32 district
and circuit court nominees. So you can
see a difference between 72 approvals
for President Obama versus 32 approv-
als for President Bush in the second
term. Despite this record, it seems to
me that no matter how many judges we
confirm, the other side, along with
some confused commentators outside
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of the Senate, cannot help but com-
plain about our progress.

Last week one member from the Ju-
diciary Committee accused Repub-
licans of obstructing and slowing the
nomination process through the Presi-
dent’s entire term, but as I just pointed
out, the Senate has confirmed more of
President Obama’s judges than we had
at this point during President Bush’s
term. Another way to put it is all but
two of President Obama’s nominees
have been approved, so that is a 99-plus
percent approval. These complaints
just do not ring true.

Even the Washington Post, which
was never a friend of George W. Bush,
now recognizes how well President
Obama is doing on judges. A recent ar-
ticle entitled, ‘Obama overtakes
George W. Bush on judges confirmed,”
noted that ‘‘the Senate has confirmed
more Obama nominees to the federal
branch than were confirmed at this
point in Bush’s second term.”’

The Washington Post has also con-
ceded that President Obama’s con-
firmation rate essentially matches
that of President Bush and President
Clinton.

I also heard one of my colleagues
complain about the President’s va-
cancy rate, but the reason the vacancy
rate is marginally higher than during
President Bush’s term is because Presi-
dent Obama has simply had more va-
cancies and more work to do in filling
these vacancies during his Presidency.
There have been more judges retiring
now than during the last administra-
tion, which obviously creates more va-
cancies.

As you have heard me say many
times on the floor of the Senate, we
cannot deal with nominees until they
come to the Senate. In other words, the
President has to do his work before we
can do our work.

The bottom line is that we are con-
firming judges at the same rate. It
takes time to process and review each
nominee who comes before us. This is
simply the way the Senate works in its
role to advise and consent on judicial
nominees.

It isn’t just lately that the Senate
has worked its will in making sure
these nominees are good ones to ap-
prove. That is the way it has been done
for a long period of time. In other
words, we simply don’t have the Presi-
dent submit somebody and bring it be-
fore the Senate. It takes a lot of home-
work to make sure that not just their
qualifications but all the other evi-
dence that comes from the White
House is reviewed adequately.

So there is simply no basis to say Re-
publicans are not giving this President
fair treatment. In fact, just last week
the Senate confirmed nine judges. That
is the most judges confirmed in 1 week
this entire Congress. In fact, we
haven’t confirmed nine judges in 1
week since December 2010, when we
needed to vote on a Sunday to get nine
judges confirmed during 1 week.

So I take this time just to remind my
colleagues of the excellent work the
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Senate is doing on confirmations, and
of course I do it to set the record
straight.

I congratulate tonight’s nominee on
her anticipated confirmation, a con-
firmation for which I will vote.

I yield the floor.

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.

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KAINE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

——
CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

——————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF NANCY L. MORITZ
TO BE UNITED STATES CIRCUIT
JUDGE FOR THE TENTH CIR-
CUIT—Resumed

NOMINATION OF PETER A.
SELFRIDGE TO BE CHIEF OF
PROTOCOL AND TO HAVE THE
RANK OF AMBASSADOR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider
the following nominations which the
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nominations of Nancy L. Moritz, of
Kansas, to be United States Circuit
Judge for the Tenth Circuit, and Peter
A. Selfridge, of Minnesota, to be Chief
of Protocol, and to have the rank of
Ambassador during his tenure of serv-
ice.

VOTE ON MORITZ NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, there will be 2 min-
utes of debate prior to a vote on the
Moritz nomination.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today, we
will vote to confirm Nancy Moritz to
fill a vacancy in the U.S. Court of Ap-
peals for the Tenth Circuit. Nancy
Moritz is currently a justice on the
Kansas Supreme Court, where she has
been serving since 2011. She has the
qualifications and has the support of
her two Republican home State Sen-
ators, Mr. PAT ROBERTS and Mr. JERRY
MORAN. She was also reported from the
Judiciary Committee unanimously by
voice vote this past January.

The Republicans continue to object
to votes on all judicial nominations,
even for completely noncontroversial
nominees such as Justice Moritz. Clo-
ture was finally invoked on Justice
Moritz’s nomination last week. There
is no reason her nomination should
have been filibustered given the bipar-
tisan support that she has.
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