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I worked very hard on behalf of these
nominees. But to make it clear, the
nominees from Arizona were President
Clinton’s nominees. I worked with my
colleague in the House, ED PASTOR, a
Democrat, in helping to ensure that
these nominees could be considered in
this session of the Congress; that we
could have the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee approve the nominations, and
send them to the floor for consider-
ation. It was still laid over over the
August recess. Notwithstanding all of
that, we were able to get it done.

But in the case of Bonnie Campbell,
she is a circuit court nominee. I know
Senator GRASSLEY and Senator HARKIN
have an agreement that they will sup-
port each other’s nominees when the
other party is in power. In this case,
the Democratic President makes a
nominee, and Senator HARKIN is sup-
portive and Senator GRASSLEY is also
supportive. He certainly has been sup-
portive.

I want the Record to be clear—I am
sure Senator HARKIN would concur in
this—that Senator GRASSLEY has been
a very strong advocate for Bonnie
Campbell.

I think the circumstances that per-
mitted us to confirm these other four
nominees—one from Illinois and three
from Arizona —didn’t have anything to
do with the seniority on the committee
or it wouldn’t have been possible for
the Arizona judges to have been con-
firmed by the Senate.

I thank the Chair.

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I re-
spond by saying I was not trying to
imply one way or the other that senior-
ity had something to do with who gets
out of the Judiciary Committee. My
main point was that three of the four
nominees we voted on today have been
pending a very short time. They were
nominated in July, their hearing was
in July, and they were reported out of
Committee in July—all in the same
week. And they were brought to the
floor today. Bonnie Campbell has been
sitting there for 215 days. She had her
hearing in May. Yet they won’t report
her out of the Judiciary Committee.

This is unfair. It is unfair to her. It is
unfair to the women of this country. It
is unfair to the court which needs to
fill this position. We recognize in
Bonnie Campbell a champion, a cham-
pion of women, someone who has done
an outstanding job in administering
the office of violence against women.
She is the only one who has held that
office since the legislation was passed.
The House last week voted 415-3 to re-
authorize it. Now we will try to do
something in the Senate. I think the
women of this country understand the
Republican-controlled Judiciary Com-
mittee and the Republican-controlled
Senate are stopping the Senate from
having a vote on Bonnie Campbell for
pure political reasons.

I think it is wrong the way they are
treating Bonnie Campbell in this nomi-
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nation process. I will continue to point
that out every day that we remain in
session. It is unfair to her. It is unfair
to the women of this country to have
someone so qualified, someone who has
done so much to reduce and prevent vi-
olence against women, to have the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee bottle up her
name and not even permit it to come
on the floor for a vote.

I am still hopeful perhaps they will
see the light and permit that to hap-
pen, although time is running out. I
will take every day we are here to talk
about it.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
GRAMS). The Senator from South Caro-
lina.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, we
have heard much debate today about
Federal judges. One would think that
President Clinton has fared very poorly
in the judicial confirmation process,
but this is simply not true. He has done
quite well with the cooperation of the
Republican-controlled Senate.

During the President’s first term, the
Senate confirmed nearly one-quarter of
the entire Federal Judiciary. After
today, the Senate will have confirmed
44 percent or 377 Clinton judges.

It is no secret that while I served as
Chairman of the Judiciary Committee
during the first six years of the Reagan
Administration, I made the confirma-
tion of judges a top priority of the
Committee. I am proud of our accom-
plishments during those years.

Yet, with Republican control of the
Congress, President Clinton’s success
rate is really no different. After today,
the Senate will have confirmed only
five more Article III judges for Presi-
dent Reagan than it has thus far for
President Clinton.

Today, the vacancy rate is 7.9 per-
cent, and the Clinton Administration
has recognized a 7 percent vacancy rate
as virtual full employment for the Ju-
diciary. The vacancy rate at the end of
the Bush Administration was 11.5 per-
cent, but there was no talk then about
a vacancy crisis. At the end of the
Bush Administraton, the Congress ad-
journed without acting on 53 Bush
nominations. Today, there are only 38
Clinton nominees pending in Com-
mittee.

The Fourth Circuit is a good example
of the healthy status of the Judiciary.
The court is operating very well and
does not need more judges. In fact,
today, it is the most efficient circuit.
The Fourth Circuit takes less time
than any other to decide a case on ap-
peal. The truth is that, due to a lack of
cases needing oral argument, the
Fourth Circuit has cancelled at least
one term of court for each of the past
four years, and two terms of court for
the past two years.

The Chief Judge of the Fourth Cir-
cuit has made clear that additional
judges are not needed, and he should
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know better than us the needs of his
court. There is no good reason to add
judges to the most efficient circuit in
the nation. Given that a circuit judge-
ship costs about one million dollars per
year for the life of the judge, it would
be a waste of taxpayer money to do so.

We also should not be misled by the
fact that some vacancies are defined as
a ‘‘judicial emergency.” The term is
defined so broadly that, with one ex-
ception, all current circuit court judge-
ships that have been vacant for 18
months are considered ‘‘emergencies.”

The issue of judgeships in the Federal
courts is not just about numbers and
statistics. Much more is at stake. Each
judgeship is a life-time appointment
that yields great power but is basically
accountable to no one.

The Senate has a Constitutional duty
to review each nominee carefully and
deliberately. We take this responsi-
bility very seriously in the Judiciary
Committee, as we must. We cannot be
a rubber stamp for any Administration.
The entire Nation loses when we allow
judicial activists or judges who are soft
on crime to be confirmed to these life-
time positions.

Under Senator HATCH’s leadership,
the Judiciary Committee has taken a
fair and reasoned approach to the con-
firmation process. As a result, the Clin-
ton Administration has done quite well
regarding judicial confirmations.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will return to Legislative Session.

————

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, we in-
tended to proceed to an agreement to
take up the Interior appropriations
conference report, but it looks as if it
will be a few minutes before we can
work through an agreement that will
allow that.

In the meantime, after Senator HAR-
KIN completes his remarks, I will enter
into consent for a period for morning
business so Senators can speak on
issues they desire, but within an hour
we hope to get an agreement on how to
proceed to the Interior appropriations
bill conference report. We need to do
that.

In view of the present situation, we
will not have any more recorded votes
tonight. We will try to get an agree-
ment to kick in the Interior appropria-
tions bill, and that would be considered
tomorrow.

I ask unanimous consent the Senate
be in a period for morning business,
with Senators permitted to speak for
up to 10 minutes each.

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

The Senator from Ohio.
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