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Florida Keys, and it becomes the gulf 
stream. It then moves North as the 
gulf stream up the coast of Florida, off 
the Keys. It then comes in and hugs the 
southeast coast of Florida quite close— 
very close—mostly in places less than a 
mile off the beach. It continues on up 
to the middle of the peninsula of Flor-
ida, and then it takes a turn to the 
Northeast and parallels the east coast 
of the United States. It goes up to Cape 
Hatteras, NC, and depending on winds, 
I would say to the two Senators who 
are hearing my words, even though 
that current, called the gulf stream, 
that goes off of Cape Hatteras across 
the Atlantic to Scotland—depending on 
winds and wave action, it can carry 
some of that oil to the rest of the At-
lantic seaboard and to the States rep-
resented by the two very distinguished 
Senators here on the floor. So this 
could have profound effects. 

The question is, how do we get it 
stopped and, thus far, nothing has hap-
pened. So I think it is time for all 
hands on deck. I think it is time to re-
alize that we have to throw in every 
asset we have to try to keep this oil off 
the coast, and especially out of the 
wetlands, and don’t let what happened 
to Louisiana happen to the rest of our 
States, especially those delicate wet-
lands where you cannot get oil out of 
them. Then maybe this nightmare will 
be over. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KAUFMAN). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

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the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF AUDREY GOLD-
STEIN FLEISSIG, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MIS-
SOURI 

NOMINATION OF LUCY HAERAN 
KOH, TO BE UNITED STATES DIS-
TRICT JUDGE FOR THE NORTH-
ERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

NOMINATION OF JANE E. MAGNUS- 
STINSON, TO BE UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDI-
ANA 

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

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nations of Audrey Goldstein Fleissig, 
of Missouri, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the Eastern District of 
Missouri; Lucy Haeran Koh, of Cali-
fornia, to be United States District 
Judge for the Northern District of Cali-
fornia; and Jane E. Magnus-Stinson, of 
Indiana, to be United States District 
Judge for the Southern District of Indi-
ana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the nominations 
will be debated concurrently until 5:30 
p.m. with the time equally divided and 
controlled between the Senator from 
Vermont, Mr. LEAHY, and the Senator 
from Alabama, Mr. SESSIONS, or their 
designees. 

The Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, it is in-

teresting, as the distinguished Pre-
siding Officer reported, that we are 
going to have these nominees. I say it 
is interesting because the Senate is 
being allowed to confirm only 3 of 19 
judicial nominations that have been re-
ported unanimously by the Senate Ju-
diciary Committee over the past sev-
eral months, but they have been stalled 
by the Republican leadership. 

The distinguished Presiding Officer is 
one of the most valued members of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. He has 
seen time and time again, we vote a 
nominee out, with every single Repub-
lican voting for the person and every 
single Democrat voting for the person. 
Then the nominee spends months wait-
ing because they are being stalled by 
the Republican side of the aisle. 

Of course, it is far more than just an 
annoyance to the nominees who are 
being stalled. Say, for instance, that 
someone receives a nomination from 
the President of the United States to 
become a judge. Perhaps they are in a 
law firm. The partners all come in, 
congratulate the nominee, and say: 

This is absolutely wonderful. When are 
you leaving? 

Now, as a practical matter this per-
son cannot take on new cases, and the 
law firm has to be hesitant about what 
they take on so they do not have a con-
flict of interest later on before the 
Court. One can see how almost childish 
it becomes now to hold up a nominee 
who, eventually, when they are finally 
allowed to have a vote, will be con-
firmed unanimously or close to unani-
mously. 

In the meantime, their lives have 
been disrupted, the judiciary itself is 
put in disarray, people question our ju-
diciary which is supposed to be non-
political, nonpartisan, and all of a sud-
den, looks as though it is ping pong. 

The nominees we have here, these 
three women, were confirmed in early 
March. The distinguished Presiding Of-
ficer and I were there. They all were re-
ported out without a single objection 
from the Senate Judiciary Committee, 
in early March. Three exceptional 
women. And these three women have 
been delayed for this considerable pe-
riod of time by the Republican objec-
tions. There is no explanation; no ex-
cuse; no reason for these months of 
delay of these women, especially when 
all members of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, Democratic and Repub-
lican, voted for these three women. 

But they are just 3 of the backlog of 
26 judicial nominees awaiting final 
Senate action, and 19 of the 26 were re-
ported by the Judiciary Committee 
without a single negative vote from 
any Republican or Democratic Senator 
on the committee. This is not fair to 
the nominees, certainly not fair to 
these three women. It is not fair to any 
of the other nominees. In addition, 6 of 
the 7 Republicans on the Committee 
voted in favor of nominee Judge Wynn 
to the Fourth Circuit, and nearly half 
of the Republicans on the Committee 
supported the nomination of Jane 
Stranch to the Sixth Circuit. It is not 
fair to these nominees and it is not fair 
to the Federal judiciary. Still Repub-
licans refuse to enter into time agree-
ments on these nominations. This 
stalling and obstruction is unprece-
dented. 

The Senate is well behind the pace I 
set for President Bush’s judicial nomi-
nees in 2001 and 2002. By this date in 
President Bush’s presidency—and I was 
chairman at that time—the Senate had 
confirmed 57 of his judicial nominees, 
both district court judges and courts of 
appeal. 

Even after the three today will all be 
confirmed unanimously, the compari-
son will stand at 28 to 57. That is still 
less than half of what we were able to 
achieve by this date in 2002. I mention 
that because we had a Democratic ma-
jority and a Republican President, and 
we were treating President Bush’s 
nominees far more fairly than they are 
treating President Obama’s nominees. 
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