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with the critical work of ensuring 
equality in the workplace. While much 
progress has been made in recent dec-
ades, discrimination in the workplace 
persists. Today, too many employment 
decisions are based on insidious stereo-
types and prejudices rather than an 
employee’s talent, ability and quali-
fications. Too many hardworking 
Americans face hiring discrimination, 
harassment, unfair treatment or even 
termination, not because of lack of 
skills or poor performance but because 
of their age, race, sex, disability or 
some other irrelevant factor. 

Commissioner Feldblum brings to the 
EEOC a determination to work on a bi-
partisan basis to craft practical solu-
tions, and to work to make America’s 
workplaces more fair and free from dis-
crimination. 

The EEOC’s mission is simple: to pro-
mote equality of opportunity in the 
workplace and enforce Federal laws 
prohibiting employment discrimina-
tion. Unfortunately, the agency must 
fulfill this broad mission without suffi-
cient resources. The EEOC is con-
stantly being asked to do more with 
less. Just in the past year, as the result 
of sequestration and across-the-board 
cuts, the EEOC has seen its budget 
drop from $360 million to $343 million. 
Meanwhile, the EEOC continues to 
handle an increasing number of com-
plaints—almost 100,000 each in 2011 and 
2012! 

At least in part thanks to strong 
management and setting clear prior-
ities, in 2011 the agency managed to re-
duce its backlog for the first time in 
almost 10 years. Together with Chair-
man Berrien and the other members of 
the Commission, Commissioner 
Feldblum has played an important role 
in developing a strategic plan that al-
lows the EEOC to create a system that 
rewards effective investigations and 
conciliations, and does not incentivize 
the closure of charges simply to 
achieve closures. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
re-confirmation of this excellent, high-
ly qualified nominee. I look forward to 
her confirmation and to her continued 
service on the Equal Employment Op-
portunity Commission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KING). All time has expired. The ques-
tion is on the Feldblum nomination. 

Mr. COBURN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? There appears to be 
a sufficient second. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Chai Rachel Feldblum, of the District 
of Columbia, to be a Member of the 
Equal Employment Opportunity Com-
mission? 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 

MANCHIN), the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. MIKULSKI), and the Senator from 
West Virginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER) are 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Alabama (Mr. SHELBY) and the 
Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Alabama (Mr. SHELBY) 
would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 54, 
nays 41, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 258 Ex.] 
YEAS—54 

Baldwin 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 

Gillibrand 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 

Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—41 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 

Enzi 
Fischer 
Flake 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Lee 
McCain 

McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Thune 
Toomey 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—5 

Kirk 
Manchin 

Mikulski 
Rockefeller 

Shelby 

The nomination was confirmed. 
f 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to report the motion to invoke 
cloture. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Elizabeth A. Wolford, of New York, to be 
United States District Judge for the Western 
District of New York. 

Harry Reid, Sherrod Brown, Richard J. 
Durbin, Christopher Murphy, Robert 
Menendez, Christopher A. Coons, Angus 
S. King, Jr., Martin Heinrich, Amy 
Klobuchar, Dianne Feinstein, Tom 
Udall, Kirsten E. Gillibrand, Bernard 
Sanders, Barbara Boxer, Brian Schatz, 
Robert P. Casey, Jr., Thomas R. Car-
per, Benjamin L. Cardin, Michael F. 
Bennet. 

QUORUM CALL 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair now asks the 
clerk to call the roll to ascertain the 
presence of a quorum. 

The assistant legislative clerk called 
the roll and the following Senators en-
tered the Chamber and answered to 
their names: 

[Quorum No. 6] 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cruz 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Flake 

Franken 
Gillibrand 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (WI) 
King 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Lee 
Markey 
McCain 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 

Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Paul 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Udall (NM) 
Vitter 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A 
quorum is present. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Elizabeth A. Wolford, of New York, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the Western District of New York, 
shall be brought to a close? The yeas 
and nays are mandatory under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Montana (Mr. BAUCUS) 
and the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mr. ROCKEFELLER) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) and the Sen-
ator from Alabama (Mr. SHELBY). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Alabama (Mr. SHELBY) 
would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 55, 
nays 41, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 259 Ex.] 

YEAS—55 

Baldwin 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 

Franken 
Gillibrand 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 

McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
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Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 

Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 

Wyden 

NAYS—41 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 

Enzi 
Fischer 
Flake 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Lee 
McCain 

McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Thune 
Toomey 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—4 

Baucus 
Kirk 

Rockefeller 
Shelby 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
HAGAN). On this vote the yeas are 55, 
the nays 41. The motion is agreed to. 

VOTE EXPLANATION 
Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, I 

thought I had voted on the last vote 
but apparently it was not registered. 
Had it been registered, I would have 
voted aye. 

I thank the Chair. 
f 

NOMINATION OF ELIZABETH A. 
WOLFORD TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to the provisions of S. Res. 15 of the 
113th Congress, there will now be up to 
2 hours of postcloture consideration of 
the nomination, equally divided in the 
usual form. 

The majority leader. 
Mr. REID. On behalf of the majority, 

I yield back 57 minutes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from New Hampshire. 

MCCAFFERTY NOMINATION 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I 
appreciate the 3 minutes to be on the 
floor in support of the nomination of 
Landya McCafferty to the Federal dis-
trict court for the District of New 
Hampshire. If confirmed, Landya will 
be the first woman to serve on the Fed-
eral bench in New Hampshire. But it is 
not Landya’s gender that matters; it is 
her professional experience and her 
personal qualities that make her stand 
out. She has widespread bipartisan sup-
port throughout the New Hampshire 
legal community and she will make an 
excellent addition to the Federal dis-
trict court in New Hampshire. 

She is currently the U.S. magistrate 
judge for the District of New Hamp-
shire. Her Federal court experience in-
cludes clerking for two district court 
judges and at the First Circuit Court of 
Appeals. Landya has also prosecuted 
professional misconduct cases for the 
New Hampshire Supreme Court Attor-
ney Discipline Office, served as an ap-
pellate and trial attorney in the highly 
regarded New Hampshire public de-

fender program, and worked in private 
practice as a civil litigator. 

Landya is an innovator. As a mag-
istrate judge, she has become a nation-
ally recognized expert and teacher on 
how to use technology to achieve a 
more efficient and paperless workflow 
in the Federal court system. 

She was unanimously rated ‘‘well 
qualified’’ by the American Bar Asso-
ciation’s Standing Committee on the 
Federal Judiciary—their highest rat-
ing. 

Landya is also active in the legal 
community outside the courtroom. For 
the past decade she has lectured at 
continuing legal education seminars on 
various topics, primarily on legal eth-
ics, and has also presented guest lec-
tures on legal ethics and civil proce-
dure at the University of New Hamp-
shire School of Law. 

I am pleased that this morning, after 
several months, we are finally going to 
get a chance to vote on Landya 
McCafferty, who is a well-qualified, 
noncontroversial district court nomi-
nee. She has the support of Senator 
AYOTTE, who also represents New 
Hampshire. 

I have no doubt Landya McCafferty 
will be an outstanding Federal district 
court judge, and I urge my colleagues 
to support her nomination when the 
vote comes up this morning. 

I thank the Chair and yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nebraska. 
Mrs. FISCHER. Madam President, I 

rise to discuss the nomination of Eliza-
beth Wolford to be U.S. district judge 
for the District of New York. 

I am new here. I am just completing 
my first year in the Senate. But I be-
lieve this nomination gives us all an 
opportunity to discuss how government 
is or is not working in Washington, DC. 

I know when I travel the State of Ne-
braska—and I am back in the State 
most weekends and put on hundreds of 
miles; we are a big State, but as I trav-
el the State of Nebraska, people always 
ask me: How are things going in Wash-
ington? How are you doing in Wash-
ington? I can’t help but compare what 
we do in Nebraska to what we are 
doing now in Washington, DC, because 
in Nebraska we have a pretty unique 
system. We are unicameral, we have 
one house, we are nonpartisan, and we 
get things done. 

We have an agenda set up every day 
in the Nebraska legislature, and we fol-
low that agenda. We have bills listed. 
We go through those bills, and, most 
importantly, we take votes. As a State 
senator in the State of Nebraska, I 
have an opportunity to rise and debate 
with my colleagues on the issues before 
us. I have the opportunity to sit at my 
desk in the chamber in the Nebraska 
capitol and write out an amendment, 
take it up to the desk, have it dis-
cussed, and then have it voted upon. 

I believe the Nebraska way is a good 
example for what we could do here in 

Washington because we have so many 
important issues before us that are not 
being debated. I am speaking basically 
to an empty Chamber right now. We 
aren’t debating the big issues before 
this country. We are not acting upon 
the big issues that are before this coun-
try. We certainly are not voting on 
those issues. 

We have a system in the Senate 
where amendments are not accepted. 
That whole concept is very foreign to 
me, because, as I said, in Nebraska we 
are able to file amendments and we are 
able to have those amendments voted 
upon. We also respect the rights of the 
minority, for although we may be offi-
cially nonpartisan, we do belong to po-
litical parties. We have a right to ex-
press our views on an issue, to rep-
resent our constituents, and to express 
their concerns. Those rights are re-
spected, they are valued, and they are 
upheld. 

I can tell my colleagues I had bills 
that were filibustered in the State, and 
those filibusters would last, in one 
case, 16 hours. But in the end, after 
those views of the minority were ex-
pressed, we took a vote on the issue. In 
Nebraska, we take up those issues. We 
defend the rights of our constituents to 
be heard, and that is what this body 
should do as well. We should honor the 
rights of all of our constituents and 
have their views be heard. 

Being from Nebraska, we don’t have 
as many people as some of the other 
States. But within this body, every 
Senator is equal. Every citizen has 
equal representation. That is a prin-
ciple, and that is a value that must be 
respected. 

I am sorry to say I believe we are at 
a point where that principle, that value 
is no longer respected within the U.S. 
Senate. 

I see my colleague from Nebraska is 
in the Chamber, Madam President. I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ator from Nebraska and I be able to 
enter into a colloquy. 

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

Mrs. FISCHER. Thank you, Madam 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska. 

Mr. JOHANNS. Madam President, I 
appreciate the opportunity to enter 
into this colloquy with my colleague 
from Nebraska. 

We have a rather unique experience. 
For 6 years I was the Governor of Ne-
braska, and when Senator FISCHER was 
elected to the unicameral, I was actu-
ally coming to Washington to be the 
Secretary of Agriculture, so we did not 
work together. But we both worked in 
the same system. 

I would like to get a legislative per-
spective about how the Nebraska uni-
cameral works. I saw it from the Gov-
ernor’s office, but, of course, I was not 
on the floor every day. That is not 
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