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of the range of services they provide 
with Marsha Kreucher as a driving 
force. 

Marsha is not just an accomplished 
leader; she is also a willing mentor and 
tireless community servant. She sits 
on a number of nonprofit boards and 
works to bring various stakeholders to-
gether to seek out fresh ways to com-
bat the issues related to poverty. She 
is always willing to lend an ear or to 
provide insight to others. Her vision 
and her ideas have helped spark inno-
vation and creativity, planting the 
seeds for a brighter future. 

Marsha recently said to a local paper 
about her life after retirement, ‘‘It’s al-
most hard to comprehend the dif-
ference my life will have without it.’’ I 
say to her today that it is hard to 
imagine how different the Jackson 
community would be without her vi-
sion, leadership, and hard work over 
the last two decades. She has worked 
tirelessly and fiercely to make a posi-
tive impact on the lives of those in 
need, and she has done so with grace 
and determination. I congratulate her 
on a job well done and wish her the 
best as she begins her next, exciting 
journey. 

f 

VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, this fall 
also marks the 10th anniversary of the 
passing of another great Senator, Paul 
Wellstone, and his wife Sheila. They 
were dear friends. Among the many 
things for which they are fondly re-
membered is the important work they 
did to combat domestic violence and 
help victims. We have made much 
progress on this issue, in large part 
thanks to the Violence Against Women 
Act, which has long demonstrated the 
bipartisan commitment to work to-
gether against domestic violence and 
rape. 

Sadly, so much remains to be done. 
Recent reports find that almost one in 
four women have experienced severe 
domestic violence, and nearly one in 
five women have been raped. In some 
communities, the picture is much 
worse. According to the Department of 
Health and Human Services, one in five 
female college students will be a vic-
tim of sexual assault during college. A 
recent study found that three out of 
five Native American women have been 
assaulted by a spouse or intimate part-
ner. 

The bipartisan Leahy-Crapo Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act 
includes vital provisions to help these 
and other particularly vulnerable vic-
tims. As the New York Times observed 
this weekend: 

The act’s reauthorization is must-do busi-
ness for the lame-duck session. Mr. BOEHNER 
should relent and allow the House to vote on 
the Senate bill. 

I ask that the full Times editorial be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the New York Times, Nov. 24, 2012] 
THE G.O.P. AND VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
If Republicans are serious about repairing 

their party’s standing among women, gay 
and Hispanic voters, they need to adjust 
some policies and stop sending hostile mes-
sages. A good place to start would be for Re-
publicans in the House to stop blocking reau-
thorization of the Violence Against Women 
Act over provisions deemed too protective of 
gay and immigrant victims of domestic vio-
lence and sexual assault. 

The 1994 law remains crucial to the na-
tion’s efforts to combat domestic violence, 
sexual assault and stalking. Previous reau-
thorizations sailed through Congress. 

A thoughtful renewal measure introduced 
by Senator Patrick Leahy, a Vermont Demo-
crat and Judiciary Committee chairman, and 
Senator Michael Crapo, an Idaho Republican, 
cleared the Senate in April with strong bi-
partisan support. But it has hit a wall in the 
Republican-led House. Instead, House Repub-
licans pushed through a regressive version of 
the measure that omits new protections for 
gay, bisexual or transgender victims of 
abuse. 

The House bill also left out a needed in-
crease in the number of visas, known as U 
visas, available for undocumented immi-
grants who are victims of domestic violence 
and sexual assaults. And it would reduce the 
incentive for frightened victims to come for-
ward by ending the current ability of U visa 
holders to apply for permanent residency 
after three years. 

Speaker John Boehner and his Republican 
colleagues blame Democrats for the impasse, 
suggesting the Democrats inserted changes 
to invite opposition and score political 
points. But the provisions at issue respond to 
real humanitarian and law enforcement 
needs identified by experts working in the 
field. 

By refusing to accept the principle of pro-
tecting all victims of domestic violence, 
House Republican leaders are conveying a 
belief that rapes of gay people and immi-
grant women are not ‘‘legitimate’’ rapes, as 
Representative Todd Akin, the failed Repub-
lican candidate for the Senate from Mis-
souri, put it so appallingly. Is that really 
what Republicans want to stand for? 

The act’s reauthorization is must-do busi-
ness for the lame-duck session. Failure to 
agree on a bill would mean having to start 
the legislative process all over again next 
year. Mr. Boehner should relent and allow 
the House to vote on the Senate bill. There 
is a chance it would not muster sufficient 
Republican votes to pass. But at least it 
would give Republican representatives who 
value moderation a chance to dissociate 
themselves from the narrow-minded preju-
dices and politics hurting their party. 

Mr. LEAHY. Friday will mark a year 
since Senator CRAPO and I introduced 
this bill. We have kept victims waiting 
too long. We should come together to 
act now. 

JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, it has 
now been more than 3 weeks since 
President Obama was reelected by the 
American people, and Senate Repub-
licans are still blocking votes on 19 ju-
dicial nominations who should have re-
ceived confirmation votes before the 
Senate recessed for the election. Some 
of these nominees have been waiting 
close to 9 months for a vote. It is time 
for us to come together to do what is 
right and to act in the interests of the 
American people. 

We should begin by having an up or 
down vote on the longest-pending nom-
ination. The nomination of Patty 
Shwartz to the Third Circuit Court of 
Appeals has been ready for a final vote 
since last March 8. Judge Shwartz re-
ceived a unanimous well-qualified rat-
ing from the nonpartisan ABA Stand-
ing Committee on the Federal Judici-
ary, its highest possible rating, and it 
is well past time for the Senate to vote 
on her nomination. 

Regrettably, the Senate has not been 
allowed to make real progress for the 
American people by reducing the num-
ber of judicial vacancies. There were 
more than 80 vacancies when the year 
began. There were more than 80 vacan-
cies when in March the Majority Lead-
er was forced to take the extraordinary 
step of filing cloture petitions on 17 
district court nominations. There are 
now more than 80 vacancies once again. 
In stark contrast, there were only 29 
vacancies at this point in President 
George W. Bush’s first term. 

There is no justification for holding 
up final Senate action on the 19 judi-
cial nominations that have been ap-
proved by the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee and are pending on the Senate 
Executive Calendar. President Obama 
has consistently reached across the 
aisle, consulted with home state Sen-
ators from both parties and appointed 
moderate, well-qualified judicial nomi-
nees. It is time for the obstruction to 
end and for the Senate to complete ac-
tion on these nominees so that they 
may serve the American people with-
out further delay. Delay for delay’s 
sake is wrong and should end. 

Senate Republicans have engaged in 
unprecedented obstruction and a con-
torted rewriting of the ‘‘Thurmond 
Rule’’ in their refusal to proceed on 
consensus nominees. Whatever jus-
tification Senate Republicans con-
tended they had by resort to their 
misapplication of the Thurmond Rule 
to stall judicial nominations before the 
election is gone. The American people 
have voted and chosen to reelect Presi-
dent Obama. It is time for the Senate 
to vote. 

From 1980 until this year, when a 
lame duck session followed a presi-
dential election, every single judicial 
nominee reported with bipartisan Judi-
ciary Committee support has been con-
firmed. According to the nonpartisan 
Congressional Research Service, no 
consensus nominee reported prior to 
the August recess has ever been denied 
a vote. That is something Senate 
Democrats have not done in any lame 
duck session, whether after a presi-
dential or midterm election. 

Senate Democrats allowed votes on 
20 of President George W. Bush’s judi-
cial nominees, including one very con-
troversial circuit court nominee, in the 
lame duck session after the elections 
in 2002. I remember, I was the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee who moved 
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forward with those votes. The Senate 
proceeded to confirm judicial nominees 
in lame duck sessions after the elec-
tions in 2004 and 2006, and proceeded to 
confirm 19 judicial nominees in the 
lame duck session after the elections 
in 2010, as well. The reason that I am 
not listing confirmations for the lame 
duck session at the end of 2008 is be-
cause that year we had proceeded to 
confirm the last 10 judicial nominees 
approved by the Judiciary Committee 
before the election recess in Sep-
tember. 

Republicans can no longer claim the 
‘‘Thurmond Rule’’ is the reason they 
are holding up nominations since the 
American people reelected President 
Obama. Having said in September that 
they objected to proceeding because of 
the impending election, Senate Repub-
licans cannot now say that their insist-
ence on delay has made it too late in 
the year to proceed with confirma-
tions. That is wrong and it results in 
denying Americans the judges they 
need to administer justice around the 
country. 

I implore Senators to put their par-
tisanship aside and work with the 
President on behalf of the American 
people. That is what the American peo-
ple voted for in the last election. De-
laying confirmation votes on nominees 
for the sole purpose of delay is pre-
cisely what the American people repu-
diated when they cast their ballots. 
Further delays on the 19 nominees be-
fore us do not benefit the American 
people. 

I am encouraged that several Repub-
lican Senators have recognized this, 
and have said that they want votes on 
their home State nominees. The Re-
publican Senators from Oklahoma and 
Maine, and Senator TOOMEY from 
Pennsylvania have all advocated for up 
or down votes on nominees during this 
lame duck session, and they are right 
to do so. They know that filling those 
judicial vacancies in their States is im-
portant. 

A judge in Florida has written that 
persistent vacancies ‘‘jeopardize our 
Court’s ability to deliver the quality of 
justice that the citizens of Florida de-
serve and will inhibit our citizens’ ac-
cess to justice.’’ Sadly, Senate Repub-
licans’ tactics of delay and obstruction 
has perpetuated the high level of judi-
cial vacancies around the country. 
Continuing these tactics hurt the Fed-
eral courts and the American people 
they are intended to serve. This is a 
problem that has a commonsense solu-
tion: Let the Senate vote on consensus 
nominees that have been stalled. 

With the number of judicial vacan-
cies now at 83, and with all pending 
nominees having waited at least 4 
months for a vote, it is past time for 
Senate Republicans to abandon these 
tactics. This obstruction is not good 
for the country. How does preventing a 
vote on Patty Shwartz benefit the peo-
ple of New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and 
Delaware? How does preventing a vote 
on Richard Taranto benefit Americans 

who seek to have their claims resolved 
by the Federal Circuit? How does pre-
venting a vote on William Kayatta ben-
efit the people of Maine, Massachu-
setts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, 
and Puerto Rico? How does preventing 
a vote on Robert Bacharach benefit the 
people of Oklahoma, Colorado, Kansas, 
New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming? How 
does preventing a vote on Michael Shea 
benefit the people of Connecticut? How 
does preventing a vote on John 
Dowdell benefit the people of Okla-
homa? How does preventing a vote on 
Paul Grimm benefit the people of 
Maryland? How does preventing votes 
on Mark Walker and Brian Davis ben-
efit the people of Florida? How does 
preventing a vote on Terrence Berg 
benefit the people of Michigan? How 
does preventing votes on Jesus Bernal, 
Fernando Olguin, William Orrick, and 
Jon Tigar benefit the people of Cali-
fornia? How does preventing votes on 
Lorna Schofield and Frank Geraci ben-
efit the people of New York? How does 
preventing votes on Matthew Brann 
and Malachy Mannion benefit the peo-
ple of Pennsylvania? How does pre-
venting a vote on Thomas Durkin ben-
efit the people of Illinois? How does 
preventing votes on these nominees 
help the American people receive 
speedy justice? 

If we can just have up or down votes 
on these 19 nominees, we can fill al-
most one-quarter of our Nation’s judi-
cial vacancies, and almost one-third of 
all judicial emergency vacancies. Most 
importantly, we can make it easier for 
hardworking Americans to have access 
to justice. 

President Obama has worked with 
home State Senators and all of these 
nominees have the support of their 
home State Senators. Seven of them 
are supported by Republican home 
State Senators. Seventeen of these 
nominees received bipartisan support 
on the Judiciary Committee. 

When Ronald Reagan, George H.W. 
Bush and George W. Bush were Presi-
dent, Senate Democrats cleared the 
calendar of all but the most controver-
sial and extreme ideological judicial 
nominations. The Senate needs to be 
allowed to vote on President Obama’s 
judicial nominees now so that our Fed-
eral courts are better able to function 
and fulfill the fundamental guarantee 
of providing access to justice. Ameri-
cans are rightfully proud of our legal 
system and its promise of access to jus-
tice and speedy trials. This promise is 
embedded in our Constitution. When 
overburdened courts make it hard to 
keep this promise, the Senate should 
work in a bipartisan manner to help. 

I have asked, now that the American 
people have reelected President 
Obama, for Senate Republicans to work 
with us to fill these longstanding judi-
cial vacancies. The American people 
deserve no less. 

f 

WORLD AIDS DAY 2012 
Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-

dent, Saturday we mark another World 

AIDS Day dedicated to showing our 
support of people living with HIV. In 
the 24 years since the first such day, we 
have seen great progress in the fight 
against the spread of this disease. 

But there is still much more that 
needs to be done, not the least of which 
includes increasing public awareness. 
So this World AIDS Day, especially in 
memory of those who have died from 
this disease, let us recommit to ending 
this epidemic once and for all. 

My State of Florida has been hit par-
ticularly hard by this epidemic: over 
100,000 people are living with HIV/ 
AIDS. And for too long, Florida had a 
long waiting list of low income resi-
dents waiting for assistance to afford 
the high cost of life saving medica-
tions. At times, this list grew to over 
4,000 Floridians. 

Thankfully, we have made great 
progress over the past year through in-
creased State and Federal invest-
ment—and, Florida’s wait list is now 
down to 56 individuals. But no one 
should have to forgo life saving drugs 
because they can’t afford them. 

In the days ahead when Congress is 
considering ways to tighten our belt, I 
would urge my colleagues to avoid 
blindly slashing these life saving pro-
grams. 

We also must remain committed to 
funding the goals of President Barack 
Obama’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Re-
lief globally. Among the goals is to 
provide care for the more than 12 mil-
lion people with HIV around the world, 
including some 5 million orphans and 
children. 

Mr. President, this is not, and should 
not be partisan issue for lawmakers. As 
former President George W. Bush noted 
in 2008, it’s a question of our moral in-
terest. 

‘‘We believe in the timeless truth,’’ 
the president said, ‘‘to whom much is 
given, much is required.’’ 

f 

REMEMBERING TINKHAM VEALE II 
Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, today 

I wish to honor the life of Tinkham 
‘‘Tink’’ Veale II. Mr. Veale was a suc-
cessful entrepreneur and philanthropist 
who contributed greatly to the success 
of numerous businesses and community 
institutions throughout northeast Ohio 
and beyond during his long life. The 
impact and proud legacy of his business 
expertise and generosity will be real-
ized for many years to come. 

Mr. Veale was born in 1914 in Topeka, 
KS and moved to the Cleveland area as 
a child when his father joined the 
Eaton Corporation. He attended 
Heights High School and Case Institute 
of Technology, graduating with a bach-
elor’s degree in mechanical engineer-
ing. Mr. Veale worked for several com-
panies including General Motors. In 
1941 he married Harriett Ernst, of the 
Ernst and Young accounting family, 
who passed away in 1998. The couple 
had three children, seven grandchildren 
and eight great grandchildren. 

In the 1960s, Veale and his associates 
formed Alco Standard Corporation. 
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