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And it is for those reasons, Mr. Presi-
dent, that I stood in opposition and ob-
jected to the unanimous consent re-
quest of my colleague from Arkansas.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
consent that I be allowed to complete
these remarks before the rollcall be-
gins.

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

JUDICIAL CONFIRMATIONS

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, over the
past 3 years, something profound has
happened on the floor of the U.S. Sen-
ate. We have been building one of the
most important accomplishments of
the Biden-Harris administration: the
confirmation of highly qualified, inde-
pendent, evenhanded judges to the Fed-
eral bench.

Today, the Senate will confirm the
200th lifetime judge since President
Biden took office. This is an extraor-
dinary slate of judges, who are ruling
with reason and restraint. These judges
respect the rule of law; adhere to prece-
dent; and, above all, answer only to the
Constitution.

I have served on the Senate Judiciary
Committee for more than two decades,
including as chair for the past 3 years.
During that time, I have been called on
to evaluate and vote on over 1,000 judi-
cial nominees that the committee has
considered and have been brought to
the Senate floor. In my opinion, the
record is clear: President Biden’s nomi-
nees to the Federal bench represent the
best in our judiciary. They are highly
qualified. Not a single one of these
nominees—these 200—have failed to be
found ‘‘qualified” or ‘‘well qualified”
by the American Bar Association. That
is a departure from the previous ad-
ministration’s record.

I have heard some of my Republican
colleagues extolling the quality of
those nominees in the previous admin-
istration as compared to those of Presi-
dent Biden, so I want to set the record
straight as clearly as I can. For each
judicial nominee that comes before the
Senate, the American Bar Association
conducts a nonpartisan peer review
that ranks their qualifications. The
qualifications are based on integrity,
professional competence, and judicial
temperament.

During the Trump administration,
Senate Republicans confirmed eight
Trump nominees whom the American
Bar Association found unqualified to
serve on the Federal bench. Compare
that to President Biden’s record. Under
this administration, not one of the 200
judges we have confirmed received an
unqualified rating—mot one. When
there was a suggestion that one might
receive that rating and they asked me
whether we should move forward, I
said: The answer is clearly no.

So when I hear some of my Repub-
lican colleagues reminisce about the
former President’s nominees, I have to
wonder: Which ones are they talking
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about? Are they talking about several
nominees who had never tried a case?
How about the district court nominee
in the previous administration who
challenged the legal basis for both
surrogacy and in vitro fertilization or
the Sixth Circuit nominee who likened
abortion to slavery? And who could for-
get the Ninth Circuit nominee in the
previous administration whose col-
leagues called him ‘‘arrogant, lazy, an
ideologue, and lacking in knowledge of
the day-to-day practice of law.”

Yet some Republican Senators have
relied on increasingly absurd criti-
cisms in an attempt to criticize Presi-
dent Biden’s nominees. In a new low,
some of my Republican colleagues have
gone so far as to falsely claim that a
historic nominee, who would be the
first Muslim American to serve on the
Federal appellate court, is anti-Se-
mitic and anti-law enforcement. As I
have said previously, these bigoted at-
tacks are false and should not stand.

Something that stands out about
President Biden’s nominees, aside from
their qualifications and integrity to
the rule of law, is the professional and
demographic diversity they bring to
the bench. We have made history, con-
firming more Black women to the Fed-
eral circuit courts than all prior Presi-
dents combined. Of course, we have
confirmed the first ever Black woman
to serve on the Supreme Court: Justice
Ketanji Brown Jackson. And we have
confirmed historic numbers of Asian
American, Latino, and LGBTQ judges.

As we celebrate Asian American and
Pacific Islander Heritage Month, I
want to take a moment to recognize
that President Biden has appointed
more AAPI judges than any previous
President. This includes several
“firsts’” to the Federal bench: the first
ever Asian-American judge in the
Third and Seventh Circuits, the first
South Asian judge on the Ninth Cir-
cuit, and the first Asian-American
judge in Virginia.

Beyond this demographic diversity,
there is recordbreaking professional di-
versity. In the past 3 years, we have
confirmed more public defenders as cir-
cuit judges than all prior Presidents
combined. In addition, we have con-
firmed State court judges, Federal
magistrates, bankruptcy judges, and
prosecutors who have made significant
contributions to this country’s justice
system. We have confirmed jurists with
experience protecting the rights of vot-
ers, the rights of workers, civil rights,
women’s rights, and LGBTQ rights.

Another notable aspect of this record
is that the vast majority—nearly 90
percent—of these confirmations have
been bipartisan—nearly 90 percent.
This includes over three-quarters of
the appellate nominees.

In addition, I want to thank a num-
ber of my Republican colleagues who
have worked in good faith with the
White House, with me, and with the
committee to fill vacancies in their
States. This focus on qualified, con-
sensus nominees will go a long way to-
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ward restoring trust and faith in our
judiciary.

The American people deserve Federal
judges who not only look like America
but understand the American experi-
ence from every angle. We have accom-
plished this during the longest evenly
divided Senate in history and now with
a narrow majority. We celebrate these
200 judges, but we should not stop here.
We will continue elevating jurists who
are qualified, principled, and com-
mitted above all to protecting the Con-
stitution. The American people deserve
nothing less.

Mr. President, let me close by saying
it has been an honor to serve as chair-
man of the committee, but our success
in bringing these nominees to the floor
really belongs to the members of the
committee—10 Democrats and 10 Re-
publicans. Those Democrats in par-
ticular have dutifully come to the com-
mittee hearings and to the votes and
waited patiently for the opportunity to
vote and bring these nominees to the
floor. We wouldn’t be here without
them. I salute them and their dedica-
tion to the rule of law and our respon-
sibility on the Judiciary Committee.

NOMINATION OF ANGELA M. MARTINEZ

Mr. President, today, the Senate will
vote to confirm Judge Angela Martinez
to the U.S. District Court for the Dis-
trict of Arizona.

Born in Tucson, AZ, Judge Martinez
received both her B.A. and J.D. from
the University of Arizona.

After clerking for the late Judge
John M. Rolle on the U.S. District
Court for the District of Arizona,
Judge Martinez began her legal career
in private practice as an associate at
Lewis and Roca, LLP, where she liti-
gated employment and commercial
matters. She then joined the U.S. At-
torney’s Office for the District of Ari-
zona, where she represented the United
States in illegal immigration prosecu-
tions, alien and drug smuggling of-
fenses, and hostage taking and inter-
national kidnapping cases. She later
returned to private practice as an asso-
ciate at Farhang & Medcoff PLLC be-
fore serving as a law clerk for Judge
Jennifer G. Zipps on the U.S. District
Court for the District of Arizona.
Judge Martinez returned to the U.S.
attorney’s office for nearly a decade
before she was appointed to serve as a
U.S. magistrate judge on the same dis-
trict to which she is nominated.

The American Bar Association unani-
mously rated Judge Martinez ‘‘well
qualified,” and she has the strong sup-
port of her home State Senators, Ms.
SINEMA and Mr. KELLY. Judge Mar-
tinez’s deep ties to the Arizona legal
community, combined with her court-
room experience, will make her well-
positioned to serve on the Federal
bench with distinction.

I thank my colleagues for supporting
her nomination.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
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The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, this is
an amazing moment in the history of
the Senate and of all Senates because
in just a few moments, the Senate will
confirm Angela Martinez to be a dis-
trict judge for the District of Arizona.
Judge Martinez will be the 200th Fed-
eral judge under the Biden administra-
tion and this Democratic majority.
Reaching 200 judges is a major mile-
stone.

Simply put, our 200 judges comprise
the most diverse slate of judicial nomi-
nations under any President in Amer-
ican history. Our Federal judiciary is
now far more balanced, far more di-
verse, far more experienced than it was
just a few years before President Biden
took office.

I am so proud of the 200 judges. Mr.
President, 127 are women, and 125 are
people of color. That is a majority of
the judges—more than a majority. Over
60 percent are women. Two-thirds
women, two-thirds people of color; 58
Black judges, 37 Black women judges—
each a record; 36 Hispanic judges, 33
Asian American Pacific Island judges—
also a record. It is amazing.

Also, there is not just demographic
diversity but professional diversity. It
is not just a lot of White male partners
in big fancy law firms anymore; it is
people who are public defenders, civil
rights lawyers, labor lawyers, immigra-
tion lawyers, consumer lawyers. We
have so much greater diversity on the
bench, and that is so good for America
because the bench, the powerful Fed-
eral judiciary filled with lifetime ap-
pointments, should reflect America. It
has taken too long to get to this point.
We still have more ground to make up,
but we are getting there, and we are so
proud of it. And, of course, the first
Black woman to serve on the Supreme
Court, Justice Ketanji Brown Jackson.

Ever since I have gotten on the Judi-
ciary Committee, it has been my goal
to diversify the bench. The judges I
have chosen in New York have been
like that for over two decades. But
now, under the Biden administration
and under the great leadership of
Chairman DURBIN and his Judiciary
Committee, we have really moved for-
ward.

I want to give special consideration—
because she works full time on this—to
my nominations director—we work so
closely with the White House—and that
is Catalina Tam, who has been so im-
portant and so dedicated behind the
scenes in getting these judges con-
firmed.

This is a really fine day for America.
When you look at all the trouble and
all the things swirling around, and
then you realize so many fine people
who never would have even had access
to the Federal bench are getting on the
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bench, it gives you faith in the future
of this great country.

I yield the floor.

VOTE ON MARTINEZ NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the Martinez nomination?

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
MANCHIN), the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ), and the Senator
from Montana (Mr. TESTER) are nec-
essarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY), the
Senator from Missouri (Mr. HAWLEY),
and the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr.
MULLIN).

The result was announced—yeas 66,
nays 28, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 177 Ex.]

YEAS—66
Baldwin Hassan Peters
Bennet Heinrich Reed
Blumenthal Hickenlooper Risch
Booker Hirono Romney
Brown Hoeven Rosen
Butler Kaine Sanders
Cantwell Kelly Schatz
Capito King Schumer
Cardin Klobuchar Shaheen
Carper Lankford Sinema
Casey Lujan Smith
Cassidy Lummis Stabenow
Collins Markey Tillis
Coons Marshall Van Hollen
Cortez Masto McConnell Warner
Cramer Merkley Warnock
Crapo Moran Warren
Duckworth Murkowski Welch
Durbin Murphy Whitehouse
Fetterman Murray Wicker
Gillibrand Ossoff Wyden
Graham Padilla Young

NAYS—28
Barrasso Ernst Rubio
Blackburn Fischer Schmitt
Boozman Grassley Scott (FL)
Braun Hyde-Smith Scott (SC)
Britt Johnson Sullivan
Budd Kennedy Thune
gglt‘gg’rlll T;zfu Tuberville
Cruz Ricketts Vance
Daines Rounds

NOT VOTING—6

Hagerty Manchin Mullin
Hawley Menendez Tester

The nomination was confirmed.

(Mr. OSSOFF assumed the Chair.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HICKENLOOPER). Under the previous
order, the motion to reconsider is con-
sidered made and laid upon the table,
and the President will be immediately
notified of the Senate’s action.

———

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:
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CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 571, Dena
M. Coggins, of California, to be United
States District Judge for the Eastern Dis-
trict of California.

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin,
Sheldon Whitehouse, Richard
Blumenthal, Laphonza R. Butler, Alex
Padilla, Tim Kaine, Margaret Wood
Hassan, Christopher Murphy, Peter
Welch, Tammy Duckworth, Tammy
Baldwin, Christopher A. Coons, Tina
Smith, John W. Hickenlooper, Chris
Van Hollen, Mark Kelly.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Dena M. Coggins, of California, to be
United States District Judge for the
Eastern District of California, shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
MANCHIN), the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ), and the Senator
from Montana (Mr. TESTER) are nec-
essarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY), the
Senator from Missouri (Mr. HAWLEY),
and the Senator from OKklahoma (Mr.
MULLIN).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50,
nays 44, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 178 Ex.]

YEAS—50
Baldwin Graham Reed
Bennet Hassan Rosen
Blumenthal Heinrich Sanders
Booker Hickenlooper Schatz
Brown Hirono Schumer
Butler Kaine Shaheen
Cantwell Kelly Sinema
Cardin King :
Carper Klqpuchar Zgﬁsﬁ ow
Casey Lujan Van Hollen
Collins Markey
Coons Merkley Warner
Cortez Masto Murphy Warnock
Duckworth Murray Warren
Durbin Ossoff Welch
Fetterman Padilla Whitehouse
Gillibrand Peters Wyden
NAYS—44

Barrasso Fischer Risch
Blackburn Grassley Romney
Boozman Hoeven Rounds
Braun Hyde-Smith Rubio
Britt Johnson Schmitt
Budfi Kennedy Scott (FL)
Caplfco Lankford Scott (SC)
Cassidy Lee ) Sullivan
Cornyn Lummis Thune
Cotton Marshall N,

Tillis
Cramer McConnell Tubervill
Crapo Moran uberville
Cruz Murkowski Valnce
Daines Paul Wicker
Ernst Ricketts Young

NOT VOTING—6

Hagerty Manchin Mullin
Hawley Menendez Tester
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