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ALABAMA 

Editorial: Credentials of a worthy nominee (Anniston Star [AL], 03/16/16) 
"In 2005 after John Roberts was nominated to the Supreme Court by President George W. Bush, this space 
noted he was a jurist with a keen intellect and an open mind. “This is a man who in the best traditions of the 
Supreme Court will grow on the job,” we wrote. We could say the same of Merrick B. Garland, the federal 
judge nominated by President Barack Obama .... Alabama’s Richard Shelby and Jeff Sessions are solidly in the 
camp of senators who are on strike over a replacement for Scalia. What they and others couldn’t win at the 
polling place — the 2008 election and 2012 re-election of Obama — they are trying to short-circuit by failing 
to follow the Constitution’s guidance on staffing the Supreme Court." 

CALIFORNIA 

Editorial: Obstructionist McConnell stiffs a qualified nominee (Fresno Bee [CA], 03/17/16) 
"President Barack Obama fulfilled his constitutional obligation Wednesday by nominating an obviously well-
qualified jurist to serve on the U.S. Supreme Court.... McConnell’s refusal to even meet with a qualified 
nominee and respected jurist drives the process further into dysfunction." 

PD Editorial: Obama did his duty; the Senate should too (Press Democrat [CA], 03/17/16) 
"By nominating Judge Merrick Garland to fill a vacancy on the U.S. Supreme Court, President Barack Obama 
fulfilled his constitutional obligation. It’s time for the U.S. Senate to do the same. Garland, the chief judge of 
the Circuit Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia, deserves a confirmation hearing and a vote.... It’s 
the Senate GOP, not the president, playing politics with the Supreme Court and, by extension, the public’s 
faith in the independence of the judicial branch.... There is no precedent for leaving a Supreme Court seat 
open in an election year." 

EDITORIAL: Obstructionist McConnell stiffs a qualified nominee (Sacramento Bee [CA], 03/16/16) 
"McConnell’s refusal to even meet with a qualified nominee and respected jurist drives the process further 
into dysfunction.... The president has presented the Senate with a wise and decent judge who spent 19 years 
on the bench, has a record of collegiality and has shown himself to be anything but an ideologue.... Sen. Orrin 
Hatch, R-Utah, has gone out of his way to praise Garland, as have other Republicans. Rejecting someone 
with Garland’s credentials would be unprecedented." 

Editorial: Republicans should not play politics with Supreme Court nominee (Ventura County Star 
[CA], 03/16/16) 
"President Barack Obama has named an eminently qualified and highly respected judge, Merrick Garland, as 
his nominee to the U.S. Supreme Court.... Republican leaders in the Senate, who control that body, have 
decided they will not consider Garland's nomination. No hearing. No vote.... They have an opportunity with 
this nomination to show that the Constitution and the process still matter. They can do that by holding 
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nomination hearings for Merrick Garland and voting on whether this qualified jurist should be named to the 
Supreme Court." 

Mercury News editorial: Garland is superb court nominee (San Jose Mercury News [CA], 03/16/16) 
"President Obama sensible choice of the moderate Judge Garland makes clear that if Republicans refuse to 
hold hearings on his nomination, it is simply because GOP senators don't want Obama to fulfill his 
Constitutional duty to appoint Scalia's successor. Merrick Garland deserves to be confirmed by the Senate 
and to sit on the Supreme Court." 

Editorial: Senate Republicans' refusal to consider Merrick Garland's Supreme Court nomination is 
dangerous obstructionism (Los Angeles Times, 03/16/16) 
"The stubborn refusal of Senate Republicans to consider any Supreme Court nominee offered by President 
Obama would be outrageous, regardless of whom the president selected to succeed Justice Antonin Scalia. 
But Obama's announcement Wednesday that he will nominate Merrick Garland, a moderate federal appeals 
court judge who has won bipartisan praise during a long and distinguished legal career, puts the Republicans' 
irresponsibility and cheap partisanship in even starker relief.... "Give the people a voice in the filling of this 
vacancy," McConnell pleaded. This is a preposterous argument, and a cynical one to boot. The relevant vote 
of "the people" in this situation is their decision to support Barack Obama for president in 2008 and again in 
2012." 

Editorial: The Senate must consider Garland’s nomination; Having an incomplete Supreme Court 
for a record amount of time would be detrimental for democracy (La Opinión [CA], 03/16/16) 
"The White House, far from nominating a liberal judge, selected Merrick Garland, the chief judge of the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit,.... If the situation were different, the Republican-majority Senate, 
which in the past only had good things to say about Garland, would have confirmed him quickly. ... The 
president did his part. Now the Senate must stop searching for excuses not to fulfill its obligations, and 
consider Garland’s nomination." 

Contra Costa Times editorial: Senate should act on Garland nomination (Contra Costa Times 
[CA], 03/16/16) 
"Merrick Garland is a superb nomination by President Barack Obama to fill Justice Antonin Scalia's seat on 
the U.S. Supreme Court. The chief judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia circuit is a 
moderate who is widely respected by both Democrats and Republicans for his integrity, judgment, intellect 
and basic decency. It would be a irresponsible for Republicans in the U.S. Senate to withhold consideration of 
Garland's nomination for strictly political reasons." 

EDITORIAL: Will we see 7 Supreme Court justices before we see 9? (San Diego Union-Tribune 
[CA], 03/16/16) 
"In less divided times, President Obama’s nomination of Merrick Garland of the Washington, D.C., Circuit 
Court of Appeals to the Supreme Court would be seen as an olive branch to Republicans. Garland, 63, is the 
oldest nominee since 1971, likely lessening his long-term significance if confirmed. And just this week, he was 
called a moderate, a strong choice and a “fine man” by the senior GOP member of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, Utah’s Orrin Hatch." 

EDITORIAL: Don’t play politics with Supreme Court nominee (San Francisco Chronicle [CA], 03/16/16) 
"President Obama’s choice of federal Appeals Court Judge Merrick Garland is getting a stone-cold response 
from GOP leaders. No hearings, no debate, no vote — never mind the constitutional duties to review the 
nominee.... Garland’s background, at least initially, more than qualifies him for the post. His record, 
recommendations from colleagues and a prior Senate approval vote all argue for his selection to the high 
court. But none of his background can be vetted without the Senate’s quizzing and review.... Republicans are 
creating a political hurdle that ignores the Constitution’s dictates on divisions of responsibilities, and 
undermines the dignity and independence of the nation’s highest court." 

Oakland Tribune editorial: Senate should act on Garland nomination (Oakland Tribune [CA], 03/16/16) 
"Merrick Garland is a superb nomination by President Barack Obama to fill Justice Antonin Scalia's seat on 
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the U.S. Supreme Court. The chief judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia circuit is a 
moderate who is widely respected by both Democrats and Republicans for his integrity, judgment, intellect 
and basic decency. It would be irresponsible for Republicans in the U.S. Senate to withhold consideration of 
Garland's nomination for strictly political reasons.... Obama's sensible choice of the moderate Garland makes 
clear that if Republicans refuse to hold hearings on his nomination, it is simply because GOP senators don't 
want Obama to fulfill his constitutional duty to appoint Scalia's successor. The nomination of Merrick 
Garland deserves consideration from the Senate in a timely manner. And, assuming things are as they seem, 
he should be confirmed to sit on the Supreme Court." 

COLORADO 

EDITORIAL: Senate should give Supreme Court nominee Merrick Garland a hearing; Senate GOP 
could rue day they dismissed nomination (Denver Post [CO], 03/16/16) 
"President Obama tried to put Senate Republicans on the spot Wednesday by nominating someone for the 
Supreme Court who is closer to the center in his judicial philosophy than they could have hoped for under 
normal circumstances.... We happen to believe the Senate should hold hearings rather than ignore the 
nomination" 

CONNECTICUT 

EDITORIAL: Senate Republicans would be foolish to block Supreme Court nominee (Day 
[CT], 03/16/16) 
"President Obama’s nomination of a judicial moderate to fill the Supreme Court vacancy created by the death 
of Justice Antonin Scalia leaves the Republican leaders in the Senate with no justification to shirk their 
constitutional role to either deny or confirm the selection. In fact, Republicans should be motivated to act on 
the appointment. ... Obama has offered Republicans a potential justice who may prove far more palatable 
than any candidate they get after the November presidential election. ... Continuing Senate delay would give 
the Democrats an issue to use against the Republicans in the election and the opportunity to fill the vacancy 
after the election. In other words, continued stalling would be politically foolish for the Republicans. So if 
Senate Republicans do not want to act because it is their constitutional responsibility, perhaps they can be 
motivated by political pragmatism." 

DELAWARE 

Editorial: Court obstructionism nothing but bluster (News Journal (DE), 03/16/16) 
"Elected officials like McConnell and Vitter say they’re beholden to the best interests of the American people. 
If, through hearings, it emerged that Merrick Garland was not fit for the highest court in our land, we would 
be the first to thank legislators like McConnell and Vitter for shining a light on the President’s erroneous 
nomination. But, by refusing to do their jobs, McConnell, Vitter and the other obstructionists are serving only 
to get their names engraved on some sort of monument to bluster. We think many Americans have heard 
enough out of them. Where are the lawmakers who actually want to work for the salaries we're paying them?" 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

EDITORIAL: Dear GOP: Stop playing politics and give Merrick Garland a confirmation 
hearing (Washington Post, 03/16/16) 
"In fact, it is Republicans who are putting politics above their essential responsibilities. Mr. Garland should 
get confirmation hearings, and after those a straight up-or-down vote. Any political damage Republicans 
endure for refusing will be self-inflicted and well-deserved. The case against Mr. Garland — well, there is not 
much of a case against him. He is unusually well-respected across the ideological spectrum.... Obama could 
have chosen to nominate a more ideological figure or a minority candidate with an eye to turning out voters. 
Instead, the president selected someone whose primary political advantage is that he is eminently reasonable, 
which is what a Democratic president would do if he were reaching out in good faith to a GOP Senate. 
Republicans should respond with the same good sense." 
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FLORIDA 

EDITORIAL: Our View: Court nominee deserves Senate hearing (Daytona News-Journal [FL], 03/18/16) 
"President Obama on Wednesday made a shrewd pick for the vacant seat on the Supreme Court when he 
nominated Merrick B. Garland, chief judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit. 
Garland deserves a full hearing before the Senate Judicial Committee. ... the president selected Garland, 
universally acknowledged by the law community as being eminently qualified for the position, at age 63 
significantly older than the usual nominee — and widely described as being a judicial “moderate.”... It 
positions Obama as being temperate and willing to work with the GOP — and makes those who support 
McConnell’s “no-hearings” stance look like hidebound obstructionists blinded by partisanship.... The Senate 
should respect the nominating process norm by giving Garland a hearing." 

Editorial: Senate misplays its hand (Tampa Tribune [FL], 03/17/16) 
"Senate Republicans are playing right into President Barack Obama’s hands by refusing to even consider his 
nomination of Merrick B. Garland to the Supreme Court. ... Democrats’ hypocrisy does not justify the 
Senate’s refusal to do what clearly is its constitutional duty: to “advise and consent” on the president’s 
nomination.... If McConnell and GOP senators want to block Obama’s nomination, they should have the 
courage of their convictions and vote this obviously qualified candidate down, which is their right. If not, they 
are going to come off looking like whiny obstructionists to Americans not blinded by partisanship." 

Editorial: U.S. Senate should hold hearings, vote on court pick (Tampa Bay Times [FL], 03/16/16) 
"President Barack Obama has fulfilled his constitutional obligation by nominating an experienced, well-
regarded appeals court judge to fill the U.S. Supreme Court vacancy created by the death of Justice Antonin 
Scalia. Now the Senate should do its job by holding hearings and voting on whether to confirm Judge 
Merrick Garland. Senate Republicans who continue to act as obstructionists and ignore the president's 
nomination for political reasons are eroding public confidence in the legal system and abdicating their 
constitutional responsibility. Obama chose carefully in nominating Garland, the widely respected chief judge 
of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit .... he is well-liked by Republicans and 
would be viewed as a consensus choice under different circumstances. ... Now the Senate should do its job by 
holding confirmation hearings and taking a vote." 

EDITORIAL: Senate should give Supreme Court nominee fair hearing (Sun Sentinel [FL], 03/16/16) 
"Let's remind the Senate that there's another principle here — the principle of doing the job you were elected 
to do, the job you are paid to do. And part of that job is to fulfill the Senate's duty to advise and consent — 
or not consent, but at least debate — on presidential nominations for the Supreme Court.... Garland, 63, is 
chief judge for the U.S. District Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit, and appears to be 
universally liked and respected.... Waiting another year to consider a Supreme Court justice is a dereliction of 
duty for the Senate.... Obama is asking for a fair hearing, and an up-or-down vote on Garland. Garland 
deserves it. Americans deserve it." 

Editorial: High court nominee deserves a hearing; Senate Republicans should put politics 
aside (Sarasota Herald-Tribune [FL], 03/16/16) 
"With his choice of a moderate nominee to the Supreme Court on Wednesday, President Obama gave 
Republican senators a golden opportunity to act in solidarity with the American people — a majority of 
whom want Washington to get over itself and move forward with filling the vacancy on the bench. Obama 
nominated Merrick B. Garland, chief judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit.... He is so well qualified that no less an authority than GOP Sen. Orrin Hatch commended him." 

EDITORIAL: Senators, do your job, act on Judge Merrick Garland (Miami Herald, 03/16/16) 
"President Obama effectively took the issue of qualifications off the table when he picked Judge Merrick 
Garland to fill the vacancy on the Supreme Court created by the death of Justice Antonin Scalia. In any other 
year, Judge Garland’s nomination would be a sure-fire bet to win quick Senate approval. Judge Garland is a 
sitting appeals court judge with a much admired record and a history of bipartisan support who has managed 
to win Senate approval for the bench while drawing virtually no criticism. Over the years, Republicans have 
praised his record and suitability for the bench.... refusing to even hear from the nominee represents an act of 
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contempt that should be beneath the dignity of the Senate.... It’s time for members of the Senate to do their 
job." 

ILLINOIS 

Editorial: Vote him up or down, but vote: Merrick Garland, on the merits (Chicago Tribune, 03/16/16) 
"Over nearly two decades of service on a federal court of appeals, Garland has won nearly universal 
admiration.... Republicans don't question Garland's fitness for the job, but rather Obama's insistence on 
making any nomination.... But it's pretty hard for them to say that they have fulfilled their obligation to 
provide "advice and consent" on judicial appointments if they decline to assess Garland on his merits." 

Editorial: Will GOP prove that judicial confirmation process is 'beyond repair'? (Journal Star [Peoria, 
IL], 03/16/16) 
"By virtually all accounts, President Obama’s nominee to fill the Scalia vacancy on the U.S. Supreme Court, 
Merrick Garland, is eminently qualified. A majority of Senate Republicans said so themselves in 1997 when he 
was confirmed .... Garland is about as good and palatable a selection as Republicans could have hoped for 
from a Democratic president.... Republicans have indicated they won’t argue qualifications because with 
Garland, they know they can’t." 

EDITORIAL: America can’t wait a year for a full-strength Supreme Court (Chicago Sun 
Times, 03/16/16) 
"The irony is that the system is working, if Republicans in the Senate would only show a little more respect 
for the American Constitution. President Barack Obama on Wednesday nominated an ideologically centrist 
jurist with impeccable credentials to fill a vacancy on the Supreme Court .... But, instead, Republican Senate 
leaders again on Wednesday said they will not hold confirmation hearings — to hell with the letter and spirit 
of the Constitution ... Do your job, senators. The president put forth a nominee, as required by the 
Constitution he took an oath to uphold. Hold hearings to consider Garland’s suitability and vote to confirm 
or reject. You took an oath, too. The Constitution makes no exceptions for election years." 

INDIANA 

EDITORIAL: Our Opinion: Court nominee deserves full hearing, vote (Herald Times [IN], 03/17/16) 
"With all due respect to Indiana’s two U.S. Senators, Joe Donnelly is right and Dan Coats is wrong on filling 
the vacancy on the U.S. Supreme Court. President Obama on Wednesday announced his nomination of 
Federal appeals court judge Merrick Brian Garland to fill the court’s vacancy caused by the death of Supreme 
Court Justice Antonin Scalia." 

IOWA 

EDITORIAL: Our View: Grassley must allow Supreme Court nominee hearing; Our Position: 
Failure of GOP leaders to fulfill constitutional duty an insult to all Americans (Daily Nonpareil [Council 
Bluffs, IA], 03/17/16) 
"Unfortunately, Iowa’s own Sen. Chuck Grassley has once again put his foot down, declaring the Senate 
Republicans won’t hold a hearing, much less a vote. His willful insistence on leaving a vacancy on the 
Supreme Court will, in essence, neuter the court for a year.... Unfortunately, Iowa’s own Sen. Chuck Grassley 
has once again put his foot down, declaring the Senate Republicans won’t hold a hearing, much less a vote. 
His willful insistence on leaving a vacancy on the Supreme Court will, in essence, neuter the court for a year." 

KANSAS 

EDITORIAL: Don’t wait a year to fill Supreme Court opening (Wichita Eagle [KS], 03/17/16) 
"Kansas Sens. Pat Roberts and Jerry Moran didn’t wait for Wednesday’s announcement to fall in line with 
their leadership’s decision to refuse to consider any nomination by Obama.... Roberts, one of seven current 
senators who voted on and confirmed Garland’s nomination to the D.C. Circuit Court in 1997, released a 
statement .... But the president’s term and constitutional obligations won’t end for another 10 months. And 
when a president’s Supreme Court nominees have the education and experience to make them highly 
qualified – as Garland does – they deserve Senate confirmation. That view has led The Eagle editorial board 
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to support the nominations of every current justice, including President Bush’s choices of Chief Justice John 
Roberts and Samuel Alito. And the editorial board would have held the same opinion if a Supreme Court 
opening had occurred during the final year of Bush’s presidency." 

Editorial: Roberts, Moran have a duty to consider the president's Supreme Court nominee (Topeka 
Capital-Journal [KS], 03/17/16) 
"Article II, Section 2 of the U.S. Constitution. Since it was ratified 226 years ago, it has clearly outlined how 
U.S. Supreme Court justices are nominated by the president and voted on by the Senate. But on Wednesday, 
both U.S. senators from Kansas announced they were no longer interested in abiding by those words. 
Instead, Pat Roberts and Jerry Moran have decided they have no interest in advising or consenting to 
President Barack Obama’s nominee to the court.... The people of Kansas elected Roberts in 2014 and Moran 
in 2010 to do the duties of senators. As the Constitution clearly states, considering Supreme Court nominees 
is a duty of the senators. Obama has done his duty. Now it’s time for Roberts and Moran to do theirs.... The 
Senate should now hold hearings, as it has always done, and vote on whether Merrick Garland is worthy of 
the seat for which he was nominated." 

EDITORIAL: Supreme nominee (Hays Daily News [KS], 03/17/16) 
"Now it is time to get down to business as required by the U.S. Constitution. The Constitution, which sets a 
president’s term at four years, states the president “shall” nominate judges of the Supreme Court, “by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate.” There is no “may” or “might” in the language. There is no 
“unless the president has fewer than 12 months remaining in office.” There is no ambiguity about either 
branch’s role in the process. In short, the Senate’s role is a duty not a right. Refusing to uphold the 
Constitution is more than a dangerous precedent, it appears a flagrant violation. Garland appears to be 
extremely qualified" 

MARYLAND 

EDITORIAL: The man in the middle (Baltimore Sun, 03/16/16) 
"The public rightfully expects President Obama to do his job. In nominating Merrick Garland he has not only 
chosen a supremely qualified jurist for the nation's highest court but he has demonstrated a willingness to 
temper his own politics by selecting a 63-year-old moderate who oversaw the successful investigation into the 
Oklahoma City bombing attack. Now the public expects the same performance from the Senate. That 
Republicans might not allow such a respected individual the courtesy of a hearing, let alone a vote, speaks 
volumes. It will remind voters that the GOP is not just the "Party of No," it is the party of "Nobody 
Works."" 

MASSACHUSETTS 

EDITORIAL: Make Obama blink -- weigh his justice pick (Lowell Sun [MA], 03/18/16) 
"Are the Republicans going to get caught in another Obama-orchestrated trap? It sure appears that way, now 
that the president has nominated centrist jurist Merrick Garland to the Supreme Court ... In any other 
situation, Garland would encounter little opposition. Since we have no Republicans representing this state in 
Congress, we're at least glad to see that New Hampshire's Kelly Ayotte is one of several GOP senators who 
plan to meet with Garland in the coming weeks. Much like the Democratic majority with an exiting President 
Ronald Reagan in 1988, the Republicans now face the prospect of approving a primarily moderate Supreme 
Court nominee or leaving it to the next administration. That Senate, which included McConnell, approved 
Justice Anthony Kennedy, 97-0.... So Republicans, why not call Obama's bluff? Hold those confirmation 
hearings, and if Judge Garland's record passes muster, endorse his appointment and let the full Senate 
decide." 

EDITORIAL: Our View: Court vacancy could work against GOP (South Coast Today [MA], 03/18/16) 
"Besides the election, the vacancy’s impacts on the law may also serve as a motive for the Senate to act on the 
nomination of Judge Garland.... Our position is that the Senate should follow the process. If the body can’t 
confirm Judge Garland, it is still an example of the checks and balances working. This disruptive campaign 
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season has roiled the entire campaign process and it’s a shame that the court has been drawn in. From the 
perspective of the American people, the sooner the seat is filled, the better." 

Editorial: Pick spotlights irresponsible obstructionism (Milford Daily News [MA], 03/17/16) 
"In fact, it is Republicans who are putting politics above their essential responsibilities. Garland should get 
confirmation hearings, and after those a straight up-or-down vote." 

Editorial: High court gamble (Boston Herald, 03/17/16) 
"President Obama’s Supreme Court pick shows both a level of seriousness about the work of the court and 
the confirmation process — and his unerring political instinct in finding a nominee Republicans should be 
ashamed to deny a fair hearing.... With this nomination the president has called the bluff at least of thinking 
Republicans, who should be making some serious re-calculations long about now.... do the more sober 
among them really want to leave a seat on the U.S. Supreme Court hanging in the balance when a legitimate 
consensus nominee has been put before them?" 

Obama's choice for court, Merrick Garland, deserves hearing in Senate: Editorial (Republican 
[Springfield, MA], 03/17/16) 
"Garland, 63, is eminently qualified and highly respected. And he's a moderate.... Unbending Republicans 
need to understand that they could have done a whole lot worse. The Senate should schedule hearings on 
Garland's nomination." 

EDITORIAL: Our Opinion: Obama Supreme Court nominee puts heat on Republicans (Berkshire 
Eagle [MA], 03/16/16) 
"President Obama has done his job in nominating a respected, experienced centrist judge as the nation's 
113th Supreme Court justice. Now it is up to Senate Republicans to do their job and give him a hearing." 

EDITORIAL: Merrick Garland deserves hearings and a vote (Boston Globe, 03/16/16) 
"The fact that Merrick Garland clearly meets the criteria for the Supreme Court ought to be enough to ensure 
he gets hearings and a vote, despite Republican promises to bottle up President Obama’s nominee until he 
leaves office. The fact that Garland is closer to the center – and older – than anyone a President Hillary 
Clinton is likely to nominate ought to be enough to give Mitch McConnell second thoughts about his 
unprecedented, outrageous obstruction strategy. Garland, an appellate judge, is eminently qualified." 

MICHIGAN 

Editorial: Senate should give Garland a hearing (Detroit News [MI], 03/16/16) 
"Merrick Garland, a federal appeals court judge with indisputable credentials and a reputation as a centrist, is 
as good as the Republican Senate can expect from a Democratic president. Actually, he’s much better than 
they expected. Sen. Orin Hatch, chair of the Judiciary Committee, just last week said Garland was the type of 
nominee Obama should submit, but predicted he wouldn’t.... “He’s a judge’s judge,” said Detroit Federal 
District Judge Gerald R. Rosen, pondering the nomination rather than the political context of the 
appointment. “Garland is unquestionably among the most highly qualified judges in our nation to serve on 
our highest court. He is widely respected throughout the federal judiciary, well-known for his attempt to 
follow the law as best as he can ascertain it.”... McConnell should bow to the qualifications of this nominee, 
give him a hearing and judge his appointment on the merits, not on politics." 

MINNESOTA 

EDITORIAL: Supreme Court nominee deserves a hearing (Fergus Falls [MN] Daily Journal, 03/18/16) 
"The Daily Journal is neither Republican nor Democrat, but we — the present members of the Editorial 
Board — do stand on the liberal side on some issues and on the conservative side on other issues. On the 
issue of President Barack Obama nominating a justice for the Supreme Court to replace conservative Antonin 
Scalia, we come down on the side of history. It’s preposterous to claim there is not precedence for a president 
to nominate a Supreme Court justice in the final year of his second term. “There comes a point in the last 
year of the president, especially in their second term, where you stop nominating,” said Florida Sen. Marco 
Rubio. That’s just flat-out not true. The following 14 justices have been confirmed in an election year.... 
Republicans in the Senate would be wise to approve Garland — after at least giving him the usual hearing." 
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EDITORIAL: Garland and the American people deserve a Senate hearing and vote; Republicans are 
playing politics, leaving a weakened U.S. Supreme Court. (Minneapolis Star Tribune [MN], 03/16/16) 
"By all accounts, Garland is a well-qualified jurist who, at the very least, should receive Senate Judiciary 
Committee consideration and a vote. A centrist appeals-court judge, Garland has won bipartisan support in 
the past, along with praise from Supreme Court Chief Justice John Roberts. ... But McConnell and his cohorts 
seem intent on disregarding the Constitution .... Obama fulfilled his constitutional responsibility. We’ll soon 
learn if Senate Republicans, as expected, will fail to live up to their own." 

 

 

MISSOURI 

EDITORIAL: Obama’s solid Supreme Court choice exposes GOP senators as obstructionist 
puppets (Kansas City Star [MO], 03/16/16) 
"President Barack Obama has acted in the spirit of compromise with his choice of Merrick B. Garland for the 
U.S. Supreme Court. Senate Republicans will expose themselves as naked obstructionists if they refuse to 
follow suit and hold hearings. Garland is a universally respected centrist judge on the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia Circuit.... A tie vote would mean a lower court’s last ruling would stand and deny 
a chance for clarity. Only a Senate majority consumed with self-interest and disdain for the democratic 
process would prefer that limbo to timely hearings for a highly qualified nominee." 

Editorial: Sen. Blunt should give Supreme Court nominee a fair hearing (St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
[MO], 03/16/16) 
"By the GOP’s own standards, Garland is eminently qualified and deserves a fair hearing. The call by Senate 
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell for his colleagues to blindly refuse a hearing until after the November 
presidential election is appallingly irresponsible. Garland, 63, chief judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
D.C. Circuit, is a centrist with bipartisan credentials who has been praised by Sen. Orrin Hatch, R-Utah." 

MONTANA 

Standard View EDITORIAL: Daines, Zinke pander to politics with statements on Supreme Court 
nominee (Montana Standard, 03/18/16) 
"Sen. Steve Daines chose politics over doing his job when he marched in lockstep with Majority Leader Mitch 
McConnell and pompously announced that he would not even meet with Merrick Garland, a centrist and a 
formidable legal scholar who has been almost universally praised for his judgment, hard work, judicial 
temperament and even-handedness. And Rep. Ryan Zinke, not to be outdone, announced that President 
Obama’s nomination of Garland was “clearly beyond his Constitutional authority.” That’s not only untrue, 
it’s a ridiculous caricature of the truth. The President has not only the authority but an obligation to put 
forward a nominee when there is a Supreme Court vacancy. The Senate is obliged to confirm or reject." 

NEBRASKA 

Editorial, 3/18: A worthy nominee for high court (Lincoln Journal Star [NE], 03/18/16) 
"By nominating Merrick Garland for the U.S. Supreme Court, President Barack Obama took firm command 
of the principled high ground in American governance. If Senate Republicans stick to their vow to not even 
hold hearings to consider his nomination they’ll set a new low for partisanship.... In 2010 Sen. Orrin Hatch, 
R-Utah, said that if Obama nominated Garland for the U.S. Supreme court there was “no question” that 
Garland would have bipartisan support and Hatch added “I will do my best” to win votes for Garland’s 
confirmation. Now Hatch won’t even hold a hearing to allow senators to review his suitability for the 
position. That’s a disgrace." 

World-Herald editorial: Senate’s past offers lesson (Omaha World-Herald [NE], 03/17/16) 
"In 2005, political frictions similar to those of today threatened the Senate’s ability to vote on judicial 
nominees by President George W. Bush. The problem was acute with Supreme Court Justice Sandra Day 
O’Connor announcing her retirement and Chief Justice William Rehnquist’s death. In the face of stalemate 
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and sharp political exchanges, a bipartisan group of 14 U.S. senators stepped up to seek a solution. A leader 
in the effort was then-Sen. Ben Nelson, D-Neb. Those swing-vote senators, holding the balance of power, 
pulled the Senate back from the brink. Senators voted on a group of judicial nominees.... the spirit of the 
Gang of 14 should set the example. The Senate best serves the public interest by letting its “advise and 
consent” process work with Wednesday’s nomination of Appeals Court Judge Merrick B. Garland. The 
important thing is to allow a vote to be held" 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Sentinel Editorial: Senate Republicans, do your job (Keene Sentinel [NH], 03/17/16) 
"McConnell and his flock have vowed not to do their job.... Instead of doing their job, they argue Obama 
should shirk his constitutional duty to nominate a justice, leaving a seat on the court open until at least a year 
from now .... The U.S. Constitution calls for the president to nominate, when needed, any replacement to the 
court, and for the Senate to weigh in on those nominations. It includes no asterisk denoting a different 
process for election years.... Ayotte has on occasion broken ranks with her party’s leadership.... This is an 
instance in which she needs to buck McConnell and call for action on the nomination of Garland." 

Editorial: The game is clear, so let’s not pretend (Concord Monitor [NH], 03/17/16) 
"What is the refusal of Republican senators to grant a hearing to Supreme Court nominee Merrick Garland if 
not contempt for voters?... Ayotte is no longer taking a stand for the American people, as she claims; she is 
blocking a hearing for a judge who is widely respected among Republicans and Democrats alike, and 
obstructing the proper function of the U.S. Supreme Court.... Again, do you think Ayotte would take that 
position if the president was a Republican?... And if Garland is deserving of a hearing on his own merits, 
which he is, that makes you, the voter, a pawn in a dirty Washington game that has absolutely nothing to do 
with fairness or principle." 

NEW JERSEY 

EDITORIAL The Record: Obama’s nominee (The Record of Hackensack, NJ, 03/17/16) 
"In putting forth Garland, the president is upholding the laws upon which this nation stands and the 
responsibility of the executive branch in our three-branch system of government. Now it is up to the Senate 
to do the same, to take its responsibility seriously and give this nominee a fair hearing and an up-or-down 
vote for confirmation.... Obama has chosen a jurist who seems anything but an ideologue, a man whose only 
allegiance appears to be to the law.... If Republicans in the Senate hold true to their threat, they mock the 
Constitution and the separation of powers they purport to hold so dear." 

Obama faces GOP hypocrisy over Supreme Court stonewall | Editorial (Star-Ledger Newark 
[NJ], 03/17/16) 
"The American people did have a say. They elected Obama twice, knowing he would have the power to make 
these nominations. Republicans are trying to clip a year off that mandate. It's a remarkable feat of hypocrisy 
from a party that presents itself as strict adherents to the Constitution. And it raises this question: If they are 
clipping a year off Obama's term, does the same rule apply to Congress? Obama on Wednesday chose 
Merrick Garland, a respected federal judge, who would easily win confirmation in a more sane political time." 

NEW MEXICO 

EDITORIAL: Our view: Senate needs to do its job (Santa Fe New Mexican, 03/16/16) 
"Much to the chagrin of his more liberal supporters, President Barack Obama once again has made a calm, 
measured decision on a nomination for a seat on the U.S. Supreme Court. ... Garland, without question, has 
outstanding legal credentials,... President Obama has done his duty under the Constitution. Now, the U.S. 
Senate must do its job, to “advise and consent” on the president’s nomination.... With 10 months left to go in 
President Obama’s final year in office, there is no reason GOP senators should not be forced to do their jobs. 
... Over the course of our nation’s history, scholars say, there have been 24 election-year nominees, with 21 of 
those confirmed. There is no precedent for refusing to consider a nomination outright. That is a fiction 
created by Republicans" 

NEW YORK 
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Editorial: Give the nominee a hearing and a vote (Times Herald-Record [NY], 03/17/16) 
"We do not, as the Republicans in the U.S. Senate are doing, shut the door and refuse to come out. We never 
have.... while Democrats opposed Bork, they did not refuse to consider his nomination.... After those 
hearings, the Senate Judiciary Committee voted against Bork 9 to 5 and sent his nomination to the full Senate 
with the recommendation that he be rejected. After more debate, the full Senate did reject his nomination 58 
to 42, with six Republicans opposing him and two Democrats supporting him.... Fourteen presidents have 
nominated justices in presidential election years and six have filled vacancies after their successors were 
elected, none more memorably than John Adams." 

EDITORIAL: Merrick Garland for the Supreme Court (New York Times, 03/16/16) 
"If you tried to create the ideal moderate Supreme Court nominee in a laboratory, it would be hard to do 
better than Judge Merrick Garland. ... Under normal, even routinely partisan, circumstances, Judge Garland 
would sail through confirmation hearings and be confirmed by the Senate in a matter of months, if not 
weeks. That was obvious to Senator Orrin Hatch, the senior Republican from Utah who sits on the Judiciary 
Committee, who in 2010 called Mr. Garland a “consensus nominee” and said there would be “no question” 
that he would be confirmed to the Supreme Court with bipartisan support. Just last week, Mr. Hatch repeated 
his praise, saying that if Mr. Obama wanted a real moderate, he “could easily” name Mr. Garland," 

EDITORIAL: GOP senators dishonor the Supreme Court and themselves (Newsday [NY], 03/16/16) 
"McConnell, however, maintained that the decision should wait until the next president takes office to “give 
the people a voice in filling the vacancy.” It’s a ridiculous argument that is easily countered: The people 
already made their voice known in selecting the current president. Twice.... Obama made a tactical decision, 
and a political one, to nominate the chief of the federal appeals court in Washington, D.C., an excellent jurist 
who is as mainstream a candidate as can be found. Garland is an older white male, an establishment figure in 
the nation’s capital, someone with a prosecutorial background who has rarely overturned a criminal 
conviction. He would be comfortable in the Supreme Court’s center, not one who would clearly tip it to the 
left. Garland’s judicial record shows that he moves the law in increments, deciding the facts of the case before 
him, not trying to bend them to fit a predetermined outcome. In that vein, he’s a more conservative justice 
than the man he would replace. The Senate should hold confirmation hearings and vote on the nomination." 

EDITORIAL: Merrick Garland deserves a hearing and a vote: President Obama has nominated a 
broadly respected, centrist jurist to the Supreme Court (New York Daily News, 03/16/16) 
"In flat-out rejecting within minutes to even consider the nomination of Merrick Garland for the Supreme 
Court, Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell and the Republicans are breaching their sworn duty, leaving 
the court with a vacancy for a year or more following Antonin Scalia’s death last month. President Obama’s 
choice of Garland, a highly qualified judge who is squarely in the mainstream of American jurisprudence, is in 
line with the best tradition of finding the finest legal minds for the nation’s highest court. McConnell’s over-
my-dead-body partisanship, fully backed by his GOP colleagues, comes in the worst tradition of politics 
interfering with the work of government. Their obstruction cannot stand." 

EDITORIAL: Senate has a clear obligation to consider Obama’s nominee for Supreme Court  (Buffalo 
News [NY], 03/16/16) 
"Senate Republicans would do well to reconsider before refusing to even consider the nomination of Merrick 
B. Garland to replace Antonin Scalia on the Supreme Court. Garland is considered a centrist who was 
confirmed to the U.S. Court of Appeals in a bipartisan vote. But no matter who the president chose to put 
forth, it is the duty and obligation of the Senate to consider the nominee, just as it was the duty and obligation 
of the president to put forth a name." 

Editorial: The Senate must consider Garland’s nomination (El Diario [NY], 03/16/16) 
"If the situation were different, the Republican-majority Senate, which in the past only had good things to say 
about Garland, would have confirmed him quickly. If the situation were different, Obama would have 
probably appointed a more liberal nominee. However, direct opposition in Congress and the state of affairs in 
Washington required someone who is acceptable to everyone. The president did his part. Now the Senate 
must stop searching for excuses not to fulfill its obligations, and consider Garland’s nomination." 
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NORTH CAROLINA 

EDITORIAL: High court pick deserves a fair hearing (Charlotte Observer [NC], 03/16/16) 
"In Merrick Garland, President Obama has nominated an eminently qualified jurist for the nation’s highest 
court. As the well-respected chief judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit – 
commonly called the nation’s second highest court – one could argue that Garland is the most qualified jurist 
Obama could have picked.... Sen. Orrin Hatch, R-Utah, practically dared Obama to nominate him last week, 
telling the conservative website Newsmax that the president “could easily name Merrick Garland, who is a 
fine man.”... by refusing to consider a nominee, the GOP is taking the politics of obstruction to a corrosive 
and constitutionally questionable new low." 

EDITORIAL: Obama offers a worthy nominee, now Senate must do its job (News & Observer 
[NC], 03/16/16) 
"Judge Merrick Garland, a Chicago native, qualifies on all counts and deserves to be confirmed by the United 
States Senate to fill the seat left vacant by the death of Justice Antonin Scalia. That Garland might be denied 
not only a seat but even a hearing after his nomination by President Obama would be an outrage. It would be 
an affront not just to Obama, whom Republican leaders have vowed to stymie at every turn, but to the 
Constitution.... Under the direction of Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, Republican senators, 
including North Carolina’s Richard Burr and Thom Tillis, want to deny the president his duty for partisan 
reasons that put their party above their country." 

OHIO 

FEATURED EDITORIAL: Give judge a hearing, vote (Toledo Blade [OH], 03/18/16) 
"President Obama wants to fill a vacancy on the Supreme Court with an exceptionally well qualified, 
ideologically moderate, and apolitical nominee. The Republican-controlled Senate — including Ohio Sen. 
Rob Portman — has no justification for refusing to give the nomination of Judge Merrick Garland a fair 
hearing and a yes-or-no vote.... Justice Scalia’s seat need not and should not remain vacant until after the 
election, if the Senate will put its constitutional duties before political games. Senators have an accomplished, 
distinguished, well-respected, mainstream candidate before them for a vital government post. Ignoring him 
would be an outrageous default of leadership." 

EDITORIAL: Garland should get a hearing (Star Beacon [OH], 03/17/16) 
"There is absolutely no reason for the Senate not to have hearings on Merrick Garland, who President 
Obama nominated to the Supreme Court Wednesday. Sen. Orrin Hatch, R-Utah, just last week essentially 
dared Obama to nominate Garland, saying the president “could easily name Merrick Garland, who is a fine 
man,” ... to not even have hearings to make that determination, to make the decision based solely on the fact 
that Obama has nine months left in office instead of 14 months is wrong.... Garland deserves to be 
considered on his own merits." 

OREGON 

EDITORIAL: Winners, losers in the news (Statesman Journal [OR], 03/17/16) 
"WINNER: Merrick B. Garland. President Obama nominated the federal appellate judge to fill the U.S. 
Supreme Court seat held by the late Antonin Scalia. By most accounts, Garland is a thoughtful, centrist and 
well-regarded jurist. He currently is chief judge of the Court of Appeals in the District of Columbia. Now the 
U.S. Senate should heed its constitutional obligation, hold hearings on Garland’s nomination, and either 
approve or reject him as the nation’s 113th Supreme Court justice." 

EDITORIAL: Garland deserves a vote (Register Guard [OR], 03/17/16) 
"Republicans in the Senate are wrong, both as a matter of precedent and of politics, to refuse even to hold 
hearings on Garland’s nomination.... the Senate has always been willing to consider election-year court 
appointments in the past, confirming 21 of 24 of them, most recently Justice Anthony Kennedy..... Obama 
has shown respect for the Republican majority by nominating a highly regarded judge the GOP has 
supported in the past. It’s now the Senate’s job to hold hearings on the nomination and schedule a timely 
vote." 
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PENNSYLVANIA 

Today's Editorial: ‘The course of human events’ (Daily Item [PA], 03/18/16) 
"“When in the course of human events” a Supreme Court justice dies, the U.S. Constitution states that the 
president of the United States will nominate a replacement, subject to the “advice and consent” of the Senate. 
On Wednesday, President Barack Obama did just that, nominating appeals court judge Merrick Garland ... 
Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, R-Ky., said ... the nomination should wait for the next president, 
who will be elected this fall. Pennsylvania Republican Sen. Pat Toomey agrees.... Many Republicans point to 
the importance of adhering to the Constitution.... We don’t see any reference to waiting around for the next 
election. When in the course of human events the president has fulfilled his constitutional duty by nominating 
a judge to fill a vacancy on the Supreme Court, it also is the constitutional duty of the U.S. Senate to meet 
with the nominee, hold hearings, deliberate and vote for or against confirmation." 

EDITORIAL: Do your duty: The Senate must set a hearing for Judge Garland (Pittsburgh Post-Gazette 
[PA], 03/17/16) 
"President Barack Obama did his duty under the Constitution by submitting to the Senate his nominee — 
Merrick Garland, chief judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit — to fill a 
vacancy on the Supreme Court. The Senate, despite its Republican leaders’ vow to do otherwise, must now 
perform its role and take up the appointment....Senate Republicans are putting bald politics above a 
constitutional duty .... What the Senate must do instead is hold the requisite committee hearing on Judge 
Garland and then take a floor vote" 

EDITORIAL: Toomey must do his job (Scranton Times-Tribune [PA], 03/17/16) 
"President Obama’s nomination to the Supreme Court of eminently qualified federal appellate Judge Merrick 
Garland is sound for the sake of the court. But it also further illuminates the blind political obstruction of 
Senate Republicans who have vowed to ignore any nomination. They include Pennsylvania’s Pat Toomey ... 
Among the obstructionists are seven Republican senators who voted in 1997 to confirm Judge Garland when 
he was nominated to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit, which widely is 
considered to be the nation’s second-most-important appellate court.... Mr. Toomey should extract himself 
from this obstructionist strategy and exercise leadership in behalf of the country by advocating an open and 
honest confirmation process." 

Inquirer Editorial: Politics wrong scale to weigh Obama, Christie nominees (Philadelphia Inquirer 
[PA], 03/17/16) 
"The odds are against Garland's Senate confirmation, but not because he isn't qualified. In fact, less than a 
week before Obama's announcement Wednesday, Sen. Orrin Hatch of Utah, the longest-serving Republican 
on the Senate Judiciary Committee, called Garland "a fine man" for the court.... The stakes are too high to 
treat the appointment of a Supreme Court justice like a game of poker. Garland should be granted a fair 
hearing because that is the Senate's constitutional role in this process. Regardless of Obama's political 
motives, he has nominated someone who appears to be strongly suited for the position.... Sen. Pat Toomey 
(R., Pa.), using logic reminiscent of Dr. Seuss, tweeted that he would gladly consider Garland's nomination if 
a president after Obama makes it." 

Editorial: Obama Supreme Court nominee puts pressure on Republicans (Delaware County Daily Times 
[PA], 03/17/16) 
"President Obama has done his job in nominating a respected, experienced centrist judge as the nation’s 
113th Supreme Court justice. Now it is up to Senate Republicans to do their job and give him a hearing.... to 
be denied even a hearing smacks of the worst kind of obsctructionism. Among those toeing this capricious 
line is Pennsylvania Republican Sen. Pat Toomey." 

EDITORIAL: Worthy nominee deserves Senate consideration (Citizens Voice [Wilkes-Barre, 
PA], 03/17/16) 
"President Barack Obama’s nomination to the Supreme Court of eminently qualified federal appellate Judge 
Merrick Garland is sound for the sake of the court. But it also further illuminates the blind political 
obstruction of Senate Republicans who have vowed to ignore any nomination.... Toomey should extract 

http://www.dailyitem.com/news/today-s-editorial-the-course-of-human-events/article_7c637ebe-ed0e-11e5-abf8-0fadd2ef4f06.html
http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/editorials/2016/03/17/Do-your-duty-The-Senate-must-set-a-hearing-for-Judge-Garland/stories/201603170035
http://thetimes-tribune.com/opinion/toomey-must-do-his-job-1.2019674
http://www.philly.com/philly/opinion/20160317_Inquirer_Editorial__Politics_wrong_scale_to_weigh_Obama__Christie_nominees.html
http://www.delcotimes.com/article/DC/20160317/NEWS/160319688
http://citizensvoice.com/opinion/worthy-nominee-deserves-senate-consideration-1.2019598


himself from this obstructionist strategy and exercise leadership in behalf of the country by advocating an 
open and honest confirmation process." 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

EDITORIAL: Give Garland fair consideration (Post and Courier [SC], 03/17/16) 
"That’s a particularly misguided position given Judge Garland’s reputation as a generally moderate jurist who 
decides cases not on ideological grounds but sound legal principles. The group of GOP senators vowing to 
not even hear him includes both of our state’s senators — Lindsey Graham and Tim Scott.... Sen. Graham 
has previously emphasized that “elections have consequences” — including the power of those who win the 
presidency to nominate federal judges. And Sen. Graham has frequently emphasized the importance of the 
Senate giving presidential judicial nominees fair consideration. Judge Garland deserves that much. So does the 
Constitution." 

TENNESSEE 

Chattanooga Times Editorial: Pam's Points: It's politics as usual in Senate (Chattanooga Times 
[TN], 03/17/16) 
"But other than McConnell, there was a surprising thunder of silence from the normally clamorous GOP 
Wednesday after Garland's Rose Garden introduction. ... The crickets are somewhat understandable. After all, 
Sen. Orrin Hatch, R-Utah and the longest-serving Republican on the Senate Judiciary Committee, had just 
last week told conservative news site Newsmax "[Obama] could easily name Merrick Garland, who is a fine 
man,"" 

TEXAS 

EDITORIAL: Give high court nominee a hearing (San Antonio Express-News [TX], 03/18/16) 
"Now that President Barack Obama has nominated Merrick B. Garland to the U.S. Supreme Court, 
Republican senators should hold a fair confirmation hearing. And he merits an up-or-down vote.... 
Republican Sens. Orrin Hatch of Utah and Lindsey Graham of South Carolina, who both sit on the Judiciary 
Committee, have heaped praise on Garland.... This type of rhetoric only highlights the ludicrous stance 
Republican lawmakers have taken .... As a matter of principle, the U.S. Senate should hold a confirmation 
hearing for Garland followed by a vote, judging his nomination on his abilities, viewpoints and legal 
interpretations. It’s a sad reflection of the moment that this is even a question." 

EDITORIAL: US Senate obligated to consider president's Supreme Court nominee (Monitor [McAllen, 
TX], 03/17/16) 
"Obama is fulfilling his constitutional duty with Garland’s nomination and the Senate must fulfill its duty, as 
well. To refuse consideration of Garland is to abrogate a fundamental and constitutional Senate duty in favor 
of politics.... While we recognize that Cornyn, in his illustrious career, has served as a Texas attorney general 
and a justice on the Texas Supreme Court, we can say unequivocally in this legal argument that he is simply 
wrong. The president has a duty to nominate a justice to a vacancy on the high court — not the authority. It 
was a duty he fulfilled Wednesday. The Senate has a duty to provide consent, or not, of Obama’s nomination 
— not the authority." 

EDITORIAL: Senate slams a political door on court nominee (Fort Worth Star-Telegram [TX], 03/17/16) 
"Does the Constitution contemplate a popular vote as part of the process of filling a Supreme Court seat? 
No, and the Founders were quite deliberate in that decision.... It is not good to subject the Supreme Court to 
politics. Justices should bow only to the Constitution, not political winds. McConnell and Senate Republicans 
will achieve their goal of delaying this nomination because they can, not because they should." 

EDITORIAL: Cornyn's next move: Texans should expect their senior senator to keep his word on 
not blocking nominees. (Houston Chronicle, 03/16/16) 
"Cornyn isn't merely threatening to vote against Merrick, or even attempting to filibuster a vote. As a member 
of the Senate Judiciary Committee, Cornyn refuses to have hearings in the first place. In fact, Texas' senior 
senator and former justice on the Texas Supreme Court threatened to wallop any nominee like a 
pinata....Widely considered the model, neutral judge, according to Supreme Court blogger Tom Goldstein, 
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Garland, 63, has more federal judicial experience than any other Supreme Court nominee in U.S. history.... 
Garland's nomination is a good faith effort by Obama to put forward a non-controversial, middle-of-the-road 
candidate. ... As Cornyn himself has said through the years, an up-or-down vote on judicial nominees is a 
matter of fundamental fairness.... It is the Senate's constitutional duty to act on each nomination," Cornyn 
said under President Bush. "It is also critically important to our judicial system and the proper functioning of 
our federal government to fill these positions. Senators have a right to vote for or against any nominee - but 
blocking votes on nominations is unacceptable." Presidents may change, but we will still hold Cornyn to his 
word. Like any honorable Texan, we expect him to keep it." 

Editorial: Obama's done his job, now it's time for senators to do theirs (Dallas Morning News, 03/16/16) 
"President Barack Obama has done his duty and nominated a qualified federal judge to succeed the late 
Antonin Scalia on the Supreme Court. Now it is time for the Senate to do the same. Judge Merrick Garland 
deserves, as any reasonable nominee deserves, a full hearing and a vote. For the Republicans who control the 
Senate to do less is to shame themselves and the institution they represent. It is to neglect their duty, insult 
their president, and weaken this democracy’s faith in justice. It would ultimately weaken the very rule of law." 

UTAH 

Editorial: Obama not to blame for Supreme Court stalemate (Salt Lake Tribune [UT], 03/18/16) 
"The argument that presidents don't nominate, and senators don't consider, Supreme Court nominees of 
lame-duck presidents, before, during or after an election, has been made up out of whole cloth as an excuse 
to dodge taking any real responsibility for the matter. Clearly it is Republicans who have made the nomination 
process into a toxic, partisan firestorm. Utah's other senator, Mike Lee, has been more on the leading edge of 
this passive aggressive tactic. Hatch, who is plenty old enough to know better, should be the one to take his 
more hotheaded colleagues aside and counsel them to show some statesmanship, wait to see who the 
president nominates, have a hearing and then, if they find the candidate unsuitable, vote accordingly." 

VERMONT 

EDITORIAL: Our Opinion: Obama Supreme Court nominee puts heat on Republicans (Brattleboro 
Reformer [VT], 03/17/16) 
"President Obama has done his job in nominating a respected, experienced centrist judge as the nation's 
113th Supreme Court justice. Now it is up to Senate Republicans to do their job and give him a hearing." 

VIRGINIA 

Editorial: Merrick Garland deserves a fair hearing (Virginian-Pilot, 03/18/16) 
"BY ALL ACCOUNTS, Merrick Garland is a talented, experienced, moderate jurist, someone who would be 
an excellent addition to the U.S. Supreme Court. So it is nothing short of an indictment of today’s politics 
that he might not receive due consideration by the U.S. Senate.... The American people should have a chance 
to weigh in, McConnell and others claim. That’s high-minded hogwash. The American people twice elected 
Obama knowing full well that he would make nominations to the Supreme Court .... Republicans standing in 
the way should reconsider their indefensible and unpopular position and allow this process to move forward." 

Editorial: Senate Republicans, do your job (Richmond Times-Dispatch [VA], 03/16/16) 
"Merrick Garland, the man President Obama nominated Wednesday to fill Antonin Scalia’s seat on the 
Supreme Court, deserves a fair hearing.... Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell’s stated refusal even to 
consider anyone Obama nominates has no principled rationale whatsoever. The president still has nine 
months left in his term. The Republican argument that the country should wait until the next president for a 
nominee is fatuous. ... By all accounts, Garland is eminently qualified for the country’s highest court. 
Republican Sen. Orrin Hatch even floated Garland’s name a few days ago: ... refusing even to hold hearings 
on the nomination constitutes the sort of knee-jerk, dog-in-the-manger opposition that has left much of the 
American public justifiably disgusted." 

WASHINGTON 
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EDITORIAL: IN OUR VIEW / OBAMA'S COURT PICK: Senate Republicans hiding behind the 
‘Biden rule’ (Herald [WA], 03/17/16) 
"Never mind that as judiciary chairman, Biden made certain that every actual Supreme Court nomination 
presented to him got a hearing, a committee vote and a floor vote. In rejecting consideration of the 
president's nomination of Merrick Garland, chief judge for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit to succeed the late Justice Antonin Scalia, McConnell elevated Biden's political bluster to 
the status of a procedural rule, one that holds that the nomination should wait." 

EDITORIAL: In Our View: Constitution Being Ignored; Senate GOP embarrasses itself in refusal to 
hold hearing for Obama’s high court pick (Columbian [WA], 03/17/16) 
"President Obama has done his job; now Senate Republicans should do theirs. On Wednesday, Obama 
nominated Merrick Garland to the U.S. Supreme Court .... Republicans are embarrassing themselves and 
ignoring the U.S. Constitution. While Obama’s tenure as president will come to an end, that end is still 10 
months away. There is no provision in the Constitution that says a president’s power ends three years into 
their term; there is no provision that calls for the suspension of constitutional duties when other candidates 
start running for president. The fact is that the American people have had a say in the direction of the 
Supreme Court. They re-elected Obama .... this is meant as ... a call for him to receive a fair hearing as has 
become common practice under the parameters of the Constitution .... In 2010, Sen. Orrin Hatch, R-Utah, 
called Garland “terrific” and said he could be confirmed “virtually unanimously.” The American public 
deserves to know whether that still holds true." 

EDITORIAL: Merrick Garland nomination: Obama’s rightful pick, Senate’s wrongful 
obstinance (Seattle Times [WA] , 03/16/16) 
"Obama appears to have made a wise choice in nominating Merrick Garland, a respected judge and former 
prosecutor, to the U.S. Supreme Court. Showing far less wisdom are Republican Senate leaders refusing to 
consider his nomination. Led by Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, R-Ky., their bullheaded, petty 
partisanship further undermines Americans’ respect for Congress and faith in their political system. Garland 
is indisputably qualified with a record of judicial excellence.... The problem is, the Senate, by not moving 
forward, is denying people the choice they made in electing President Obama. Both Washingtons deserve 
better. Vote on Garland’s confirmation by summer." 

WISCONSIN 

EDITORIAL: Senate must do its job and give Merrick Garland a hearing (Milwaukee Journal Sentinel 
[WI], 03/16/16) 
"Now that President Barack Obama has done his job and nominated Merrick Garland for the Supreme 
Court, Sen. Ron Johnson and his fellow Republicans in the Senate need to do theirs and give the nominee a 
hearing.... By all accounts, Garland appears to be a reasonable and thoughtful selection. Which makes him 
more than worthy of consideration by the Senate. Senators should do the president and Garland the courtesy 
of hearing him out." 

NATIONAL 

Editorial: Merrick Garland Deserves a Hearing (Bloomberg News, 03/16/16) 
"There are at least two criteria on which to judge President Barack Obama's nomination of Merrick Garland 
to the U.S. Supreme Court. First are his qualifications. Second is the ideological space that he would occupy 
on a polarized court in a polarized political environment. Garland is a superb choice on both counts.... Senate 
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell reiterated that the Senate would simply treat the president's nomination as 
if it didn't exist. It was a hard argument to make even when it didn't actually exist -- and it's even more absurd 
now that there is a flesh-and-blood nominee to consider." 

EDITORIAL: Give Judge Garland a hearing: Our view; Supreme Court nominee deserves better 
than a cold shoulder from the GOP Senate. So does the nation. (USA Today, 03/16/16) 
"As chief judge of the powerful D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals, Garland is arguably the most influential jurist 
who isn’t already on the Supreme Court. He has a reputation for even-handedness and consensus-building. 

http://www.heraldnet.com/article/20160317/OPINION01/160319281
http://www.heraldnet.com/article/20160317/OPINION01/160319281
http://www.columbian.com/news/2016/mar/17/in-our-view-constitution-being-ignored/
http://www.columbian.com/news/2016/mar/17/in-our-view-constitution-being-ignored/
http://www.seattletimes.com/opinion/editorials/merrick-garland-nomination-obamas-rightful-pick-senates-wrongful-obstinance/
http://www.seattletimes.com/opinion/editorials/merrick-garland-nomination-obamas-rightful-pick-senates-wrongful-obstinance/
http://www.jsonline.com/news/opinion/senate-must-do-its-job-and-give-merrick-garland-a-hearing-b99689013z1--372246861.html
http://www.bloombergview.com/articles/2016-03-16/merrick-garland-deserves-a-hearing
http://www.usatoday.com/story/opinion/2016/03/16/merrick-garland-supreme-court-president-obama-senate-editorials-debates/81867478/
http://www.usatoday.com/story/opinion/2016/03/16/merrick-garland-supreme-court-president-obama-senate-editorials-debates/81867478/


Hearings would allow senators and the public to learn more about his judicial philosophy, his record and his 
temperament — and to decide whether he's the right pick .... At 63, Garland would not likely remain on the 
court for as long as a younger nominee, a tacit concession to Republicans .... Veteran Utah Republican Sen. 
Orrin Hatch, a former chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee, openly advocated for Garland when 
Obama was considering Supreme Court nominees in 2010, insisting the judge would be “a consensus 
nominee” who would get strong support from Republicans." 
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