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the discussions with the international 
community. 

In regard to Iran, Mr. Pompeo would 
isolate us from our European allies, 
but in regard to withdrawing from the 
Paris climate talks, he would isolate 
America from every other nation in the 
world. We would be the only nation not 
a part of that discussion. Let me re-
mind my colleagues that the commit-
ments made in Paris are only enforce-
able by us. There is no international 
enforcement mechanism. 

Words matter. A top diplomat needs 
to engage a very diverse global commu-
nity. Mr. Pompeo’s words unfortu-
nately make it very challenging for 
him to be able to have the confidence 
of the international community. 

He associated American Muslims 
with terrorism by stating that their 
perceived silence in condemning at-
tacks ‘‘has made these Islamic leaders 
across America potentially complicit.’’ 
I know that after each of the horrible 
terrorist activities we have seen in 
America, Muslim leaders in Maryland 
and Muslim leaders around the world 
have stood up and said that they con-
demn in the strongest possible terms 
those terrorist acts. 

That should have no space. Unfortu-
nately, those types of comments give 
space to those who are promoting a 
form of nationalism that allows for 
hate-mongering, and that cannot be 
tolerated in our country. 

The LGBTQ community is rightly 
concerned. I go to Mr. Pompeo citing 
verbatim the following passage from a 
sermon castrating members of the 
LGBTQ community. 

America has worshipped other gods and 
called it multiculturalism. We have endorsed 
perversion and called it an alternative life-
style. 

That type of language should have no 
place for someone who wants to be the 
top diplomat of America. 

So I have come to the conclusion, 
based upon the necessity of the Sec-
retary of State to engage the national 
community, to provide leadership and 
the use of diplomacy, that based upon 
those—my priorities, policy priorities, 
not politics or partisanship—that I 
cannot support Mr. Pompeo for Sec-
retary of State. 

I want to conclude with this. I have 
had the chance to lead the Democrats 
on the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee. I have been a member of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
my entire 12 years in this institution. 
The Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee and its leaders have had a long 
tradition of bipartisanship, of recog-
nizing the independent role of the leg-
islative branch and the critical role 
played by the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, and we are always stronger 
when we act in unity. 

That is a tradition of our committee. 
I want to just point out that I don’t 
question anyone’s motives on how they 
vote on the nominee for the Secretary 
of State, but I have great confidence 
that we in the Senate Foreign Rela-

tions Committee will continue the 
great tradition we have established as 
an independent voice and as a voice 
that tries to work in unity in the best 
interest of our Nation. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Kansas. 
Mr. ROBERTS. Madam President, it 

was an honor for me to speak in front 
of the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee this month in support of my 
Kansas friend and colleague, Mike 
Pompeo, as the President’s nominee for 
Secretary of State. I come to the floor 
to urge all of my colleagues, despite 
the previous remarks, to vote in favor 
of this uniquely qualified nominee in 
such a vital role in our administra-
tion’s Cabinet. 

The point I would like to make, as we 
go into the very important topics we 
have to discuss on an international 
basis, is that we need Mike Pompeo, 
and we need him now. 

As our Nation’s most senior dip-
lomat, Mike, I know, will be forthright, 
will be forceful and thoughtful and, 
yes, he will be diplomatic. He will give 
the President and the Congress very 
candid counsel. He is a man of his 
word. 

Now, I say all of this because I think 
I, at least, have the credentials to 
know Mike and to know who he is and 
what he is about because I have known 
him for more than a decade, first as a 
friend and a business leader, then as a 
congressional colleague, and most re-
cently as a leader of our intelligence 
community. We had some long talks 
before he accepted that offer by the 
President, and I thought he was very 
well suited. 

Mike will represent American ideals 
and values backed by the strength of 
leadership of the free world—yes, the 
free world and the allies that have been 
referred to by my colleagues across the 
aisle. The point is, whenever there is a 
void, the world pays a price. That is 
why we need Mike, and that is why we 
need him now. 

I am going to again urge all of my 
colleagues—all of those who voted in 
support of his intelligence post last 
year and those who now have the op-
portunity to support this extremely 
qualified candidate—to vote yes and to 
send our senior diplomat to work on 
the many challenges that face our Na-
tion. 

NOMINATIONS AND THE APPROPRIATIONS 
PROCESS 

Madam President, now, let me talk a 
little bit about bipartisanship and 
what I have stated with regard to my 
friend and colleague, the minority 
leader. I have encouraging news. We 
met yesterday in the Rules Committee 
and voted to reduce postcloture debate 
from 30 hours to 8 hours for certain 
nominations. I am not sure we have the 
60 votes to pass that, but it is some-
thing at least we are moving toward 
with regard to the problem of having 86 
cloture votes and delaying the time; 
that is, 3 months, by the way, with re-

gard to time lost that we could have 
been working on other issues. 

We still have to consider this change 
to the rules on the Senate floor, but in 
the course of our debate, the minority 
whip, Senator DURBIN, who is an appro-
priator par excellence, has supported 
Chairman SHELBY’s commitment to do 
all 12 appropriations bills—how long, 
how long, how long has it been since we 
have done appropriations bills and 
voted on amendments on appropria-
tions bills? 

The leadership has apparently de-
cided to recommend that we actually 
return to being a Senate voting on 
amendments. Many Senators, as I said 
earlier, do not even know what it is 
like to serve in a functioning Senate. 
They hardly know what it is like to op-
erate under regular order, where bills 
are referred to committee, amended, 
brought to the floor, debated, amended, 
and then passed when appropriations 
bills were on time. Goodness knows we 
need to get back to that. 

Members of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, without this agreement—prior 
to this agreement—were standing on 
the sidelines, wounded cardinals, if you 
will, with a shrinking slice of the dis-
cretionary pie. So thank you to the mi-
nority whip and thank you to the lead-
ership on both sides for our efforts to 
get back to regular order. 

Now you can take one step further 
and vote for Mike Pompeo, a qualified 
and honorable candidate to serve as 
Secretary of State. Most of the state-
ments I have heard—I have not paid 
too much attention to the colloquy on 
the floor or the statements on the 
floor—but people who have reserva-
tions have a ‘‘while I’’ speech: while I 
understand his qualifications, while I 
understand he has a great background, 
first in his class at West Point, and 
while I, and while I, and while I. 

Then, there is the catch: But then, on 
the other hand, I have some concerns. 
Most of the concerns are in regard to 
whether Mike Pompeo can be diplo-
matic. I know him. He can be forceful— 
sometimes he can be a little stubborn, 
but he can be forceful. He is well quali-
fied for the job and, yes, he can be dip-
lomatic. 

So I hope we can take this step to-
ward a bipartisan Senate and take one 
further vote and vote for Mike Pompeo, 
who is certainly qualified. I say that 
because the cloth of comity in this 
Senate is pretty threadbare. We have a 
situation where we need to return to a 
sense of comity and at least some bi-
partisanship. Certainly, it would be 
also to set aside personal and partisan 
concerns and vote for Mr. Pompeo. 

As I said again, we have a void right 
now. We have a good man to be Sec-
retary of State. I urge my colleagues to 
vote yes, and let’s put a few threads 
back into the cloth of comity in the 
Senate and recommit to being the 
world’s greatest deliberative body. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Massachusetts. 
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Ms. WARREN. Madam President, I 

rise to express my strong opposition to 
President Trump’s nomination of Mike 
Pompeo to be the next Secretary of 
State. There are many reasons to op-
pose this nomination, but the main 
reason for me is pretty straight-
forward. Mike Pompeo is completely 
unfit to serve as America’s chief dip-
lomat. 

During his time as a public servant, 
Mike Pompeo has embraced a variety 
of views that betray America’s values. 
Whether it is his support for interroga-
tion techniques that amount to tor-
ture, his preference for war over diplo-
matic solutions, or his hateful, bla-
tantly discriminatory views about 
Muslim and LGBTQ Americans, Mike 
Pompeo’s confirmation would degrade 
America’s diplomacy and erode our 
moral standing on the world stage. 

Let’s start with his evolving position 
on torture. In 2014, then-Congressman 
Pompeo praised the interrogators who 
used torture as ‘‘patriots’’ and ‘‘he-
roes,’’ but when seeking confirmation 
to become CIA Director, Mr. Pompeo 
suddenly said he would ‘‘always comply 
with the law’’ prohibiting torture. 

When asked if he would comply with 
a request from the President to use 
torture, he said he couldn’t ‘‘imagine 
being asked to do so.’’ Never mind that 
as a candidate Donald Trump boasted 
about his desire to bring back 
waterboarding and ‘‘a hell of a lot 
worse.’’ In his later written answers, 
Mr. Pompeo suggested he could support 
bringing back waterboarding and other 
torture techniques if he thought they 
were necessary. 

So, first, Mike Pompeo was for tor-
ture, but when he wanted to be CIA Di-
rector, he miraculously changed his po-
sition. Now he thinks the United 
States should reserve the right to tor-
ture people in the future. This position 
undermines our core values as Ameri-
cans, and that alone should disqualify 
him from being America’s Secretary of 
State, but there is more. 

Mike Pompeo’s hawkish views could 
quite literally lead us into another 
war. Just look at his views on Iran. 
The Iranian Government is a bad actor, 
no doubt about it. That is why the Iran 
nuclear deal was so important. It is 
easier to counter Iran’s bad behavior if 
it has no nuclear weapons than it 
would be to keep Iran in check if it 
could threaten the region and threaten 
the world with a nuclear bomb. 

The deal with Iran imposed strong 
limits and intrusive inspections on 
Iran’s nuclear program so it cannot de-
velop a nuclear weapon, and our intel-
ligence community tells us it is work-
ing. That is very important to the se-
curity of our allies and the security of 
the whole world. 

The Iran nuclear deal is a negotiated 
solution designed to prevent Iran from 
developing nuclear weapons, and it was 
accomplished without resorting to 
military action. The deal is the prod-
uct of putting diplomacy first. That is 
good for the security of the United 

States, good for our allies, and good for 
the world. 

Mike Pompeo doesn’t seem to under-
stand that. He has called the Iran nu-
clear deal a ‘‘surrender,’’ and he has 
said the United States should walk 
away. Pompeo has even publicly con-
templated regime change. How can we 
expect countries to trust America’s 
word when our chief diplomat believes 
we have the right to break our word 
and violate international agreements 
at any moment? 

Think for a minute about what it 
would mean for negotiating any deal 
with North Korea about their nuclear 
weapons if Mr. Pompeo is in charge. He 
said we can tear up our agreement with 
Iran, even though they have followed 
through on their part, just because Mr. 
Trump and Mr. Pompeo have decided 
they don’t like it. Who would negotiate 
with a United States that has so little 
respect for the standing of its prom-
ises? I cannot in good faith vote in 
favor of Mr. Pompeo for the reasons I 
have outlined, but there is another rea-
son I cannot vote for him, one that is 
deeply personal to me. 

Shortly after the Boston Marathon 
attack, then-Congressman Pompeo ac-
cused Muslim leaders of being silent 
about the bombing and even said they 
were potentially complicit in the at-
tack. After the marathon bombings, all 
of Boston grieved together, including 
our Muslim leaders. Our Muslim com-
munities helped Massachusetts emerge 
stronger and more united. To suggest 
otherwise is insulting to the Boston 
Marathon bombing victims and to our 
Muslim American brothers and sisters. 
When he was shown to be wrong, Mike 
Pompeo refused to apologize. His com-
ments were ignorant, offensive, and 
just plain wrong. They certainly aren’t 
the words of someone who is fit to be 
America’s chief diplomat. 

But there is more. Mike Pompeo’s 
longstanding attacks on the LGBTQ 
community also make him unfit to 
serve as Secretary of State. He sup-
ported legislation in Congress to allow 
States not to recognize equal marriage, 
and he relied on financial contributions 
from hateful groups like the Family 
Research Council. His public record 
paints a deeply disturbing world view. 

The risk posed by this nomination is 
magnified because Mike Pompeo would 
be teaming up with John Bolton, Presi-
dent Trump’s new National Security 
Advisor. John Bolton has never met a 
war he didn’t like, and Mike Pompeo 
supported Bolton’s disastrous Iraq War. 
Together, Mike Pompeo and John 
Bolton will fan the flames of war in 
President Trump’s foreign policy be-
cause they both embrace military solu-
tions first. 

I hope that, if confirmed, Mr. Pompeo 
will take real steps to prioritize diplo-
macy, to improve morale at the State 
Department, and to fill key diplomatic 
positions that have been vacant for far 
too long. But at a time when we are 
facing enormous global challenges, the 
State Department needs a leader who 

will put diplomacy first to solve prob-
lems and to protect our national secu-
rity. Mike Pompeo is not that leader. I 
strongly urge my colleagues to vote 
against his nomination. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no one 

yields time, the time will be charged 
equally. 

The Senator from Michigan. 
Mr. PETERS. Madam President, I 

rise to oppose the nomination of CIA 
Director Mike Pompeo to be the Sec-
retary of State. 

I voted against confirming Mike 
Pompeo to be the Director of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency because he 
lacked the experience and the quali-
fications for the position. His time at 
the CIA has done nothing to ensure me 
that he now has the capabilities to lead 
the State Department. 

As a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives, Mike Pompeo made re-
peated discriminatory remarks about 
Muslim Americans. He has argued that 
the Muslim American leaders have a 
‘‘special obligation’’ to denounce ter-
rorist attacks, and he has falsely 
claimed that they have failed to do 
that. I am proud to represent dynamic 
Muslim and Arab-American commu-
nities in Michigan. I have seen that 
these patriotic communities are often 
the first to denounce senseless acts of 
violence that pervert the Islamic faith. 

Mike Pompeo also has close ties to a 
group that is a Southern Poverty Law 
Center ‘‘designated hate group’’ be-
cause of its anti-Muslim rhetoric and 
conspiracy theories. I seriously ques-
tion the judgment of an elected official 
who would work with such a group, and 
I do not believe it shows the type of 
character required in an individual who 
is nominated to be our country’s top 
diplomat. How can someone with this 
attitude work effectively with our al-
lies and partners in the Middle East? I 
don’t think he can. 

Mr. Pompeo has also supported bring-
ing back waterboarding and other tor-
ture measures that do nothing to keep 
America safe and go against our Na-
tion’s core values. We now have a 
President who has said that he believes 
that torture ‘‘absolutely’’ works. 

We can do better than this. America 
is better than this. I voted to ban the 
use of waterboarding and other so- 
called enhanced interrogation meas-
ures because they do not work, and in 
fact, they violate basic human rights, 
undermine our Nation’s counterterror-
ism missions, and place our own serv-
icemembers at risk. 

Confirming a Secretary of State that 
has condoned torture is just another 
step in our Nation’s current retreat 
from being what President Ronald 
Reagan called ‘‘a shining city on the 
hill.’’ 

I am concerned that Mike Pompeo 
will also continue the United States’ 
retreat from a leadership role in ad-
dressing climate change—an existen-
tial moral and economic issue that will 
impact our planet for generations to 
come. Director Pompeo has criticized 
the Paris climate agreement and has 
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made statements that contradict the 
overwhelming scientific events on cli-
mate change. 

Our Nation faces serious global chal-
lenges: Russian aggression, North Ko-
rea’s nuclear weapons program, insta-
bility in the Middle East, and China’s 
ongoing efforts to expand their power 
and influence. The world is looking to 
the United States for leadership. This 
is a time when skill and experienced di-
plomacy is essential to advance our in-
terests and our values on the world 
stage. I do not believe that Director 
Pompeo has the necessary experience, 
diplomatic skills, and values required 
to be the Secretary of State. I will op-
pose his nomination this afternoon. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey. 
NOMINATION OF RICHARD GRENELL 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, 
in addition to the nomination of the 
Secretary of State, later today we are 
considering the nomination of Richard 
Grenell to be our Ambassador to Ger-
many. I opposed Mr. Grenell’s nomina-
tion in committee, and I will again op-
pose his nomination today. 

If confirmed, Mr. Grenell will assume 
the post at a time of strain in the bi-
lateral relationship since the election 
of President Trump, who has disagreed 
with German Chancellor Angela 
Merkel on several key issues. 

Germany is one of our most critical 
partners and a key ally in upholding 
the post-World War II order responsible 
for securing peace and prosperity. Ger-
many is a key NATO ally, serving with 
distinction and sacrifice in Afghani-
stan. Germany also serves on the 
frontlines of Europe against an aggres-
sive Russia that is actively seeking to 
destabilize German democracy in the 
same way it does American democracy. 
Germany showed great humanity in ac-
cepting so many migrants when that 
crisis escalated in 2015. 

This is a close ally for our security 
but, more importantly, an ally in 
championing the values we hold dear as 
a country. It would have been my hope 
and desire that for such an important 
ally as Germany, the President would 
have put forth a serious, credible, expe-
rienced diplomat who could strengthen 
our relationship with Germany. In-
stead, President Trump nominated Mr. 
Grenell. 

In a few moments, I will read things 
that Mr. Grenell has tweeted in the 
past and that he continues to tweet, 
even as his nomination has been pend-
ing before this body. I do not savor 
having to read you these tweets be-
cause, frankly, I don’t think they are 
suitable to have to say on the floor of 
the Senate. 

But since the majority and the Presi-
dent have prioritized this nominee and 
the vote will occur a little later, the 
American people deserve to know ex-
actly who the Trump administration 
wants to represent the United States 
to our great friend and ally Germany. 
So I will read a selection of Mr. 
Grenell’s tweets for the RECORD: 

‘‘Did you notice that while Michelle 
Obama is working out on the Biggest 
Loser, she is sweating on the East 
Room’s carpet?’’ 

Rachel Maddow should ‘‘take a 
breath and put on a necklace.’’ 

He said this about Callista Gingrich: 
‘‘Callista stands there like she is wife 
#1.’’ 

He said in another quote: ‘‘Do you 
think Callista’s hair snaps on?’’ 

This is just a selection—just a selec-
tion. I chose not to read some that I 
consider the most insulting out of re-
spect for this body. 

These are not the words of a child or 
a teenager who does not understand 
the power of words; these are the words 
of a grown adult who had previously 
been a public face of the Bush adminis-
tration for 8 years. Mr. Grenell’s derog-
atory comments about women are sim-
ply unacceptable for anyone to make in 
public, let alone a diplomat. 

I would go further. Not only do these 
tweets show bad judgment, they show 
us who Mr. Grenell really is and how 
comfortable he is publicly contributing 
his own brand of toxic political dis-
course. Will he do such things if he is 
confirmed and goes to Germany? Will 
he insult via his Twitter account the 
female Chancellor of Germany? I don’t 
know. I hope not. 

In the committee process of consid-
ering his nomination, Mr. Grenell was 
asked about these tweets and other 
comments he has made. Do you know 
what he said? He assured us that he un-
derstood there was a difference be-
tween being a private citizen and being 
a public figure and that he would never 
say or tweet such things as a public 
figure. So imagine our surprise when 
Mr. Grenell started tweeting again 
after he had been voted out of the com-
mittee. Astonishingly, he retweeted a 
WikiLeaks tweet which included docu-
ments stolen by Russian intelligence. 

Madam President, the other nominee 
before us today, CIA Director Mike 
Pompeo, has called WikiLeaks ‘‘a non- 
state hostile intelligence service.’’ 
That is what CIA Director Mike 
Pompeo called WikiLeaks—‘‘a non- 
state hostile intelligence service.’’ He 
went on to say about WikiLeaks that it 
will ‘‘take down America any way they 
can and find any willing partner to 
achieve that end.’’ 

Imagine that. Amidst all the con-
troversy about the connection between 
WikiLeaks and Russia and their inter-
ference in our 2016 election and while 
under consideration for an ambassador-
ship by this body, Mr. Grenell feels per-
fectly comfortable tweeting out emails 
stolen by Russian intelligence to inter-
fere in our democratic process—basi-
cally, in essence, as Mike Pompeo de-
scribes, doing the work of Russian in-
telligence. 

These are not the actions of a person 
with anything close to good judgment. 
These are not the actions of a dip-
lomat. I urge my colleagues to reject 
sending Mr. Grenell to Germany as a 
U.N. Ambassador. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I did 

not vote for Rex Tillerson to be Sec-
retary of State. Although Mr. Tillerson 
was a successful corporate executive, I 
did not believe that heading the 
world’s largest oil company was the 
right resume for the Nation’s top dip-
lomat. Mr. Tillerson is a man of sub-
stantial intellect who wanted to do the 
right thing, but his record as Secretary 
of State speaks for itself. He did not do 
well, and the country, the State De-
partment, and its employees—includ-
ing some of our most experienced dip-
lomats who felt they were no longer 
relevant—paid a substantial price. 

For that reason, it is imperative that 
the next Secretary of State has the 
qualities and professional track record 
to restore the preeminent role that the 
Department has traditionally played in 
U.S. foreign policy. 

It is also for that reason that today I 
intend to vote against the nomination 
of CIA Director Mike Pompeo to be 
Secretary of State. 

By all accounts, Mr. Pompeo, like 
Mr. Tillerson, is a man of substantial 
intellect, and my conversations with 
him have seemed to confirm that. As 
we have learned, that alone is not 
enough to qualify one for a job that 
should be filled by someone who has 
proven that he or she understands and 
is skilled in the art of diplomacy and 
whose beliefs are consistent with fun-
damental American values. As the 
country’s top diplomat, the Secretary 
of State should be a vocal and persua-
sive advocate for diplomacy to avoid 
conflict and crises. Unfortunately, I be-
lieve Mr. Pompeo’s record falls far 
short. 

Mike Pompeo has made no secret of 
his strong support for President 
Trump, whose saber rattling, provo-
cations, and so-called America First 
policies would more accurately be de-
scribed as ‘‘America Alone.’’ The Presi-
dent has called for drastic cuts in the 
State Department’s budget and per-
sonnel that would sharply diminish its 
role in diplomacy and development. He 
would weaken international organiza-
tions and alliances that serve our in-
terests and undermine U.S. global lead-
ership at a time when China and our 
other competitors are seeking every 
opportunity to expand their global 
reach. Unlike Secretary of Defense 
Mattis who, in response to the White 
House’s proposed cuts, has been a 
strong advocate for the State Depart-
ment’s mission and budget, I am not 
aware that Mr. Pompeo ever publicly 
expressed a view either way until his 
confirmation hearing. 

Mr. Pompeo supported the invasion 
of Iraq, and he has defended the use of 
torture, two of the most profoundly 
misguided foreign policy decisions 
since the Vietnam war. As far as I 
know, it was not until this week, when 
his nomination was in jeopardy, that 
he said the Iraq war that he had long 
defended was a mistake, a mistake that 
claimed the lives of thousands of 
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