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D stands for diplomacy. We learn 

that, again, as members of the military 
and as officers in our Nation’s mili-
tary—so diplomacy. The I is informa-
tion. The M, of course, is military and 
military action. The E stands for eco-
nomic action, such as sanctions. 

Within the realm of diplomacy, we 
are taught and we work with Ambas-
sadors, and we work through Embas-
sies. We are taught about the realm of 
negotiations and treaties and various 
policies that affect different nations 
around the globe. We are engaging in 
international forums. Again, working 
in the defense space, of course, we have 
many opportunities to engage with 
leaders from other countries. Diplo-
macy—it is the very basis of the in-
struments of national power that we 
all learn. 

I know Director Pompeo, in his ca-
pacity—whether serving at the CIA or 
going back many years to when he 
served in the U.S. Army, quite admi-
rably, or back at the Academy when he 
was first taught those instruments of 
national power, or DIME, that he is 
well-versed in working with many na-
tions in very difficult circumstances. 
Again, Director Pompeo has a very 
long record of public service. 

Director Pompeo also has had very 
strong relationships, and he values 
those relationships. His relationship 
with Secretary of Defense Mattis will 
prove invaluable as he works to ensure 
peace through strength. Additionally, I 
am confident he will inspire and lead 
the men and women of our State De-
partment to achieve results for our Na-
tion, and those results will be centered 
around diplomacy. 

Director Pompeo understands the 
threats we face as a nation every day. 
During a time when the threats against 
the United States continue to grow 
around the globe, it is important—im-
portant—for President Trump to have 
his full diplomatic and national secu-
rity team in place. We must do this. 
Diplomacy. Diplomacy. 

Director Pompeo is also the right 
person to serve as our top diplomat. He 
will rise to meet the challenges and 
foster the relationships we need around 
the world to keep our Nation free, se-
cure, and prosperous. Again, I go back 
to the instruments of national power: 
D-I-M-E. The first is always diplomacy. 
Director Pompeo understands, and I 
am glad that we as a body will be tak-
ing up his confirmation vote today. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
eminently qualified man as our next 
Secretary of State. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

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

REMEMBERING MATTHEW POLLARD 
Mr. BURR. Mr. President, it is with 

great sadness that I rise to note the 

passing of, and acknowledgement of, 
the service of a valued member of the 
Intelligence Committee staff. On the 
evening of April 23, while attending a 
conference on behalf of the committee, 
Matthew Pollard lost his life to a heart 
attack. He was 52 years old. Matt is 
survived by his mother, three older sis-
ters, and a young son Bradley, who was 
the cherished one. 

Matt served honorably in the Army 
as an intelligence officer and twice de-
ployed in support of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom, from 2003 to 2004, and Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom, from 2009 to 
2010. 

Matt was smart. He was really smart. 
He held a master’s degree in strategic 
intelligence and mechanical engineer-
ing and was close to completing his 
third master’s degree. 

Matt had one of those jobs, like 
many who serve on my committee, 
that you can’t talk about very much. 
That silence did not accurately reflect 
the value he brought to the Intel-
ligence Committee. He filled a critical 
role. He was the majority staff member 
responsible for conducting oversight 
over the Nation’s overhead architec-
ture. In layman’s terms, he knew sat-
ellites. Matt knew a lot about sat-
ellites. He knew about what they were 
capable of and what they weren’t capa-
ble of. He knew what they cost and, 
perhaps more importantly, what they 
should not have cost. 

Matt also had the unique ability to 
explain the unexplainable, which, as 
many here know, is a rare skill. Matt 
had a mind and an eye for detail, both 
technical and budgetary. He prided 
himself in finding ways to cut the costs 
of those fantastically expensive pro-
grams. 

On our committee, he had a dis-
cerning eye for calling out contractors 
when he saw deficiencies. Matt was 
good-natured with his colleagues in in-
dustry. He was tough, but those same 
colleagues loved him. Matt would half 
smile, half frown at a presentation, and 
you could see contractors lower their 
heads and shuffle their feet a little bit 
because they knew Matt was right. He 
was universally respected and liked by 
all who encountered him, whether they 
sat on the same side of the table or 
whether they were on the other side. 
When Matt passed away on Monday, 
word literally spread around the coun-
try in a matter of hours. His loss is 
devastating to many, including the 
committee, the members, and the staff. 

Matt actually served twice on the 
staff of the Intelligence Committee. He 
began his first tour with us in March of 
2002. That first tour lasted 11 years. 
Matt couldn’t stay away from the Sen-
ate for long, though, and he gave in to 
tremendous pressure from the Appro-
priations Committee to join them, 
which he did in April of 2014. 

Matt’s drive to serve was strong. 
When I became chairman in January of 
2015, I had one objective: persuading 
him to rejoin the Intelligence Com-
mittee, and it was one of my top prior-

ities. I am eternally grateful that I was 
able to lure him away from the appro-
priators and know, without a doubt, he 
was one of the strongest members of 
the Intelligence Committee staff. 

Matt studied. Matt inquired. He 
never backed down from a debate. Matt 
spoke his mind and spoke truth to 
power, and he did it often without bias. 
We loved him for all of it, and we will 
sorely miss Matt. 

However, more importantly than the 
values he brought to the committee, to 
the U.S. Senate, and to the Intelligence 
Committee was how Matt conducted 
himself as a person and as a father. 
Matt loved his son Bradley. That is 
probably what I will remember most 
about Matt. Bradley was Matt’s 
world—Boy Scouts, campouts, soccer 
games. If Bradley was involved, Matt 
was there. He was a great dad. 

We weren’t surprised when we heard 
that Matt recently misjudged the fore-
cast. Despite wearing only a T-shirt 
and shorts in 40-degree temperatures 
and whipping winds, he cheered loudly 
as Bradley played his first soccer game. 
This is one small example of his devo-
tion to Bradley, whom he proudly re-
ferred to as ‘‘my boy.’’ 

Bradley, I want to say thank you for 
sharing your father with us. We will 
forever be grateful. 

Given Matt’s hours and portfolio, he, 
like many of the staff, often worked on 
the weekends, and Bradley was a reg-
ular presence in the committee, on 
those weekends, in the committee 
space. He often could be found playing 
board games with kids of other staffers 
who were also working weekends and 
similarly engaged in finding a work- 
life balance. 

Matt’s devotion and generosity ex-
tended beyond Bradley. He was also 
known, on occasion, to lead many ad-
ventures around the Capitol. He would 
take him through the complex with 
small herds of children in tow so their 
parents could actually get some work 
done. Kids would come back full of sto-
ries with ‘‘guess what we did’’ to their 
parents. 

We at the committee, and our sister 
committee on the House, will miss hav-
ing the benefit of his wisdom and his 
experience. So, too, will those in the 
intelligence community who worked 
with Matt, to include the senior leader-
ship at some of the most important 
agencies. 

While the American people may have 
never known Matt by name, hopefully, 
this statement will give you some in-
sight into his character and, more im-
portantly, the contributions he made 
to our Nation’s security. We will miss 
his expertise, his infectious sense of 
humor and, most importantly, his 
friendship. 

Mr. President, before I yield, I would 
like to turn to Senator BLUNT. 

Mr. BLUNT. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

I certainly agree with and really un-
derstand and appreciate all the com-
ments the chairman just made about 
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Matt Pollard. He was the person I 
worked most closely with in the intel 
community. He served his country his 
whole adult life. He loved his country. 
He loved his work. He understood the 
importance of protecting, advancing, 
and defending who we are. 

The chairman pointed out his real 
dedication to his son. Often, Matt 
would come over to my office for a 
topline indication of what we were 
going to be doing when we got to the 
Intel Committee. Since you really 
can’t talk about that until you get to 
the Intel Committee, a sure way to get 
a good conversation going was to say: 
Tell me about that son of yours. He 
would have chapter and verse of what 
had happened in the last few days of 
the things he was doing with Brad. 

He was really appreciated by his co-
workers. I talked to the Chaplain yes-
terday. He went to see our Intel team 
moments after they found out about 
the loss of Matt Pollard, and the Chap-
lain was impressed by the emotional 
sense of loss this whole team felt. 

He knew more about his area of ex-
pertise than anybody on our staff. We 
will miss that, but we will mostly miss 
him. We are grateful for his service, 
grateful for his dedication to his coun-
try and his son and the future of both 
his country and his family. 

I yield back to the chairman. 
Mr. BURR. I thank my colleague 

Senator BLUNT. 
Mr. President, we are saddened, but 

we are blessed. We are saddened at the 
loss, and we are blessed that we par-
ticipated in a small part of Matt Pol-
lard’s life on Earth. 

I yield back. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, we 

are about to vote on cloture on the 
nomination for Secretary of State. I, 
once again, just to summarize, express 
my opposition to Mike Pompeo serving 
as this Nation’s top diplomat. 

As I said earlier this week in com-
mittee, I am genuinely disappointed to 
be casting a vote against the Secretary 
of State nominee. I believe the United 
States needs an effective leader on the 
global stage, but at the end of the day, 
as I considered Director Pompeo’s nom-
ination, including his hearing, his past 
statements, and recent revelations, I 
have lingering concerns, which I out-
lined in detail yesterday on the floor 
and will not go through in detail here 
again. 

I do want to say, though, in listening 
to the remarks of some of my col-
leagues this week, I was struck by how 
easily some characterize legitimate 
concerns about a nominee as a purely 
partisan act. I was struck by sugges-
tions that somehow Democrats ob-
structed this nomination. 

Democrats on the Foreign Relations 
Committee agreed to every request of 
the chairman in the process of consid-
ering this nomination. We held hear-
ings on the date the chairman re-
quested. We held the business meeting 

to vote on the nomination on the date 
the chairman requested. We sent the 
nomination to the floor. Yesterday, we 
had an opportunity to debate the nomi-
nation on the Senate floor, and today 
we will vote. That is not obstruction. 
That is a fair and appropriate process— 
agreed on in a cooperative manner. 

Democrats have worked with Repub-
licans in a constructive manner to con-
firm a wide range of nominations. We 
voted for the President’s nominees for 
Cabinet members. Nikki Haley was 
confirmed as the U.N. Ambassador, 96 
to 4; John Kelly was confirmed as the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, 88 to 
11; and Deputy Secretary of State John 
Sullivan was confirmed, 94 to 6. This 
body confirmed Secretary of Defense 
Mattis by a vote of 98 to 1—98 to 1. 

It seems Republicans complain about 
Democratic votes only when they don’t 
get what they want. I would say it is 
the President who is politicizing many 
of these nominees by nominating peo-
ple he must know cannot draw broad 
bipartisan support. There are many 
qualified candidates this President 
could have nominated for this critical 
position, whom I am sure my col-
leagues and I—as well as others—would 
have been happy to confirm. 

Let me close by providing more ac-
tual facts. In the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee alone, we have sent 86 
nominees to the Senate floor, and 77 of 
them have been confirmed, mostly 
through unanimous consent. It is the 
Trump administration that has failed 
to keep pace on nominations. Of the 172 
Senate-confirmed positions at the 
State Department, our Embassies, and 
USAID, the Trump administration has 
not nominated anyone to fill 76 of 
those vacancies. They include ambas-
sadorial vacancies left unfilled, which 
include critical countries of great stra-
tegic importance like South Korea, 
Egypt, Jordan, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, 
Sweden, South Africa, and Turkey. 

The committee had agreed to hold a 
nomination hearing for three nominees 
just this past week, when the adminis-
tration asked that the hearing be in-
definitely postponed. Let us not forget 
that Republican leadership can bring 
up any nominee on the floor at any 
time they choose. This suggestion that 
not supporting a nominee you believe 
is unqualified is a purely partisan act 
is ridiculous, based upon the facts. 
What is partisan is to hold up a quali-
fied nominee for Justice to the Su-
preme Court, like Merrick Garland for 
295 days, without a hearing or even a 
vote. So please save me the sanctimo-
nious voices of this question of par-
tisanship. 

It is the article I right of this body to 
vet nominees and cast the vote they 
think is correct. I believe strongly that 
the Congress plays a vital role in the 
check and balance of any executive 
branch, and I believe that regardless of 
who is sitting in the White House. That 
is what article I is all about. 

I close simply by saying, we will con-
tinue working to advance those nomi-

nees who are qualified. We will con-
tinue to work with the chairman, as we 
have, and we will support those nomi-
nees who truly are qualified. Even if we 
do not agree, we certainly want to be 
of support in the mission to make sure 
America is safe and secure. 

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

ator from Tennessee. 
Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I thank 

the ranking member for, as he men-
tioned, allowing this process to go for-
ward and for our being able to vote on 
this nominee today. I think all of us 
are aware that there is a NATO sum-
mit where foreign ministers are going 
to be present. Our passing him out 
today will allow Director Pompeo, Sec-
retary of State Pompeo, to be a partici-
pant in a meeting that needs to take 
place. So I thank him for his coopera-
tion and, certainly, for his point of 
view. 

Let me offer a different point of view, 
though, as it relates to this nominee. 

I think he is one of the most out-
standing nominees we could have for 
this position. I did not know him well 
when the process began. I knew he had 
done a very good job as the Director of 
the Central Intelligence Agency. Yet I 
have to tell you that through the proc-
ess of his going through the confirma-
tion hearings and the conversations we 
have had and the meetings we have 
had, I think he is going to be exem-
plary. Let me just go through his re-
sume briefly as I know people are here, 
ready to vote. 

He graduated first in his class at 
West Point. He served our Nation in 
uniform and patrolled the Iron Curtain. 
It was there that he learned about di-
plomacy and the effect that diplomacy 
can have on the world. What I have 
found from those individuals who have 
worn the uniform, from those people 
we hold on a pedestal like our Pre-
siding Officer, is that they respect di-
plomacy more than most anyone else 
because they know it is the thing that 
keeps our men and women from being 
in harm’s way. I know this nominee be-
lieves strongly in the role of diplomacy 
and has seen it in action firsthand on 
the ground. 

After serving in the military, he 
graduated from Harvard Law School, 
where he was the editor of the Harvard 
Law Review. He then founded his own 
company, acting as the CEO. He be-
came the president of another company 
after that. So he has served in the pri-
vate sector. He was elected four times 
in Kansas to represent the Fourth Dis-
trict in the U.S. House of Representa-
tives. 

Let me just say this. Sometimes peo-
ple say things when they are in public 
office and when they are running cam-
paigns, and I know something has been 
said about that. I will say we con-
firmed Secretary Kerry and Secretary 
Clinton by 94 votes, and I can assure 
you that during their campaigns, they 
may have said some things that Repub-
licans didn’t particularly care for. Yet 
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we went ahead and confirmed them 
with 94 votes on the floor. 

For the last 15 months, he has served 
our Nation as the Director of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency. I think every-
one knows how he has run that Agency, 
and I think everyone knows the culture 
that he has built there. Right now, the 
State Department has a terrible cul-
ture. The morale is terrible. As my 
friend the ranking member mentioned, 
a lot of positions have not been filled, 
but they also feel like they have not 
had a leader in some time who has real-
ly stood behind them and raised them 
up in order to leverage our diplomatic 
efforts around the world. I believe this 
particular nominee will be excellently 
suited for that. He has demonstrated 
that at the CIA. 

I strongly support his nomination. 
With that, I look forward to the vote. I 
look forward to his serving our Nation. 
I don’t know of a person in the United 
States of America who could have more 
current knowledge about what is hap-
pening around the world in his current 
role. As we know, he has already met 
with the North Koreans. We have 
known for some time that the CIA has 
been our contact, our back channel, 
with the North Koreans. He is the per-
fect person to come in at this time and 
lead those efforts diplomatically. 

I yield the floor. 
I also yield back any remaining time. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

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

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Mike Pompeo, of Kansas, to be Sec-
retary of State. 

Mitch McConnell, Orrin G. Hatch, Todd 
Young, John Cornyn, Bill Cassidy, 
John Boozman, Deb Fischer, David 
Perdue, James Lankford, Roger F. 
Wicker, John Thune, Tom Cotton, 
Mike Rounds, Roy Blunt, James M. 
Inhofe, Thom Tillis, Bob Corker. 

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Mike Pompeo, of Kansas, to be Sec-
retary of State, shall be brought to a 
close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

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

roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 

is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEN-
NEDY). Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 57, 
nays 42, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 83 Ex.] 

YEAS—57 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Flake 

Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kennedy 
King 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McCaskill 
McConnell 

Moran 
Murkowski 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—42 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 

Gillibrand 
Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 

Reed 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

McCain 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 57, the nays are 42. 

The motion is agreed to. 
Under the previous order, all 

postcloture time is expired. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the Pompeo nomi-
nation? 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 

is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SASSE). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 57, 
nays 42, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 84 Ex.] 

YEAS—57 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Flake 

Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kennedy 
King 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McCaskill 
McConnell 

Moran 
Murkowski 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—42 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 

Gillibrand 
Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 

Reed 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

McCain 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the following 
nomination, which the clerk will re-
port. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Richard 
Grenell, of California, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the Federal Republic of 
Germany. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that notwith-
standing rule XXII, the cloture motion 
with respect to the Grenell nomination 
be withdrawn; that the time until 1:45 
p.m. be equally divided in the usual 
form; and that upon the use or yielding 
back of that time, the Senate vote on 
the nomination with no intervening ac-
tion or debate; further, that if con-
firmed, the motion to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table and the President be immediately 
notified of the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Under the previous order, the time 

until 1:45 p.m. will be equally divided 
in the usual form. 

The majority whip. 
CONFIRMATION OF MIKE POMPEO 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, we have 
just voted to confirm Mike Pompeo to 
be the next Secretary of State for the 
United States—an essential member of 
the President’s Cabinet. 

There has been a tradition of sorts in 
this deliberative body to give some def-
erence to the President on his pick for 
chief diplomat, recognizing that for-
eign governments view the chief dip-
lomat or Secretary of State as being 
the personal representative of the 
President himself, the thought being 
that whoever wins the election de-
serves the ability to assemble their 
own team and build a Cabinet with top 
brass whom he respects and can work 
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