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Compared with President Trump’s
one sub-Cabinet nomination sent to
our committee in his first 100 days,
President Obama made 13 sub-Cabinet
nominations in his first 100 days, Presi-
dent George W. Bush made 10, and
President Clinton made 14 to our com-
mittee.

There are actually nearly 700 more
Presidential nominees requiring Sen-
ate confirmation who aren’t considered
key by the Washington Post analysis,
so you can see this adds up to be a
pretty big number of Presidential
nominees whom we have a responsi-
bility to consider and to confirm if we
approve them.

Unfortunately, there are ominous
signs about how Democrats will treat
non-Cabinet nominees. As the Pre-
siding Officer is especially aware,
Democrats required the Senate to take
nearly a week of floor time to consider
the nomination of Iowa Governor Terry
Branstad to serve as Ambassador to
China. There was absolutely no excuse
for this other than obstructionism.

Governor Branstad is the Ilongest
serving Governor in American history.
He has a well-documented relationship
with the Chinese President. He was one
of the first appointees that the Presi-
dent announced. He was approved by a
voice vote by the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee, and ultimately ap-
proved by the full Senate earlier this
week 82 to 13.

Yet, as a delaying tactic, Senate
Democrats forced us to use nearly a
week of our floor time to consider Gov-
ernor Branstad. If Democrats treat
other noncontroversial Ambassadors
and sub-Cabinet members the same
way they treated Governor Branstad,
requiring nearly a week of Senate floor
time to consider a nominee, then I
think President Trump would almost
certainly bypass the Senate and name
hundreds of acting heads of sub-Cabi-
net departments. Under our Constitu-
tion, he may do that whenever he
chooses. There are flexible limits on
the time one may serve in an acting
position, but if that time expires, the
President can simply appoint someone
else.

Hopefully, President Trump will
speed up his nomination of sub-Cabinet
members, and hopefully Democrats
will return to the common practice of
routine floor approval of Presidential
nominations when the confirmation
process has determined that the nomi-
nee deserves to be approved.

Our Founders created a system of
government based on checks and bal-
ances of the three coequal branches of
government. There has been much
complaining recently about the rise of
the executive branch at the expense of
the legislative branch. Having an exec-
utive branch and embassies mostly
staffed by acting personnel not con-
firmed by or accountable to the U.S.
Senate undermines the principle of
three coequal branches of government.

The President should want his team
in place and should speed up recom-
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mending key nominees to the U.S. Sen-
ate. And Senators, especially those in
the minority, should want to have a
say in the vetting and accountability
that come with the Senate confirma-
tion process.

————

FRED D. THOMPSON FEDERAL
BUILDING AND UNITED STATES
COURTHOUSE

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, as
in legislative session, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to the
immediate consideration of H.R. 375,
which was received from the House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The bill clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 375) to designate the Federal
building and United States courthouse lo-
cated at 719 Church Street in Nashville, Ten-
nessee, as the ‘“Fred D. Thompson Federal
Building and United States Courthouse.”’

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the bill be
considered read a third time and passed
and the motion to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table.

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

The bill (H.R. 375) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
am grateful that the Senate has ap-
proved that measure naming the Fred
D. Thompson Federal Building and
United States Courthouse in Nashville.

I stand at the desk of former Senator
Thompson. This was a desk that Sen-
ator Howard Baker also had. I have the
desk myself because Senator Thompson
and I were inspired by Senator Baker
to be involved in politics and govern-
ment in our State and the House of
Representatives—our delegation.

I think Senator CARPER and his com-
mittee all seem to think that it is very
appropriate that the new Nashville
courthouse be named for Senator
Thompson. It gives me a great deal of
pride and personal privilege to be able
to ask for that to be done. I thank Con-
gresswoman BLACKBURN in the House
for her leadership and all the Members
of the delegation and the Members of
the Senate for their cooperation in
this.

I thank the Presiding Officer.

I yield the floor.

———
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oregon.
NOMINATION OF COURTNEY ELWOOD

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, the
Senate will shortly consider the nomi-
nation of Courtney Elwood to be the
CIA’s General Counsel. I wanted to
take a few minutes this morning to dis-
cuss the nomination and put it in the
context of the extraordinary national
security challenges our country faces.
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It is hard to imagine a more des-
picable act than the terrorist attack in
Manchester Monday night, killing in-
nocent teenagers and children who
were out to enjoy a concert. The suf-
fering that Americans and all in the
Senate have been reading about and
watching on television is Theart-
breaking by any standards. I think it is
fair to say that, as Americans, we
stand in strong solidarity with our
British friends, our allies, as they con-
front this horror. Our country will, as
we have for so many years, stand
shoulder to shoulder with them as
there is an effort to collect more infor-
mation about this attack, about what
actually happened, and work to pre-
vent future attacks.

Not everything is known about the
attack, but one thing Americans do
know is that it can happen here. That
is why, as I begin this discussion on
this important nomination and the
challenges in front of our country, I
would like to start, as I invariably do
when we talk about intelligence mat-
ters, by recognizing the extraordinary
men and women who work in the intel-
ligence community, who work tire-
lessly across the government to keep
our people safe from terrorist attacks.
So much of what they do is in secret,
and that is appropriate. It is so impor-
tant to keep secret what is called the
sources and methods that our intel-
ligence community personnel are
using. It is important to the American
people and it is important to our coun-
try to make sure that the people pro-
tecting them every day can do their
jobs.

The reason I took this time this
morning to talk about this nomination
is to talk about the broader context of
what we owe the American people, and
I feel very strongly that we owe the
American people security and liberty.
The two are not mutually exclusive,
and it is possible to protect the people
of our country with smart policies that
protect both their security and their
liberty.

Smart policies ensure that security
and liberty are not mutually exclusive.
For example, I would cite as a smart
policy something I was proud to have
been involved in. Section 102 of the
USA FREEDOM Act sought to make
sure that we weren’t just indiscrimi-
nately collecting millions of phone
records on law-abiding people. A provi-
sion, section 102, says that when our
government believes there is an emer-
gency where the safety and security
and well-being of the American people
is at stake, our government can move
immediately to deal with the problem
and then come back later and settle up
with respect to getting a warrant. That
was something that, I thought, really
solidified what was a smart policy.

Our Founding Fathers had a Fourth
Amendment for a reason—to protect
the liberties of our people. What we
said is that we are going to be sensitive
to those liberties, but at the same
time, we are going to be sensitive to
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