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NEW CHAPTER IN THE LORE OF THE SENATE:
REMARKS ON THE CONTENTIOUS APONTE NOMINATION

A sense of alarmed dismay rippled through the Latino leadership in the wake of the Senate’s vote Tuesday
evening nixing the cloture motion with respect to the confirmation struggle in the nomination of Maria
Carmen Aponte as Ambassador to El Salvador (her recess appointment expires with the end of calendar
2011). While another ambassadorial nomination, which had been paired for argument with the Aponte
matter, had sailed through in its own cloture vote, only minutes before, with 70 senators joining, the Aponte
nomination had gathered only 49, much short of the needed three fifths (with 37no votes cast and fourteen
Senators not votmg) The question remains: what comes next. At this point the nomination is stll in place
and the ball remains in the court of the Senate. Under the present ethos of the Senate it maybe expected
that the critics, in the event of a re-run of the nomination question on the Senate floor, would once more
threaten a filibuster, so that still another cloture motion would be in the ofﬁng. Under the present
composition of the Senate, and with the fresh precedcnt of their votes of this week, one might expect, absent
a substantial change in circumstances, a similar falling short on such a re-run of the cloture proceeding.
Again, the nomination, in the absence of initiatives from any quarter, might languish in the Senate
indefinitely, while business at the US. legation in San Salvador were carried out by sufficiently able officers
operating without the title of “Ambassador”. Or unul, if events should so develop, a more hospitable
reception were in the cards with a new complement of Senators after the 2012 elections.  Again, if the
nominee, tiring of the strain, at length withdraws, then a new nominee would be in due time put before the
Senate, with heaven knows what outcome.

But the other aspect of the vote piquing attention is the puzzling “trigger” that brought about the sudden
reversal that sank the cloture motion — and, at least in the short run, the nomination. It is of interest that in
the public discussions of the nomination, and in particular throughout the Senate debate immediately
preceding the Tuesday afternoon vote, mention was made by opponents of only two matters, each supposed
to reflect adversely on the nominee’s qualifications — first, a relationship some two decades ago with a
Cuban, and, as a recent addition to the bill of objections, an op-ed written by Ms. Aponte, the US.
Ambassador, published in San Salvador, recommending that the political and civil society establishments
leave behind any heritage of discrimination against the GL community —a position that was urged on all
U.S. ambassadors in a communication from the Department of State, and which was indeed consonant with
official pronouncements of the President of the Salvadoran Republic. However one views these two
matters, they are fundamentally unrelated to the larger business of the U.S. legation to El Salvador.

Neither of these matters, moreover, is related closely, or even germane at all, to a consideration of the
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nominee’s capabilities as Ambassador, a point on which well over a year’s fresh history is to be had for

review. Indeed it would be difficult to detect in the Senatorial discourse on the fateful Tuesday, any

mention of the affairs of El Salvador, the activities of Ms. Aponte as Ambassador, her qualifications beyond

those of the general run of mankind to hold down the ambassadorial position.
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