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We have agreed to a managers’ pack-
age on our side. We actually have 985
Member-driven items already in the
National Defense Authorization Act.
We have agreed to a number of amend-
ments and a second managers’ package.

There is very little difference on
what will be brought to the Senate for
votes, and it just seems to me that we
don’t need to sit around idly while ne-
gotiations perhaps are going on with
the White House, with the House, and
the Senate. We need to proceed to this
very essential legislation—the national
defense bill.

If we could get that done this week,
I think it would show to our constitu-
ents back home in both parties—Inde-
pendent, Republican, and Democrat—
that we are serious about the business
of protecting the United States, enact-
ing this very important legislation and
the changes we need so that we are not
doing last decade’s type of national de-
fense but doing our job under the Con-
stitution to make sure the United
States is strong.

So I would make that request to my
Democratic friends and to my Repub-
lican friends, most of whom, on our
side, are ready to proceed and have
been ready to proceed on the National
Defense Authorization Act.

I yield the floor.

———

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 legislative clerk read as follows:

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 Executive Calendar No. 425, Mi-
chael G. Waltz, of Florida, to be Representa-
tive of the United States of America to the
Sessions of the General Assembly of the
United Nations during his tenure of service
as Representative of the United States of
America to the United Nations.

John Thune, John Boozman, Tim
Sheehy, John Hoeven, James Lankford,
Shelley Moore Capito, Pete Ricketts,
Markwayne Mullin, Tommy Tuberville,
Rick Scott of Florida, James E. Risch,
Bernie Moreno, Tom Cotton, Ted Budd,
David McCormick, John R. Curtis,
Mike Rounds.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the mandatory
quorum call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Michael G. Waltz, of Florida, to be
Representative of the United States of
America to the Sessions of the General
Assembly of the United Nations during
his tenure of service as Representative
of the United States of America to the
United Nations, shall be brought to a
close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant executive clerk
called the roll.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ator is necessarily absent: the Senator
from Alabama (Mr. TUBERVILLE).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 54,
nays 45, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 531 Leg.]

YEAS—bH4
Banks Fischer Moody
Barrasso Graham Moran
Blackburn Grassley Moreno
Boozman Hagerty Mullin
Britt Hawley Murkowski
Budd Hoeven Ricketts
Capito Husted Risch
Cassidy Hyde-Smith Rounds
Collins Johnson Schmitt
Cornyn Justice Scott (FL)
Cotton Kelly Scott (SC)
Cramer Kennedy Shaheen
Crapo Lankford Sheehy
Cruz Lee Sullivan
Curtis Lummis Thune
Daines Marshall Tillis
Ernst McConnell Wicker
Fetterman McCormick Young
NAYS—45
Alsobrooks Hickenlooper Reed
Baldwin Hirono Rosen
Bennet Kaine Sanders
Blumenthal Kim Schatz
Blunt Rochester King Schiff
Booker Klobuchar Schumer
Cantwell Lujan Slotkin
Coons Markey Smith
Cortez Masto Merkley Van Hollen
Duckworth Murphy Warner
Durbin Murray Warnock
Gallego Ossoff Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hassan Paul Whitehouse
Heinrich Peters Wyden
NOT VOTING—1
Tuberville
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

RICKETTS). On this vote, the yeas are
54, the nays are 45.
The motion is agreed to.
The motion was agreed to.
———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Michael G.
Waltz, of Florida, to be Representative
of the United States of America to the
Sessions of the General Assembly of
the United Nations during his tenure of
service as Representative of the United
States of America to the United Na-
tions.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 2850

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, in the
wake of the violent and senseless mur-
ders of multiple lawmakers and polit-
ical advocates, I rise to seek passage of
legislation that will provide a real
measure of protection to all Americans
for their privacy and security.

Before I do, I also want to point out
that I am just back from the so-called
“war-ravaged hellhole”” of Portland,
OR—my hometown—and somehow I
made it out unscathed. I will have
more to say, but I want to make clear
that my hometown of Portland is safe;
it is vibrant; and Portlanders do not
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want Federal troops and do not need
Federal troops.

Now, with respect to privacy, as it
stands today, data brokers have
amassed vast amounts of Americans’
personal information, which they are
willing to sell to anyone with a credit
card. Would-be murderers can often
find the home addresses and other per-
sonal information about their targets
within a few search results on Google.
Indeed, the assassin who murdered
Minnesota State representative Me-
lissa Hortman and shot State senator
John Hoffman repeatedly used ‘‘people
search’” websites run by data brokers
to learn the home addresses of the vic-
tims.

I also recognize that Members of Con-
gress receive untold numbers of violent
and harassing threats as a result of our
jobs, and I want to credit the bipar-
tisan effort in the Senate Commerce
Committee to provide privacy protec-
tions for Members of Congress. I do not
intend to stand in the way of their leg-
islation.

The bill I offer today takes the pri-
vacy protections against data brokers
in the Commerce Committee’s bill and
extends them to all Americans. Pro-
tecting everyone is the most effective
way to protect U.S. military and intel-
ligence personnel, including under-
cover officers. There have been numer-
ous press reports over the past few
years revealing how data brokers are
selling sensitive location data col-
lected from U.S. personnel who are
working at military bases and other
sensitive facilities and that they are
willing to actually sell this data to for-
eign buyers. Members of Congress
should not receive special treatment.
Our constituents deserve protection
from violence, stalking, and other
criminal threats.

For that reason, Mr. President, as in
legislative session and notwithstanding
rule XXII, I ask unanimous consent
that the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs be
discharged from further consideration
of S. 2850; that the Senate proceed to
its immediate consideration; that the
bill be considered read a third time and
passed; and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table with no intervening action or
debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Texas.

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, in reserv-
ing the right to object, I thank my
friend the Senator from Oregon for his
passion for privacy. He has had a pas-
sion for protecting privacy his entire
tenure in the Senate, as have I, and his
passion is genuine. I believe we have an
obligation, a bipartisan obligation, to
do more to protect the privacy of
Americans, especially kids, but to pro-
tect the privacy of Americans across
the board.

We also are well aware we live in a
time in which violence is on the rise.
There is enormous division. There is
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enormous anger and hatred. The entire
world was shocked just a couple of
weeks ago at the assassination of Char-
lie Kirk by a deranged gunman who in-
scribed his political agenda on the
shell casings as he murdered a husband
and a father of two. Just last week, I
was in Dallas where another deranged
gunman opened fire at an ICE facility,
killing two. Again, that deranged gun-
man inscribed his political agenda on
the shell casings. I wish we did not face
this partisan anger. I wish we did not
face these threats of violence.

A previous Congress passed legisla-
tion protecting the personal informa-
tion of Federal judges because, sadly,
too many Federal judges and their fam-
ilies have been targeted for violence.
That legislation was bipartisan; it
passed into law; and it has had some
modicum of success in protecting Fed-
eral judges and their families.

In this instance, Senator KLOBUCHAR,
a Democrat, and myself have teamed
up together to extend the same protec-
tions of privacy that Federal judges
have to Members of Congress and to
their staffs. We are all blessed to rep-
resent our States, and yet we know
that there are threats of violence that
come with this job. Collectively, the
100 of us in this Chamber have faced
thousands and thousands of death
threats and threats of violence. Our
staffs have been victims of violence
over and over again, and so this legisla-
tion is bipartisan legislation to en-
hance the safety and security of Mem-
bers of Congress and their staffs.

Senator WYDEN has now suggested
broadening that to all Americans. I ad-
mire that sentiment and agree with
that sentiment. There are challenges,
however, with the language he has
drafted. The language he has drafted,
as presently written, could, among
other things, prevent law enforcement
and parents from knowing where con-
victed sexual predators are living. It
could have the effect of gutting
Megan’s Laws that have been adopted
all across this country.

So what I have offered to Senator
WYDEN is to work with him in good
faith. I chair the Commerce Com-
mittee. I have already offered to con-
vene a hearing to examine how we can
expand ©privacy protections more
broadly but do so in a way that doesn’t
disrupt law enforcement; that doesn’t
disrupt legitimate interests, such as
knowing where sexual predators are
living and making sure they are not
living near young children, near
daycares, near schools.

Because the legislation submitted by
the Senator from Oregon has not yet
worked through those issues, I reit-
erate my offer to work in a bipartisan
manner to find an expansion of the leg-
islation that is under consideration
that would work effectively, but in the
meantime, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, the Sen-
ator from Texas has offered to do a

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

hearing on my proposal, and I do appre-
ciate that.

I simply believe it is unfortunate
when the Senate will pass privacy pro-
tections for ourselves but not for all
Americans and that only shady data
brokers, would-be murderers and stalk-
ers, as well as foreign adversaries buy-
ing data on U.S. Government officials,
are actually going to benefit from
blocking this bill.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 2851

However, Mr. President, in under-
standing that my colleague has made
his arguments in believing that my leg-
islation goes too far, I also have a nar-
rower piece of legislation tailored spe-
cifically to three groups of people who
face elevated risks of violence, doxing,
and stalking that is similar to Mem-
bers of Congress and our staffs.

This bill is also modeled on the bipar-
tisan Commerce Committee bill and
protects Members of Congress and
staff. Additionally, it protects State
and local officials, including State
judges who were left out of an earlier
judicial privacy bill. The threat to
State and local officials has not gone
away. Earlier this month, a gunman
fired a bullet directly into the home of
a State senator in Illinois. This legisla-
tion also protects survivors of sexual
assault and domestic violence who de-
serve the strongest possible safeguards
against being stalked or harmed.

Even if a Member objects to pro-
tecting all Americans, surely, the peo-
ple doing our jobs in State capitals
across the country and those who have
suffered assault and violence deserve
the same protection as the Presiding
Officer and 1.

Therefore, as in legislative session
and notwithstanding rule XXII, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs be discharged from
further consideration of S. 2851 and the
Senate proceed to its immediate con-
sideration; that the bill be considered
read a third time and passed; and that
the motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table with no
intervening action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Texas.

Mr. CRUZ. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, for the same reasons I articulated
a minute ago. I am quite sympathetic
to the concerns raised by the Senator
from Oregon. He is right. There are
threats against State and local offi-
cials. Those threats are serious, and
they deserve to be dealt with seriously.

In my view, violence is never accept-
able, and that is whether I agree with
you politically or I disagree with you
politically. We should debate civilly,
with respect, with decency, and vio-
lence should never be the answer.

So just as I did with his previous
amendment, I extend my offer in the
hearing we convene to consider the
issue of State and local officials to con-
sider how best to expand the protec-
tion. I am interested in expanding the
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protection to as wide a universe as is
feasible, as is practicable, but that an-
swer is not yet worked out.

State and local officials is a universe
that comprises tens of thousands, if
not more people than that. We should
have hearings and consider the effect
before passing legislation that, if the
bill got expanded, would engender an
objection to this bill and kill the entire
bill altogether.

Because I don’t want this body to do
nothing and to fail to take a reason-
able, commonsense step to protect the
security of Members of Congress and
their staffs and because I very much
want to pass Senator KLOBUCHAR’s leg-
islation—which I might note, Senator
KLOBUCHAR is a Democrat; I am a Re-
publican. This is bipartisan legislation.
Because this amendment at that time,
I believe, would imperil the Senate
doing anything right now, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I want to
tell my colleague from Texas I look
forward to the hearings on legislation
that would ensure that all Americans
have these protections because, as you
and I have talked about, I think it is
critically important there not be a
double standard in America. I thank
my colleague for the offer of the hear-
ings.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan.

GRAND BLANC SHOOTING

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. President, first,
along with Senator GARY PETERS, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate ob-
serve a moment of silence in this
Chamber to honor the four people and
many more wounded yesterday in
Grand Blanc Township.

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

(Moment of silence.)

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. President, today,
I rise on behalf of the community of
Grand Blanc, a community in unspeak-
able pain, grief, and anger. I stand on
the floor of the U.S. Senate as Michi-
gan’s junior Senator, along with our
senior Senator GARY PETERS, to rep-
resent and honor what has gone on in
our community.

At 10:30 yesterday morning, a man
drove a car into The Church of Jesus
Christ of Latter-day Saints in Grand
Blanc Township. The gunman set fire
to the building and started shooting.
At this time, four are deceased, more
are injured and at the hospital. In this
small community just 15 minutes from
my own community, we are shocked to
the core.

In addition to mourning the dead, we
pray for the injured. We pray for the
community that will be living with the
effects of this for months and years to
come, and we thank the professionals
who are taking care of those in shock
today.

Everywhere you go in Michigan,
whether I was picking up a cup of cof-
fee or picking up my dry cleaning,
Michiganders are very raw.
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