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and extensions for fiscal year 2026, and for 
other purposes. 

John Thune, James E. Risch, Tim 
Sheehy, John Cornyn, Mike Rounds, 
John R. Curtis, Jim Justice, Katie 
Boyd Britt, Todd Young, David McCor-
mick, Bill Hagerty, Marsha Blackburn, 
Rick Scott of Florida, John Barrasso, 
Kevin Cramer, Cindy Hyde-Smith, 
Lindsey Graham. 

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 motion to 
proceed to H.R. 5371, a bill making con-
tinuing appropriations and extensions 
for fiscal year 2026, and for other pur-
poses, shall be brought to a close, upon 
reconsideration? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from West Virginia (Mr. JUSTICE). 

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

[Rollcall Vote No. 590 Leg.] 
YEAS—54 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 

Fetterman 
Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
King 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 

Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—45 
Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 

Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Paul 
Peters 
Reed 

Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Justice 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CUR-
TIS). On this vote, the yeas are 54, the 
nays are 45. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the 
affirmative, the motion, upon reconsid-
eration, is rejected. 

The motion was rejected. 
f 

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 bill 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. 295, Jordan 
Emery Pratt, of Florida, to be United States 
District Judge for the Middle District of 
Florida. 

John Thune, Pete Ricketts, Markwayne 
Mullin, John Barrasso, Tim Sheehy, 
Ted Budd, Bill Hagerty, Bernie Moreno, 
John R. Curtis, Jon Husted, Jim Jus-
tice, Ashley B. Moody, Roger Marshall, 
Joni Ernst, Roger F. Wicker, Ron 
Johnson, John Boozman. 

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 Jordan Emery Pratt, of Florida, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Middle District of Florida, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. HAWLEY). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 47, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 591 Leg.] 
YEAS—52 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 

Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—47 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 

Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Hawley 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 52, the nays are 47. 
The motion is agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
reported the nomination of Jordan 
Emery Pratt, of Florida, to be United 

States District Judge for the Middle 
District of Florida. 

NOMINATION OF JORDAN EMERY PRATT 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today, 
the Senate will vote to confirm Jordan 
Pratt to the U.S. District Court for the 
Middle District of Florida. 

Judge Pratt has repeatedly dem-
onstrated his partisanship and extreme 
views over the course of his career. 
While working in the Florida Depart-
ment of Legal Affairs, he argued in 
support of restrictions on abortion 
rights and voting rights. 

He later worked for the first Trump 
administration and a far-right legal or-
ganization, First Liberty Institute. In 
his role at First Liberty, Judge Pratt 
belittled abortion rights, opposed 
transgender rights, and argued against 
firearms restrictions. During his ten-
ure with First Liberty, the organiza-
tion was a member of the advisory 
board of Project 2025. Judge Pratt par-
ticipated in meetings regarding Project 
2025 and provided research as part of 
that effort. 

My colleagues may claim that Judge 
Pratt did these things during his time 
as an advocate and that he understands 
the difference between the role of an 
advocate and the role of a judge. 

However, following his appointment 
to the State bench in 2023, Judge Pratt 
continued to act in a fashion more be-
fitting a political activist than an 
even-handed arbiter of the law. Earlier 
this year, he wrote an opinion in which 
he held that a Florida law allowing mi-
nors to seek abortions without paren-
tal consent was unconstitutional. In 
commenting on Judge Pratt’s opinion, 
one lawyer said that ‘‘[j]udicial over-
reach doesn’t even begin to describe 
it.’’ 

We do not need to wonder how this 
nominee will rule if he is confirmed to 
the Federal bench. We already know. 
Like other judicial nominees put forth 
by President Trump, Judge Pratt has 
strong ties to rightwing organizations. 
He is an active member of the Fed-
eralist Society, and he has stated his 
intention to remain affiliated with the 
Federalist Society if he is confirmed to 
the Federal bench. 

Judge Pratt’s record clearly reflects 
a level of partisan ideology and judicial 
activism that is inappropriate for 
someone nominated to a lifetime posi-
tion on the Federal bench. 

I will oppose Judge Pratt’s nomina-
tion, and I urge my colleagues to join 
me. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 1:05 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mrs. BRITT). 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 2983 
Mr. PETERS. Madam President, on 

October 1, critical cyber security pro-
tections expired, and, as a result of 
that, our Nation is now more vulner-
able to cyber attacks than ever before. 
For nearly a decade, businesses and 
government Agencies have been able to 
rely on these authorities to share in-
formation about cyber attacks and 
help prevent them from becoming more 
widespread. 

That is why I introduced the bipar-
tisan Protecting America from Cyber 
Threats Act with Senator ROUNDS to 
restore these vital protections. A broad 
coalition of nearly 80 stakeholders, 
from healthcare and financial services 
to energy and utilities, to transpor-
tation and technology, support passing 
this legislation to ensure that they can 
continue voluntarily sharing informa-
tion about cyber security threats with 
the Federal Government. 

Here is what a few of them had to 
say. 

The Business Software Alliance said 
we need to pass this legislation quick-
ly, arguing that ‘‘further delays in re-
newing this program will only serve to 
entrench information-sharing silos be-
tween government and industry and 
needlessly set back United States’ over 
all cybersecurity posture.’’ 

The Connected Health Initiative said: 
The healthcare ecosystem is uniquely vul-

nerable to cyber incidents, and the damage 
caused by them particularly severe—so the 
reasonable liability protections the legisla-
tion would reauthorize are [absolutely] des-
perately needed to ensure patient security 
and privacy. 

The CEO of USTelecom said: 
The Protecting America from Cyber 

Threats Act reaffirms what has always made 
our nation’s cyber defenses strong: the trust-
ed partnership between industry and govern-
ment. By reauthorizing key information 
sharing protections, Congress ensures that 
private innovation and public stewardship 
continue to work hand in hand to safeguard 
our networks, protect our citizens, and rein-
force the shared resilience that defines 
Americans cybersecurity leadership. 

The American Bankers Association 
said: 

The information exchanges that this legis-
lation facilitates will significantly enhance 
the financial sector’s ability to respond to 
large-scale cyber incidents, strengthen our 
defenses, and safeguard customer data. Al-
lowing these protections to lapse chills 
threat sharing and impedes rapid response, 
leaving banks, customers, and the broader 
economy more vulnerable to adversaries. 

Even the U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
has weighed in and said: 

Lawmakers must quickly reauthorize 
these cyber information-sharing authorities 
to give businesses legal certainty and protec-
tion against frivolous lawsuits when volun-
tarily sharing and receiving threat data. 

The Alliance of Automotive Informa-
tion has said: 

This policy has worked. And as vehicles 
get more digital and more connected—and 

connect to other devices, vehicles, and infra-
structure—the cyberattack surface will 
[only] grow exponentially. We need this 
landmark law to stay on the books to secure 
the mobility ecosystem from current and fu-
ture cybersecurity threats. 

The National Association of Manu-
facturers said: 

Sharing information about cyber threats 
and risk mitigation measures is [absolutely] 
fundamental to manufacturers’ efforts to im-
prove their cybersecurity posture and pro-
tect themselves and their customers. 

Bottom line: These are just a few of 
the leaders across key industries who 
are calling for us to pass this legisla-
tion immediately—today. This is about 
protecting the systems that power our 
homes and connect our families and 
keep our economy running. It is about 
giving our cyber defenders the tools 
that they need to act fast and to act 
smart. 

Our adversaries are not going to stop 
their attacks. But without this law in 
place, many of our Nation’s companies 
and critical infrastructure will be in 
the dark as they try to defend them-
selves. 

I urge my colleagues to pass this leg-
islation today so we can protect our 
economy and our entire Nation from 
the threats of cyber attacks. 

As if in legislative session and not-
withstanding rule XXII, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the immediate consideration of Cal-
endar No. 182, S. 2983; that the Peters 
substitute amendment, which is at the 
desk, be considered and agreed to; that 
the bill, as amended, be considered 
read a third time and passed; and that 
the motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. PAUL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
VOTE ON PRATT NOMINATION 

Under the previous order, the ques-
tion is, Will the Senate advise and con-
sent to the Pratt nomination? 

Mr. CRAPO. 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. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Iowa (Ms. ERNST). 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 47, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 592 Ex.] 

YEAS—52 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 

Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Fischer 
Graham 

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 

Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 

Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 

Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—47 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 

Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Ernst 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BANKS). Under the previous order, the 
motion to reconsider is considered 
made and laid upon the table, and the 
President will be immediately notified 
of the Senate’s action. 

f 

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 senior assistant 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. 457, Ed-
mund G. LaCour, Jr., of Alabama, to be 
United States District Judge for the North-
ern District of Alabama. 

John Thune, Bernie Moreno, Katie Boyd 
Britt, Chuck Grassley, James 
Lankford, Pete Ricketts, Markwayne 
Mullin, Tim Sheehy, Jon A. Husted, 
Eric Schmitt, Jim Justice, James E. 
Risch, Tom Cotton, Steve Daines, Ted 
Budd, John R. Curtis, John Boozman. 

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 Edmund G. LaCour, Jr., of Alabama, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the Northern District of Alabama, 
shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

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

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mr. PADILLA) 
is necessarily absent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 53, 
nays 46, as follows: 
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October 29, 2025 Congressional Record
Correction to Page S7765
 CORRECTION

abonner
Correction to Page S7765
On page S7765, October 28, 2025, in the first column, the following appears:   
	
		CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS AND EXTENSIONS AND OTHER MATTERS ACT, 2026_Motion to Proceed_Continued  


The online Record has been corrected to read:  
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