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does the CFPB have in knowing what I
do in my bedroom? It is none of its
business. But the other notion that
small business woman is probably
going to have is fear because she needs
this loan and, if she looks that small
banker in the eye and says, It is none
of your business whether I am gay or
straight. It is none of your business
what I do in the privacy of my bedroom
with a consenting adult. It is none of
the government’s business, that small
business woman is going to be think-
ing, Man, if I do that, he could deny my
loan.

It is not the fault of the small bank-
er; it is the fault of us in Washington,
DC. It is the fault of Joe Biden because
he has vetoed this resolution. He is
saying to the world: It is OK for small
banks in America to be required—be re-
quired—to turn to a small business
woman applying for a loan and say: Are
you a lesbian? Are you gay? Are you bi-
sexual? Are you transgender?

And after they answer or don’t an-
swer, all of that information is sent to
a Federal Agency, the CFPB, which has
a data breach about every other Thurs-
day. This is insanity.

And today, in about 10 minutes, I am
going to ask this body to override
President Biden’s veto. If you believe
in fairness, if you believe in privacy, if
you believe in the freedom of the
American people, if you have taken
your meds today, if you have any sem-
blance of common sense left, you will
see that this proposal by President
Biden is like a rock, only dumber.

I can’t think of a better example why
the American people have come to hate
the Federal Government, and I can’t
think of a better example to explain to
people why President Biden’s poll num-
bers are on a journey to the center of
the earth. It is stuff like this.

NOMINATION OF S. KATO CREWS

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President,
today, the Senate will vote to confirm
Kato Crews to the U.S. District Court
for the District of Colorado.

Born in Pueblo, CO, Judge Crews re-
ceived his B.A. from the University of
Northern Colorado and his J.D. from
the University of Arizona James E.
Rogers College of Law. After working
for the National Labor Relations Board
in Denver, Judge Crews entered private
practice in Colorado. During his career
as a civil litigator, he tried 18 cases to
verdict, including 6 jury trials.

In 2018, the district judges of the Dis-
trict of Colorado unanimously voted to
appoint Judge Crews as a magistrate
judge. In his 5 years on the Federal
bench, he has handled a wide variety of
both civil and criminal matters. He has
presided over six trials and issued more
than 1,700 recommendations and or-
ders. Judge Crews has also been deeply
involved in his community, serving as
a mentor to young lawyers and helping
establish a program to assist pro se
litigants in the District of Colorado.

The American Bar Association unani-
mously rated Judge Crews as ‘‘well
qualified” to serve on the District of
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Colorado. He enjoys the support of the
Colorado legal community and both of
his home State Senators, Mr. BENNET
and Mr. HICKENLOOPER.

Judge Crews’ deep ties to the Centen-
nial State, his significant litigation
background, and his courtroom experi-
ence as both an advocate and mag-
istrate judge ensure that he will con-
tinue to be an asset to the district
court.

I strongly support his nomination,
and I urge my colleagues to join me.

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I
would ask consent that the rollcall
vote that is scheduled to start at 2:30
start immediately.

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

VOTE ON CREWS NOMINATION

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Crews nomina-
tion?

Mr. CARDIN. 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 legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Washington (Ms. CANT-
WELL) is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
BALDWIN). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 51,
nays 48, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 4 Ex.]

YEAS—51
Baldwin Heinrich Peters
Bennet Hickenlooper Reed
Blumenthal Hirono Rosen
Booker Kaine Sanders
Brown Kelly Schatz
Butler King Schumer
Cardin Klobuchar Shaheen
Carper Lujan Smith
Casey Manchin Stabenow
Collins Markey Tester
Coons Menendez Van Hollen
Cortez Masto Merkley Warner
Duckworth Murkowski Warnock
Durbin Murphy Warren
Fetterman Murray Welch
Gillibrand Ossoff Whitehouse
Hassan Padilla Wyden
NAYS—48
Barrasso Graham Ricketts
Blackburn Grassley Risch
Boozman Hagerty Romney
Braun Hawley Rounds
Britt Hoeven Rubio
Budd Hyde-Smith Schmitt
Capito Johnson Scott (FL)
Cassidy Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cornyn Lankford Sinema
Cotton Lee Sullivan
Cramer Lummis Thune
Crapo Marshall Tillis
Cruz McConnell Tuberville
Daines Moran Vance
Ernst Mullin Wicker
Fischer Paul Young
NOT VOTING—1
Cantwell

The nomination was confirmed.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.
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Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made
and laid upon the table and the Presi-
dent be immediately notified of the
Senate’s action.

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

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED
BY THE BUREAU OF CONSUMER
FINANCIAL PROTECTION RELAT-
ING TO “SMALL BUSINESS LEND-
ING UNDER THE EQUAL CREDIT
OPPORTUNITY ACT (REGULATION
B)"—VETO

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session and proceed to
the consideration of the veto message
with respect to S.J. Res. 32, which the
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

Veto message, a joint resolution (S.J. Res.
32) providing for congressional disapproval
under chapter 8 of title 5, United States
Code, of the rule submitted by the Bureau of
Consumer Financial Protection relating to
“Small Business Lending Under the Equal
Credit Opportunity Act (Regulation B)”’.

VOTE ON VETO MESSAGE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question is,
Shall the joint resolution (S.J. Res. 32)
pass, the objections of the President of
the United States to the contrary not-
withstanding?

The yeas and nays are required under
the Constitution.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Washington (Ms. CANT-
WELL) is necessarily absent.

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

[Rollcall Vote No. 5 Leg.]

YEAS—54
Barrasso Grassley Paul
Blackburn Hagerty Ricketts
Boozman Hawley Risch
Braun Hickenlooper Romney
Britt Hoeven Rounds
Budd Hyde-Smith Rubio
Capito Johnson Schmitt
Cassidy Kennedy Scott (FL)
Collins King Scott (SC)
Cornyn Lankford Sinema
Cotton Lee Sullivan
Cramer Lummis Tester
Crapo Manchin Thune
Cruz Marshall Tillis
Daines McConnell Tuberville
Ernst Moran Vance
Fischer Mullin Wicker
Graham Murkowski Young

NAYS—45
Baldwin Butler Cortez Masto
Bennet Cardin Duckworth
Blumenthal Carper Durbin
Booker Casey Fetterman
Brown Coons Gillibrand
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Hassan Murphy Shaheen
Heinrich Murray Smith
Hirono Ossoff Stabenow
Kaine Padilla Van Hollen
Kelly Peters Warner
Klobuchar Reed Warnock
Lujan Rosen Warren
Markey Sanders Welch
Menendez Schatz Whitehouse
Merkley Schumer Wyden

NOT VOTING—1
Cantwell

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. BUT-
LER). On this vote, the yeas are 54, the
nays are 45.

Two-thirds of the Senators being
duly chosen and sworn, a quorum being
present, not having voted in the affirm-
ative, the joint resolution on reconsid-
eration fails to pass over the veto of
the President of the United States.

————

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

EXECUTIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume executive session to resume con-
sideration of the following nomination,
which the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Erika L.
McEntarfer, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be Commissioner of Labor Sta-
tistics, Department of Labor, for a
term of four years.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

ISRAEL

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, I
would like to say a few words on the
resolution I have introduced under sec-
tion 502B of the Foreign Assistance
Act, which I intend to bring to the
floor next week. This resolution is
privileged. We will have a floor debate
on it, and there will be a vote.

There is some confusion, I think, re-
garding what this resolution does, and
I want to say a few words about that.

Very sensibly, the Foreign Assist-
ance Act requires that when the United
States provides security assistance or
arms to any country in the world, that
assistance must be used in line with
internationally recognized human
rights. The act prohibits assistance to
any government that engages in a con-
sistent pattern of violation of human
rights.

That is the law of the United States
of America.

This act also provides Congress with
several oversight tools to make sure
that this law is, in fact, followed, and
one of these tools is section 502B(c),
which allows Congress to direct the
State Department to provide a report
on any country receiving U.S. security
assistance and that government’s ob-
servance or lack of observance of inter-
national human rights. That is what
the law is about; and that is, in fact,
exactly what this resolution does.

In line with existing law, it directs
the State Department to provide any
credible information it may have on
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potential violations of internationally
recognized human rights by Israel in
its military campaign in Gaza.

It focuses in particular on the denial
of the right to life, a human right en-
shrined in U.S. and international law
caused by indiscriminate or dispropor-
tionate military operations, as well as
by the denial of basic humanitarian
needs and access.

It also asks for additional informa-
tion on steps the United States has
taken to limit civilian risk in this war;
a certification that the Leahy laws are
being fully applied; and a summary of
the arms and munitions provided to
Israel since October 7, when the war
began. In essence, we will be voting on
a very simple question. This is not a
complicated question.

The question is: Do you support, as a
Member of the Senate, asking the
State Department whether human
rights violations may have occurred
using U.S. equipment or assistance in
this war? That is what the resolution
does—nothing more, nothing less.

This resolution is not prescriptive. It
does not alter aid to Israel in any way.
It does not cut one penny of aid. It sim-
ply requests that the State Depart-
ment report on how U.S. aid is being
used. The State Department then has
30 days to provide a report responding
to the request.

To my mind, this is not a controver-
sial resolution. Every one of us should
want to know whether our U.S. mili-
tary aid is being used in violation of
international law or not. No matter
what your view on the war may be, it
is a simple question. And I hope that
we can get widespread support for the
resolution.

Now, let me say a word about why, in
my view, this resolution is, in fact,
necessary. It is no great secret that the
United States has long been very sup-
portive of Israel, providing billions of
dollars a year in military aid, year
after year after year. We have also pro-
vided a massive influx of arms and mu-
nitions since October 7, the day of
Hamas’s disgusting terrorist attack
against Israel.

The Israeli military has made exten-
sive use of these U.S. weapons in its
campaign, including the widespread
use of 2,000-pound bombs, 1,000-pound
bombs, and 155-mm artillery.

On December 1, the Wall Street Jour-
nal reported that the U.S. has provided
at least 15,000 bombs and 57,000 artil-
lery shells to Israel since October 7, in-
cluding more than 5,400 huge 2,000-
pound bombs that can flatten entire
neighborhoods. The Washington Post
reported that in just 6 weeks after Oc-
tober 7, Israel dropped more than 22,000
American-supplied bombs on Gaza.
CNN reported that 40 to 45 percent of
the bombs used in Gaza have been
unguided or what is called dumb
bombs.

Let me be very clear. This aggressive
military campaign has led to massive
destruction and widespread civilian
harm. There is extensive evidence
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showing that this military campaign
since October 7 in Gaza has been, far
and away, the most intensive bombing
campaign of the 21st century.

Independent human rights monitors
and the press have extensively docu-
mented the use of U.S. arms in strikes
leading to large numbers of civilian
deaths and injuries.

The Israeli military campaign is not
just something that concerns me or
millions of Americans. It is also some-
thing that has been troubling to the
entire international community. The
U.N. General Assembly and U.N. Secu-
rity Council have voted repeatedly and
overwhelmingly to try to secure hu-
manitarian access to stop the bombard-
ments and to enact the humanitarian
cease-fire. Unfortunately, our govern-
ment has voted against or vetoed most
of those efforts.

We all know that Hamas started this
war with its brutal terrorist attack on
October 7, an attack which resulted in
the deaths of 1,200 innocent people, in-
juries of more, and the taking of over
200 hostages.

In my view, there is absolutely no
question that Israel has the right to
defend itself and respond against the
perpetrators of that horrific attack;
but while it is clear that Israel has the
right to go to war against Hamas, in
my view, it does not have the right to
go to war against the entire Pales-
tinian people, including many hundreds
of thousands of innocent men, women,
and children in Gaza.

Israel has relied on widespread bom-
bardment, including with massive ex-
plosive ordinance in densely populated
urban areas. This bombardment and
the severe humanitarian restrictions
have led to a catastrophe that veteran
aid workers say goes beyond anything
they have ever seen before.

And let me say a word. Let me be
very clear about what the devastating
humanitarian crisis in Gaza looks like
right now, today. Up to now, some
23,000 Palestinians have been Kkilled—70
percent of whom are women and chil-
dren.

Let me repeat: Some 23,000 Palestin-
ians—remember, we are talking about
a population of a little over 2 million
people. Some 23,000 Palestinians have
been Kkilled, 70 percent of whom are
women and children.

More than 58,000 people have been
wounded; 146 United Nations workers
have been killed—more U.N. workers
killed than in any previous war ever.

In Gaza—and this, again, is just un-
speakable. In Gaza, 1.9 million people
have been displaced by the bombing.
They have been thrown out of their
homes. And that is more than 85 per-
cent of the population.

Can you imagine a population of
some 2.2 million people and 85 percent
of those people have been forced out of
their homes? And many of those people
today are homeless. And some 1.4 mil-
lion of them are crowded into U.N. fa-
cilities which were never, ever, ever in-
tended to be housing the kinds of popu-
lations that they are forced to house



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-07T04:51:23-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




