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on Extradition between the United States of 
America and the European Union, signed 
June 25, 2003, as to the Application of the 
Treaty on Extradition signed on October 25, 
1901 (the ‘‘U.S.-Croatia Extradition Agree-
ment’’), signed at Washington on December 
10, 2019, (Treaty Doc. 116–2), subject to the 
declaration of section 2. 
SECTION 2. DECLARATION 

The advice and consent of the Senate 
under section 1 is subject to the following 
declaration: The U.S.-Croatia Extradition 
Agreement is self-executing. 

(B) THE U.S.-CROATIA MUTUAL LEGAL 
ASSISTANCE AGREEMENT 

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present 
concurring therein), 
SECTION 1. SENATE ADVICE AND CONSENT SUB-

JECT TO A DECLARATION 
The Senate advises and consents to the 

ratification of the Agreement between the 
Government of the United States of America 
and the Government of the Republic of Cro-
atia comprising the instrument as con-
templated by Article 3(3) of the Agreement 
on Mutual Legal Assistance between the 
United States of America and the European 
Union signed at Washington on June 25, 2003 
(the ‘‘U.S.-Croatia Mutual Legal Assistance 
Agreement’’), signed at Washington on De-
cember 10, 2019, (Treaty Doc. 116–2), subject 
to the declaration of section 2. 
SECTION 2. DECLARATION 

The advice and consent of the Senate 
under section 1 is subject to the following 
declaration: The U.S.-Croatia Mutual Legal 
Assistance Agreement is self-executing. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. PADILLA. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session and 
be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

TRIBUTE TO BOWLING GREEN’S 
GAINES FAMILY 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
after five generations and 140 years of 
ownership, Bowling Green, Kentucky’s 
Gaines Family has made the difficult 
decision to sell their newspaper, the 
Bowling Green Daily News. Today, I 
ask my colleagues to join me in hon-
oring these towering figures in Bowling 
Green’s history, thanking them for 
their service to the Commonwealth, 
and wishing the best for their paper’s 
success under its new owners. 

The Gaineses laid down the roots of 
the Bowling Green Daily News in 1882 
when John B. Gaines founded the Bowl-
ing Green Daily Times. At the time, 
the city sported several newspapers, 
but the Gaines family’s paper quickly 
rose above the rest. The Daily Times 
later merged with its chief rival, the 
Bowling Green Democrat, to create a 
new daily called the Park City Daily 
News. The paper’s name derived from 
Bowling Green’s nickname, ‘‘beautiful 
park city,’’ given to the city in an 1892 
speech by Congressman and journalist 

Henry Watterson. The paper dropped 
its new moniker after nearby Glasgow 
Junction, KY, rechristened itself Park 
City in 1938, adopting Bowling Green 
Daily News as its name shortly there-
after. 

In the decades following, local news-
papers around the country consolidated 
into large news media corporations. 
The Gaines family remained fiercely 
independent, though, keeping their 
paper family-owned and -operated de-
spite outside pressure. They under-
stood that, to provide the best possible 
coverage of life, breaking news, sports, 
and politics in Bowling Green, the 
paper had to be run by a local family 
with deep ties to the community. The 
Gaines family passed ownership down 
from one generation to another, and by 
this year, the Bowling Green Daily 
News was one of the oldest family- 
owned newspapers remaining in the 
South. 

From my first run for statewide of-
fice until today, I have had the pleas-
ure of working closely with the Bowl-
ing Green Daily News’s editorial and 
news teams. Often when I visit Bowling 
Green, I go straight to the paper’s of-
fices to meet with members of the edi-
torial board and the Gaines family to 
discuss current events in the Common-
wealth. Alone among most of Ken-
tucky’s largest papers, the Bowling 
Green Daily News opinion pages are 
filled with a diversity of ideas and dis-
course. As a result, their editorials 
usually come closest to reflecting what 
most Kentuckians actually believe 
about their State and our politics. 

Over the decades, I have developed a 
close working relationship with the 
Gaines family and especially Pipes 
Gaines, the publisher emeritus of the 
Bowling Green Daily News. Pipes 
joined the family paper full-time in 
1966, following a career in the U.S. 
Army that included Active Duty in 
Korea. He has been a mainstay of the 
paper ever since, navigating rapid 
changes in the media industry and 
shepherding the next generation of tal-
ent into leadership roles at the news-
paper, including his sons, Scott and 
Steve Gaines. Last year, Scott suc-
ceeded his father as the paper’s pub-
lisher and joined his brother, who 
serves as an editor, as the fifth genera-
tion of Gaineses to help lead the Bowl-
ing Green Daily News. 

The Gaines family delivered an im-
mense service to Bowling Green by 
running the city’s flagship paper, but 
refused to keep their public works con-
fined strictly to the family business. In 
2007, the Gaines family created the 
Gaines Family Fund for Excellence in 
Print Journalism at Bowling Green’s 
Western Kentucky University, forming 
an incubator for future local journal-
ists at WKU’s School of Journalism 
and Broadcasting. This type of gen-
erosity was part and parcel of the 
Gaineses’ success, demonstrating a 
deep dedication for, and connection to, 
life in Bowling Green. 

The Gaines family’s impact on Bowl-
ing Green has been felt all across Ken-

tucky. From media, to education, to 
philanthropy, their extraordinary work 
on the Commonwealth’s behalf will 
have an enduring impact. I thank the 
entire Gaines family for their steward-
ship of Kentucky’s news media and 
wish them the best in the next stages 
of the family’s life. 

f 

100TH ANNIVERSARY OF ASBURY 
THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
Asbury Theological Seminary in 
Wilmore, KY, has charted quite a few 
major milestones in American Chris-
tian life. The school was the home of 
the first Christian music festival in the 
country; they established the first de-
partment of prayer and spiritual life at 
an American seminary; they have read-
ied thousands of graduates to serve at 
every level of religious life. This year, 
Asbury is celebrating another mile-
stone, marking 100 years of operation. I 
ask my colleagues to join me in hon-
oring this renowned Kentucky institu-
tion and recognizing its outstanding 
contributions to our Nation’s spiritual 
strength. 

When Dr. Henry Clay Morrison 
founded Asbury Theological Seminary 
a century ago, he did so with one sim-
ple motto: ‘‘the whole Bible for the 
whole world.’’ Back then, the school 
only had three students and a skeleton 
staff. But Dr. Morrison was an ener-
getic, effective leader, and soon, As-
bury was attracting theological stu-
dents from across the country and 
world to learn how to spread the gospel 
in the tradition of John Wesley. 

Since its earliest days, Asbury has 
grown by leaps and bounds, now enroll-
ing more than 1,800 students from 80 
denominations and 50 countries. It is 
among the 10 largest accredited theo-
logical seminaries in the country, with 
satellite campuses in Tennessee, Okla-
homa, Colorado, and Florida and a ro-
bust online presence. The seminary 
also shares a heritage with Asbury Uni-
versity, one of Kentucky’s finest Chris-
tian universities, and helps the school 
provide a faith-driven education to stu-
dents pursuing secular professions. 

Today, Asbury’s reach extends far be-
yond Kentucky and all across the 
globe. With several U.S. Navy chap-
lains as graduates, they even have rep-
resentation in every time zone on the 
planet. Asbury alumni have served as 
pastors, church planters, missionaries, 
counselors, educators, nonprofit lead-
ers, and in government. As much as the 
school has grown over the past 100 
years, though, Asbury remains firmly 
rooted in its Jessamine County home. 
The vibrant community surrounding 
the school is a testament to its found-
ers’ enduring commitment to Ken-
tucky. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks to Asbury Theological Semi-
nary president, Dr. Timothy Tennent, 
and to all of Asbury’s administrators, 
professors, alumni, and students, who 
do so much to support mission-based 
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service in the Commonwealth. They 
have helped put Kentucky at the cen-
ter of America’s religious education 
system. I ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating Asbury Theological 
Seminary on a century of service and 
success and wish them the best as their 
school continues to evangelize and 
spread scriptural holiness throughout 
the world. 

f 

BUDGETARY REVISIONS 
Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, 

section 3002 of S. Con. Res. 14, the fis-
cal year 2022 congressional budget reso-
lution, allows the chairman of the Sen-
ate Budget Committee to revise budget 
aggregates, committee allocations, and 
the pay-as-you-go ledger for legislation 
considered under the resolution’s rec-
onciliation instructions. 

I find that H.R. 5376, an act to pro-
vide for reconciliation pursuant to title 
II of S. Con. Res. 14, fulfills the condi-
tions found in section 3002. Accord-
ingly, I am revising the allocations for 
eight of the reconciled committees and 
revising other enforceable budgetary 
levels to account for the budgetary ef-
fects of the law. This adjustment re-
flects the estimate of the law as en-
acted provided by the Congressional 
Budget Office on September 7, 2022. 

This adjustment supersedes the ad-
justments I previously made for the 
processing of Senate amendment Nos. 
5194, 5472, and 5488 to H.R. 5376 on Au-
gust 6 and 7. 

I ask unanimous consent that the ac-
companying tables, which provide de-
tails about the adjustments, be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

REVISIONS TO BUDGET AGGREGATES—BUDGET 
AUTHORITY AND OUTLAYS 

(Pursuant to Section 3002 of S. Con. Res. 14, the Concurrent Resolution on 
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2022) 

($ in billions) 

2022 

Current Spending Aggregates: 
Budget Authority ............................................................... 4,176.690 
Outlays .............................................................................. 4,503.198 

Adjustment: 
Budget Authority ............................................................... 208.981 
Outlays .............................................................................. 2.378 

Revised Aggregates: 
Budget Authority ............................................................... 4,385.671 
Outlays .............................................................................. 4,505.576 

REVISIONS TO BUDGET REVENUE AGGREGATES 
(Pursuant to Section 3002 of S. Con. Res. 14, the Concurrent Resolution on 

the Budget for Fiscal Year 2022) 
($ in billions) 

2022 2022–2026 2022–2031 

Current Revenue Aggregates ... 3,409.875 17,817.016 39,007.541 
Adjustments ............................. 0.000 47.219 104.215 
Revised Revenue Aggregates ... 3,409.875 17,864.235 39,111.756 

ALLOCATION OF SPENDING AUTHORITY TO SENATE 
COMMITTEE OTHER THAN APPROPRIATIONS 

(Pursuant to Section 3002 of S. Con. Res. 14, the Concurrent Resolution on 
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2022) 

($ in billions) 

2022 2022–2026 2022–2031 

Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry: 

Budget Authority ............. 169.301 739.376 1,502.313 

ALLOCATION OF SPENDING AUTHORITY TO SENATE 
COMMITTEE OTHER THAN APPROPRIATIONS—Continued 

(Pursuant to Section 3002 of S. Con. Res. 14, the Concurrent Resolution on 
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2022) 

($ in billions) 

2022 2022–2026 2022–2031 

Outlays ............................ 156.545 681.230 1,370.549 
Adjustments: 

Budget Authority ............. 23.694 36.547 36.747 
Outlays ............................ ¥0.622 9.305 34.675 

Revised Allocation: 
Budget Authority ............. 192.995 775.923 1,539.060 
Outlays ............................ 155.923 690.535 1,405.224 

Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs: 

Budget Authority ............. 22.106 123.886 245.422 
Outlays ............................ 16.131 59.645 65.228 

Adjustments: 
Budget Authority ............. 1.500 1.500 1.500 
Outlays ............................ 0.000 0.680 1.465 

Revised Allocation: 
Budget Authority ............. 23.606 125.386 246.922 
Outlays ............................ 16.131 60.325 66.693 

Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation: 

Budget Authority ............. 18.161 91.223 183.890 
Outlays ............................ 32.945 95.536 165.865 

Adjustments: 
Budget Authority ............. 3.607 3.607 3.607 
Outlays ............................ 0.000 2.546 3.584 

Revised Allocation: 
Budget Authority ............. 21.768 94.830 187.497 
Outlays ............................ 32.945 98.082 169.449 

Energy and Natural Resources: 
Budget Authority ............. 7.410 36.704 65.681 
Outlays ............................ 7.124 35.751 69.719 

Adjustments: 
Budget Authority ............. 42.117 41.770 41.473 
Outlays ............................ 0.000 17.265 35.136 

Revised Allocation: 
Budget Authority ............. 49.527 78.474 107.154 
Outlays ............................ 7.124 53.016 104.855 

Environment and Public Works: 
Budget Authority ............. 49.417 272.510 586.154 
Outlays ............................ 7.315 ¥22.644 ¥25.400 

Adjustments: 
Budget Authority ............. 50.450 50.450 50.450 
Outlays ............................ 0.000 24.262 41.870 

Revised Allocation: 
Budget Authority ............. 99.867 322.960 636.604 
Outlays ............................ 7.315 1.618 16.470 

Finance: 
Budget Authority ............. 2,937.622 15,682.796 37,800.964 
Outlays ............................ 3,032.554 15,768.091 37,875.037 

Adjustments: 
Budget Authority ............. 83.625 118.476 ¥68.416 
Outlays ............................ 0.000 53.713 ¥70.437 

Revised Allocation: 
Budget Authority ............. 3,021.247 15,801.272 37,732.548 
Outlays ............................ 3,032.554 15,821.804 37,804.600 

Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs: 

Budget Authority ............. 163.032 859.033 1,822.564 
Outlays ............................ 162.069 868.154 1,838.966 

Adjustments: 
Budget Authority ............. 3.565 3.915 3.915 
Outlays ............................ 3.000 3.665 3.976 

Revised Allocation: 
Budget Authority ............. 166.597 862.948 1,826.479 
Outlays ............................ 165.069 871.819 1,842.942 

Indian Affairs: 
Budget Authority ............. 0.563 2.438 4.498 
Outlays ............................ 4.362 7.681 9.805 

Adjustments: 
Budget Authority ............. 0.423 0.423 0.423 
Outlays ............................ 0.000 0.318 0.423 

Revised Allocation: 
Budget Authority ............. 0.986 2.861 4.921 
Outlays ............................ 4.362 7.999 10.228 

Memo—total of all ad-
justments: 

Budget Authority .... 208.981 256.688 69.699 
Outlays ................... 2.378 111.754 50.692 

PAY-AS-YOU-GO SCORECARD FOR THE SENATE 
(Revisions Pursuant to Section 3002 of S. Con. Res. 14, the Concurrent 

Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2022) 
($ in billions) 

Balances 

Current Balances: 
Fiscal Year 2022 ............................................................... ¥8.424 
Fiscal Years 2022–2026 ................................................... ¥75.460 
Fiscal Years 2022–2031 ................................................... ¥138.777 

Revisions: 
Fiscal Year 2022 ............................................................... 2.378 
Fiscal Years 2022–2026 ................................................... 64.535 
Fiscal Years 2022–2031 ................................................... * 0.000 

Revised Balances: 
Fiscal Year 2022 ............................................................... ¥6.046 
Fiscal Years 2022–2026 ................................................... ¥10.925 
Fiscal Years 2022–2031 ................................................... ¥138.777 

* Sec. 4106 of H. Con. Res. 71 (115th Congress), the FY 2018 budget 
resolution, specifies that the budgetary effects of a reconciliation bill with 
net deficit reduction ‘‘shall never be made available on the pay-as-you-go- 
ledger.’’ Since the savings from H.R. 5376 will not be entered the PAYGO 
scorecard, no adjustment is necessary. The law will reduce on-budget defi-
cits by $53.523 billion over 2022–2031. 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Ms. ROSEN. Madam President, on 
September 6, 2022, I missed rollcall vote 
No. 326 while quarantining after test-
ing positive for COVID–19. Had I been 
present, I would have voted yea on roll-
call vote No. 326, cloture on the nomi-
nation of John Z. Lee to be U.S. Circuit 
Judge for the Seventh Circuit. 

Madam President, on September 7, 
2022, I missed rollcall vote No. 327 while 
quarantining after testing positive for 
COVID–19. Had I been present, I would 
have voted yea on rollcall vote No. 327, 
confirming John Z. Lee to be U.S. Cir-
cuit Judge for the Seventh Circuit. 

Madam President, on September 7, 
2022, I missed rollcall vote No. 328 while 
quarantining after testing positive for 
COVID–19. Had I been present, I would 
have voted yea on rollcall vote No. 328, 
cloture on the nomination of Andre B. 
Mathis to be U.S. Circuit Judge for the 
Sixth Circuit. 

Madam President, on September 8, 
2022, I missed rollcall vote No. 329 while 
quarantining after testing positive for 
COVID–19. Had I been present, I would 
have voted yea on rollcall vote No. 329, 
confirming Andre B. Mathis to be U.S. 
Circuit Judge for the Sixth Circuit. 

Madam President, on September 8, 
2022, I missed rollcall vote No. 330 while 
quarantining after testing positive for 
COVID–19. Had I been present, I would 
have voted yea on rollcall vote No. 330, 
cloture on the nomination of Salvador 
Mendoza to be U.S. Circuit Judge for 
the Ninth Circuit. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO RENEE COHEN 

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I 
rise today to pay tribute to Renee 
Cohen, a member of my staff who is re-
tiring after more than 37 years of serv-
ice to the people of Maryland. Renee 
has been with me since I served as 
speaker of the house in the Maryland 
General Assembly before I won election 
to the U.S. House of Representatives in 
1986. 

W.H. Auden said, ‘‘We are all here on 
earth to help others; what on earth the 
others are here for I don’t know.’’ Cer-
tainly, Renee has devoted her life to 
helping others, and she has made an ex-
traordinary difference in the lives of so 
many people and families. She is a na-
tive Baltimorean and a graduate of 
Forest Park High School, where she 
was an officer in her sorority and ex-
celled academically. She grew up sur-
rounded by aunts and uncles, especially 
the Pollakoffs on her mother’s side of 
the family. She attended Temple Uni-
versity, where she earned an associ-
ate’s degree that allowed her to work 
as a dental hygienist. She worked to 
help support her mother, who was wid-
owed when Renee was a young teen-
ager. 

Renee married the love of her life, 
Jonas Cohen, in 1960, and they had 
three wonderful sons, Mark, Adam, and 
Ethan. Renee has been a devoted moth-
er and grandmother. When her sons 
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