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And, by the way, these 100 jobs that
will be lost is after 700 jobs were lost at
the Stillwater mine in Columbus, MT,
a few months ago. We can’t afford an-
other layoff of hard-working miners.

Furthermore, both Musselshell Coun-
ty and the Crow Tribe will see cuts in
their revenues, leading to fewer serv-
ices for their communities.

The Crow Revenue Act is a long-term
fix to a real problem that is happening
in my State. It has the strong support
of community leaders, county commis-
sioners, the Governor, other locally
elected officials, and, very impor-
tantly, the Crow Tribe.

I ask my colleagues to stand with me
and support our rural and our Tribal
communities.

Madam President, notwithstanding
rule XXII, I ask unanimous consent
that the Committee on Indian Affairs
be discharged from further consider-
ation of S. 4444 and the Senate proceed
to its immediate consideration; fur-
ther, that the Daines substitute
amendment at the desk be considered
and agreed to; that the bill, as amend-
ed, be considered read a third time and
passed; and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Hawaii.

Mr. SCHATZ. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, I am all for
considering bills that have gone
through the regular process for consid-
eration. In the past month alone, I
have been on the floor several times to
pass 12 bipartisan bills which advanced
out of the Senate Committee on Indian
Affairs with unanimous bipartisan sup-
port.

The difference with this bill is it is
not ready. It is just not ready for that
consideration, and Senator DAINES
knows that. The bill has not cleared
the committee, and it is not for our
lack of trying. It was only introduced a
few months ago. And when it was fast-
tracked to a hearing at the Senator’s
request, it was clear that there re-
mained several open questions, and, as
of today, many of those questions have
still not been answered. And yet we are
trying to pass this bill unanimously.

What is happening is that this would
be recorded on the Senate floor as a
100-to-0 vote. This bill is not ready for
that. The only circumstances under
which—especially in Indian Affairs, but
mostly in any other jurisdiction, the
only way we pass something by unani-
mous consent is if it has been fully vet-
ted and it is either so meaningless,
right—a congratulatory resolution or
something—and people just let them
g0; or it has been so thoroughly vetted
that it is really ready and there are no
objectors. That is not the case for this
bill.

The Indian Affairs Committee has
had its most productive years in his-
tory these past two Congresses, and we
have done it through good-faith, bipar-
tisan work and respecting not just,
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generally speaking, the process but the
bipartisan tradition of the committee
itself. We don’t have one rule for some
bills and another for others. Every bill
that has made it through this process
is scrutinized by the committee, with
feedback from Tribes and others. And if
it can be considered, it generally passes
out on a bipartisan basis. Actually, our
standard is to try to pass these things
unanimously, not just one Member of
one party and all the Members of the
other party. We try to get zero ‘‘no”
votes. If there are any ‘‘no’” votes, it
won’t pass by consent on the floor.

We have done everything that we can
to oblige Senator DAINES and accel-
erate the consideration of this bill, but
we cannot pass a bill that is still going
through the process. The bill has no
score. The bill has no score—something
that has been required—sometimes to
my chagrin—of every single bill that
comes out of the Senate Committee on
Indian Affairs. I don’t love that stand-
ard because sometimes I just want to
pass a bill, and sometimes the score is
so de minimis that I think it is a little
bit of a waste of time. That is not the
case for this bill. It is going to score,
and we don’t have that score yet. And
I am not going to make an exception
for one bill. It hasn’t had a committee
markup, and there is no path in the
House.

The Senate hotline ran barely a day
ago, and offices are still reviewing it. I
want people to understand what that
means. That means that offices that
are not on the Senate Committee on
Indian Affairs are just getting emailed
about this bill. For them, it is an issue
of first impression. They are being
asked to ask their boss: Do you vote
yes on this bill that you haven’t even
analyzed? Do you vote yes on this bill,
and there is maybe 2 days—maybe
more but let’s assume 2 days left in the
actual Congress?

This is an attempt to circumvent our
normal procedures. That is not how we
do things here. For that reason, I ob-
ject.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

PETERS). The Senator from Utah.
————

AMENDING TITLE 28, UNITED

STATES CODE, TO AUTHORIZE
HOLDING COURT FOR THE CEN-
TRAL DIVISION OF UTAH IN
MOAB AND MONTICELLO

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Committee on
the Judiciary be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of H.R. 8666 and that
the Senate proceed to its immediate
consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A Dbill (H.R. 8666) to amend title 28, United
States Code, to authorize holding court for
the Central Division of Utah in Moab and
Monticello.
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There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. LEE. I ask unanimous consent
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.

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

The bill (H.R. 8666) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

——

GUARDING READINESS
RESOURCES ACT

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Committee on
Armed Services be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of S. 4511 and that
the Senate proceed to its immediate
consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 4511) to provide for the crediting
of funds received by the National Guard Bu-
reau as reimbursement from States.

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. LEE. I ask unanimous consent
that the Lee substitute amendment 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. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment (No. 3345) was agreed
to, as follows:

(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute)

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Guarding
Readiness Resources Act”.

SEC. 2. TREATMENT OF FUNDS RECEIVED BY NA-

TIONAL GUARD BUREAU AS REIM-
BURSEMENT FROM STATES.

Section 710 of title 32, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘(g) TREATMENT OF REIMBURSED FUNDS.—
Any funds received by the National Guard
Bureau from a State, the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, the District of Columbia,
Guam, or the Virgin Islands as reimburse-
ment under this section for the use of mili-
tary property—

(1) shall be credited to—

‘“(A) the appropriation, fund, or account
used in incurring the obligation; or

‘“(B) an appropriate appropriation, fund, or
account currently available for the purposes
for which the expenditures were made; and

‘(2) may only be used by the Department
of Defense for the repair, maintenance, re-
placement, or other similar functions related
directly to assets used by National Guard
units while operating under State active
duty status.”.

The bill (S. 4511), as amended, was or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, was read the third time, and
passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.
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SOCIAL SECURITY FAIRNESS ACT OF 2023

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
rise today to speak about commit-
ment—commitment across our Na-
tion—in each of our States and towns
and cities and in the villages in Alaska,
and the men and women who have
made a commitment to their neighbors
and to strangers and to the broader
community. These are our teachers.
They are our nurses. They are our fire-
fighters, emergency responders, and po-
lice—public servants who manage ap-
plications for Federal and State bene-
fits like SNAP, unemployment, and
disaster assistance. They ensure that
our elections are well run. They get
our streets paved and plowed. They
have made their commitment to serve.
And for many of these public servants,
their States have opted out of Social
Security, and so they are not paying
into the system.

But many of them have had other
jobs in the past or will have other jobs
in the future. These are jobs that will
require them to contribute into Social
Security. In many cases, they have
contributed to Social Security for an
entire career before taking on a job in
public service. And then, when they re-
tire—when folks retire, you assume
that the Social Security benefits that
you have paid into you are going to be
receiving. These are benefits that peo-
ple are entitled to receive, benefits
that they are entitled to as the spouse
or the survivor or both.

But for decades now, the commit-
ment that these public servants have
given to their communities and to our
Nation has been returned with two
acronyms that have had devastating
consequences for, unfortunately, far
too many Americans: GPO and WEP.
For many in my State of Alaska, these
are like swear words—GPO and WEP,
government pension offset and windfall
elimination provision.

The Social Security benefits of
spouses, widows, and widowers were
first cut by the GPO in 1977. Then, in
1983, Congress went after the benefits
of the retirees themselves with the
WEP. These two provisions have been
responsible for reducing Social Secu-
rity benefits from hard-working Ameri-
cans who have earned them and then
from their spouses, widows, and wid-
owers.

And it is in Alaska where the highest
number per capita of teachers and pub-
lic employees are impacted. So when
you look at the map of the United
States and those areas where you have
the highest negative impact from the
WEP provision and the GPO provision,
it is, unfortunately, in my home State
of Alaska.

And it might not sound like a lot—
15,156 Alaskans who are impacted by ei-
ther GPO or WEP or both. These are all
their stories. These are all individual
Alaskans who have stories about how
this has impacted them—like the re-
tired teacher who is just one paycheck
away from homelessness because, after
serving for years as a teacher, she lost
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two-thirds of her earned Social Secu-
rity benefits because of WEP; or the
young Alaska widow who is in dire fi-
nancial straits following her husband’s
recent unexpected death, simply be-
cause of GPO or WEP; or the senior cit-
izen who taught for over 25 years, then
turned to commercial fishing, and then
he worked for BLM and the U.S. Forest
Service—this is a career track that you
see with a lot of Alaskans. His Social
Security was cut by over 30 percent. So
now, at 82 years old, he is still working
to make ends meet. This is not retire-
ment, folks.

These aren’t hypotheticals. These are
real stories from Alaskans who have
reached out to me asking me, as their
Senator, to help them. I have been
hearing from these folks for the entire
tenure that I have been here in the
U.S. Senate—hearing about the dis-
parate impact on Alaskans, hearing
about the inequity, the unfairness: I
have earned these benefits, and yet I
am not able to receive the full benefit.
Where is the fairness in that?

And so I have not just listened to my
constituents; I have responded and
stepped forward. In every single Con-
gress since I have been here in the U.S.
Senate, I have cosponsored legislation
to eliminate GPO and WEP, and proud-
ly so. But it has been very frustrating
because, over these 22 years now, I
have got constituents who are saying:
This is happening to me in realtime
right now.

And I have to say: This is hard. This
formula is not right. We get it. We
have got to address it, but this is going
to be expensive. So until we are able to
do more wholesale reforms, I don’t
know how we are going to be able to
help you in the Senate.

That is not a satisfying answer to
that teacher, to that firefighter, and to
that widow.

So I was so pleased to be able to cast
my vote yesterday to move to passage
of the Social Security Fairness Act. I
am proud that 72 of us here in the Sen-
ate joined together, and I am truly
looking forward to final passage of this
important measure before I return
home.

And when I get home, I will be able
to tell school districts that you are
going to have a better chance. It is
going to be a little bit easier for you to
recruit and retain good teachers and
principals because the disincentive to
work in a State that is impacted by
GPO and WEP is going to be gone for
us in Alaska.

I will also be able to tell firefighters
and the police and EMS responders
that they are not going to have the
burden of knowing that their retire-
ment is going to be less secure or their
spouse’s retirement will be less secure
after years of putting themselves on
the line in service to our communities.

And I will be able to tell my neigh-
bors and the folks I meet in the gro-
cery store and in the community meet-
ings that their service is not more of a
sacrifice than it should be.
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I am proud of the work that we have
been able to do on behalf of Alaskans
and for over 800,000 Americans in other
States who are affected by GPO and
the over 2 million people in the States
who are impacted by WEP.

In the next Congress, it is going to be
up to all of us to look at Social Secu-
rity’s solvency from a larger perspec-
tive, to work on it, debate on it, and
vote on ways to ensure that this vital
retirement program is going to con-
tinue to ensure that Americans are
able to retire with dignity and secu-
rity.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I am on
the floor today to talk to my col-
leagues about something that is hap-
pening right in front of our eyes. It is
a set of events that aren’t random—
they are connected to one another—
that threaten to destroy this country
that we love.

Everybody can see it, but for some
reason—maybe the exhaustion of the
aftermath of a brutal election, maybe
the distraction of the Christmas sea-
son, maybe just an instinct to flee in-
stead of fight—there are far too many
people who are denying to themselves
what they are seeing.

What is happening right now is that
Donald Trump and his billionaire ad-
visers are unfolding for the country in
real time a plan to transition this
country from a democracy to a restric-
tive oligarchy, where political opposi-
tion is silenced, where the media isn’t
free, and where government just exists
to enrich a small cabal of elites that
surround the man in charge.

I know a lot of my colleagues do see
how these dots exist and how they con-
nect, and I know, in your gut, a lot of
you see the specter of the disaster that
is coming. But if you don’t, I want to
spend just a few minutes laying it out.

To make things simple, I am just
going to focus on three events that
happened in the last 7 days: the rec-
ommendation by House Republicans
that Trump critic Liz Cheney be sub-
ject to criminal prosecution, the law-
suit filed by Trump against an Iowa
pollster and an Iowa newspaper, and
the decision by ABC to pay Trump $15
million to get rid of a bogus lawsuit.

First, the recommendation from
House Republicans that Liz Cheney be
prosecuted. Liz Cheney was a member
of the January 6 Commission that tried
to find some accountability for the as-
sault on this Capitol that resulted in
people dying, that resulted in an officer
with blood running down his face run-
ning into this Chamber to rescue us be-
fore the violent rioters got ahold of us.

Donald Trump did not like that nar-
rative that he had something to do
with, that he inspired the January 6
riot. He doesn’t even like the narrative
that January 6 was a riot. His events
are opened by the January 6 choir in
commemoration of the events that day.
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What happened this week is that
Donald Trump made good on his prom-
ise. He said during the campaign that
he was going to use the military, law
enforcement, and the National Guard
to deal with ‘‘the enemy within.” When
asked who ‘‘the enemy within’’ was, he
said: NANCY PELOSI, ADAM SCHIFF,
Democrats.

Now, people laughed it off during the
campaign because that doesn’t happen
in America. We don’t use law enforce-
ment to lock up your political opposi-
tion. But that is exactly what is being
recommended when it comes to Liz
Cheney. Liz Cheney did nothing crimi-
nal. There is not even a whiff of a
criminal allegation. She was just in
charge of a Commission that Donald
Trump opposed. But House Repub-
licans, taking orders from Donald
Trump, just recommended that the
next administration, the next Depart-
ment of Justice, criminally prosecute
Liz Cheney.

By the way, Liz Cheney won’t be the
last. There will be other political oppo-
nents of Donald Trump who are re-
ferred for prosecution.

Now, that would be laughable today
under an FBI and a Department of Jus-
tice that doesn’t lock up people for po-
litical reasons, but Donald Trump is
changing the guard at the FBI. He is
putting in someone loyal to him as the
next Attorney General. The person he
is going to put in at the FBI wrote a
book about how important it was to
eliminate from government anybody
that doesn’t line up with the political
priorities of the President. He has said
that the people who ran fair elections
in 2020 should go to jail because if you
didn’t run an election that resulted in
Donald Trump being elected, then you
did something wrong.

This week, the House recommended
Liz Cheney for criminal prosecution.
Donald Trump cheered that rec-
ommendation. And we are getting
ready to vote on an Attorney General
and a Director of the FBI who have
made clear that they are ready to ea-
gerly prosecute Trump’s political oppo-
nents.

This is really important to talk
about because this is one of the key
ways that democracies fall all around
the world. It, frankly, doesn’t take
hundreds of political prosecutions; it
only takes a handful before ordinary,
average Americans just decide that
they would be better off staying quiet
instead of facing potential harassment
or intimidation or a jail sentence for
speaking out the way that Liz Cheney
did.

The second thing that happened in
this last week was that Donald Trump
filed a lawsuit against a pollster in
Iowa. The grounds of the lawsuit are
simple: He didn’t like the results of the
poll. The poll said the Iowa race was
close. The poll ended up being wrong,
but he is suing the pollster and the
newspaper because he was upset that
that poll helped galvanize opposition to
him.
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That poll, which suggested that race
was close, got a lot of people to donate
to his political opponent. It gave peo-
ple in Iowa some hope that maybe a
Democrat could win. That is not al-
lowed in Donald Trump’s world. It is
not allowed in Donald Trump’s world
for anything to be in service of his po-
litical opposition. So he is filing a law-
suit that has no chance of succeeding
because he wants to try to intimidate
journalists and the press into submis-
sion.

Whether we like it or not, it just is
true that maybe in the future, a poll-
ster who has a poll in front of them
that shows a race closing, shows a race
that is favorable to Democrats, won’t
publicize that poll out of fear of a law-
suit.

Connected to that lawsuit is the
third thing I want to talk about: the
decision by ABC to pay Donald Trump
$15 million to settle a bogus lawsuit—
a bogus defamation Ilawsuit—that
would have never succeeded in court.
But ABC, for whatever reason, decided
it would be better for them to just pay
Donald Trump to make it go away.

You are seeing repeated decisions by
people in the media to just go along
with Donald Trump rather than risk
his ire, rather than potentially put
their profits at risk if Donald Trump
and his regulatory Agencies turn
against them. You saw Jeff Bezos tell
his newspapers not to endorse KAMALA
HARRIS. You have seen an effort by
Comecast to divest itself from MSNBC.
You have seen ABC pay off Donald
Trump $15 million. Over and over
again, you see members of the press
starting to decide it is just better not
to fight him.

These three things taken together
show you the playbook: Threaten polit-
ical opposition with jail, throw a few of
them into jail to show you are serious,
sue and intimidate and harass anybody
that does anything that is helpful to
your political opposition, and intimi-
date and harass the media in the hopes
that they will just go away and stop
criticizing you.

I don’t think it is a coincidence that
during this period of media harassment
by Donald Trump, when Liz Cheney
was referred for criminal prosecution,
all the headlines played it totally
straight. None of the headlines sug-
gested that the criminal prosecution
was bogus, it was built on lies, it was
built on no understanding of the law.
The headlines just said: Liz Cheney re-
ferred for criminal prosecution.

I think it is really important that we
lay out what is happening here because
this is how a democracy vanishes, but
I think it is also equally important to
talk about why Donald Trump and
Elon Musk and Vivek Ramaswamy and
all of his billionaire friends are en-
gaged in this very coordinated early at-
tack, even before he is sworn in, to try
to intimidate his political opposition
and bully the press.

The reason they are doing this, the
reason they are trying to suppress dis-
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sent, is because they are preparing to
steal from us. Donald Trump and his
billionaire buddies want to be in charge
of government so that they can make
themselves more wealthy at our ex-
pense. They want government con-
tracts. They want to privatize govern-
ment programs. They want to get big-
ger regulatory breaks. They want
lower taxes.

Donald Trump and his billionaire
cronies want government to serve
them, but they know the only way they
get away with that is if no one holds
them accountable. So in order to steal
from us, they have to silence political
opposition, intimidate activists into
submission, and try to get the press to
fold. If they do that, then they can get
away Wwith using government as a
mechanism to enrich themselves.

If you want further proof of their
agenda, look what is happening right
now, today, as we speak: Republicans
and Democrats had a deal to keep the
government open and operating, to
fund much-needed disaster assistance,
and it was killed yesterday by the two
billionaires closest to Donald Trump.
When asked as to what their alter-
native was, they said: Raise the debt
ceiling. Donald Trump said: Raise the
debt ceiling. You will have my support
for a continuing resolution if you raise
the debt ceiling.

Why do they want to raise the debt
ceiling? It is easy. They want to pass a
huge tax cut for the billionaires in
charge of Donald Trump’s government.
That is their agenda—big, big tax cut
for billionaires and corporations. But
the only way you can do that is if the
debt ceiling is raised. The only way
you can get away with that is if you
can borrow more money on the backs
of ordinary, average, everyday people
in order to pay for that tax cut.

So we are seeing the agenda of the
Trump administration before they are
even sworn in, in front of our eyes: Rig
the rules in order to make the billion-
aires richer, and telegraph that as your
No. 1 priority to Congress.

Listen, there aren’t just democracies
and dictatorships in the world. There
are dozens of countries that occupy a
gray zone in between those poles, coun-
tries where there are still elections but
the media and the political opposition
are so weak—weak because they have
been beaten into submission by the re-
gime—that the people actually have no
power. There are elections, but the
same group, the same man, the same
family wins every time.

America has been, for almost all of
our history, a functioning, robust de-
mocracy where the party or individual
in power changes regularly because
people hold all the tools necessary to
choose their leaders. But that could
change in a heartbeat, so quickly, but
without any one galvanizing moment,
that the transition might just be
missed by all of us. You could just
wake up one day and find out that the
rules of democracy have been so rigged
that Republicans or the Trump family
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never ever lose again and billionaires
get to steal from all of us without any
accountability.

I know that sounds hard to believe. I
admit that I might be wrong about all
of this. America’s democracy is the
longest existing democracy in the his-
tory of the world. It has proven to be
resilient. It is filled with grit. It has
survived challenges before. But like
every one of us eventually disappears
from this planet, so does every democ-
racy. Every democracy has a last day.

If you look around the world, the
steps that lead to the termination of a
democracy—the termination, end of
self-governance—are shockingly simi-
lar from country to country. The
wealthy people who control the media
and the economy fold into the regime.
Better to join than to fight. The citi-
zens get scared of joining up with the
opposition movement because they are
fearful of harassment. Better to stay
quiet than fight.

If we don’t speak out more loudly
and more boldly about the events of
the last week and the way we are see-
ing a purposeful, detailed roadmap con-
structed by Donald Trump and his bil-
lionaire friends to transition a democ-
racy to an oligarchy; if we don’t fight
like hell against these nominees, espe-
cially those going to the Department of
Justice that will execute this assault
on democracy, then our Nation, very
soon, could easily befall the same as
these other destructed democracies.

The survival of our 240-year experi-
ment is facing, right now, one of its
most severe tests, and I just think it is
time that everybody woke up to that
and pulled their heads out of the sand.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
BALDWIN). The Senator from Con-
necticut.

——

THE CALENDAR
Mr. MURPHY. Madam President,

notwithstanding rule XXII, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to the immediate consideration of the
following bills en bloc: Calendar No.
457, H.R. 15655; Calendar No. 532, S. 4404;
Calendar No. 533, S. 4634; Calendar No.
534, S. 4803; Calendar No. 535, H.R. 1823;
Calendar No. 536, H.R. 3354; Calendar
No. 537, H.R. 6810; Calendar No. 538,
H.R. 6983; Calendar No. 539, H.R. 7180;
Calendar No. 540, H.R. 7385; Calendar
No. 541, H.R. 7417; Calendar No. 542,
H.R. 7606; Calendar No. 543, H.R. 7607;
Calendar No. 544, H.R. 7893; Calendar
No. 568, H.R. 5867; Calendar No. 569,
H.R. 6162; Calendar No. 570, H.R. 6188;
Calendar No. 571, H.R. 6633; Calendar
No. 572, H.R. 6750; Calendar No. 573,
H.R. 8057.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to the measures, en bloc.

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the bills
en bloc be considered read a third time
and passed and that the motions to re-
consider be considered made and laid
upon the table, all en bloc.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
The bills passed, en bloc, as follows:

———————

CORPORAL MICHAEL D. ANDERSON
JR. POST OFFICE BUILDING

The bill (H.R. 15655) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 2300 Sylvan Avenue
in Modesto, California, as the ‘‘Cor-
poral Michael D. Anderson Jr. Post Of-
fice Building”’ was ordered to a third
reading, was read the third time, and
passed.

———

COMMANDER DELBERT AUSTIN
OLSON POST OFFICE

The bill (S. 4404) to designate the fa-
cility of the United States Postal Serv-
ice located at 840 Front Street in
Casselton, North Dakota, as the ‘“‘Com-
mander Delbert Austin Olson Post Of-
fice”” was ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

S. 4404

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. COMMANDER DELBERT AUSTIN
OLSON POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 840
Front Street in Casselton, North Dakota,
shall be known and designated as the ‘“‘Com-
mander Delbert Austin Olson Post Office”.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Commander Delbert
Austin Olson Post Office”.

————

REPRESENTATIVE MAXINE BELL
POST OFFICE

The bill (S. 4634) to designate the fa-
cility of the United States Postal Serv-
ice located at 154 First Avenue East in
Jerome, Idaho, as the ‘“‘Representative
Maxine Bell Post Office’” was ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, was
read the third time, and passed, as fol-
lows:

S. 4634

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. REPRESENTATIVE MAXINE BELL
POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 154
First Avenue East in Jerome, Idaho, shall be
known and designated as the ‘‘Representa-
tive Maxine Bell Post Office™.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘“‘Representative Max-
ine Bell Post Office.

——
FIRST LIEUTENANT RICHARD
ARNE KOSKI POST OFFICE

The bill (S. 4803) to designate the fa-
cility of the United States Postal Serv-
ice located at 31143 State Highway 65 in

S7199

Pengilly, Minnesota, as the ‘‘First
Lieutenant Richard Arne Koski Post
Office’ was ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, was read the third
time, and passed, as follows:
S. 4803

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. FIRST LIEUTENANT RICHARD ARNE
KOSKI POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 31143
State Highway 65 in Pengilly, Minnesota,
shall be known and designated as the ‘“‘First
Lieutenant Richard Arne Koski Post Office”.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘“‘First Lieutenant Rich-
ard Arne Koski Post Office’.

——————

SPECIALIST JUSTIN DEAN COLE-
MAN MEMORIAL POST OFFICE
BUILDING

The bill (H.R. 1823) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 207 East Fort Dade
Avenue in Brooksville, Florida, as the
““Specialist Justin Dean Coleman Me-
morial Post Office Building’’ was or-
dered to a third reading, was read the
third time, and passed.

————

SECRETARY OF STATE MAD-
ELEINE ALBRIGHT POST OFFICE
BUILDING

The bill (H.R. 3354) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 220 North Hatcher
Avenue in Purcellville, Virginia, as the
‘““Secretary of State Madeleine
Albright Post Office Building’’ was or-
dered to a third reading, was read the
third time, and passed.

———

U.S. ARMY AIR CORPS MAJOR
THOMAS B. MCGUIRE POST OF-
FICE BUILDING

The bill (H.R. 6810) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 518 North Ridgewood
Drive in Sebring, Florida, as the “U.S.
Army Air Corps Major Thomas B.
McGuire Post Office Building’’ was or-
dered to a third reading, was read the
third time, and passed.

———

NELL PATTEN ROQUEMORE POST
OFFICE

The bill (H.R. 6983) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 15 South Valdosta
Road in Lakeland, Georgia, as the
“Nell Patten Roquemore Post Office”
was ordered to a third reading, was
read the third time, and passed.

——————

KINGSLAND ‘JOHNNY CASH’ POST
OFFICE

The bill (H.R. 7180) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-06T19:27:02-0400
	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




