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(d) CONSTRUCTION—The compact shall not 

in any manner alter—(1) any present or fu-
ture rights and interests of the Kiowa, Co-
manche, and Apache Tribes, the Chickasaw 
Nation, and the Choctaw Nation of Okla-
homa and their members or Indian succes-
sors-in-interest; (2) any tribal trust lands; (3) 
allotted lands that may be held in trust or 
lands subject to a Federal restriction against 
alienation; (4) any boundaries of lands owned 
by the tribes and nations referred to in para-
graph (1), including lands referred to in para-
graphs (2) and (3), that exist now or that may 
be established in the future under Federal 
law; and (5) the sovereign rights, jurisdic-
tion, or other governmental interests of the 
Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes, the 
Chickasaw Nation, and the Choctaw Nation 
of Oklahoma and their members or Indian 
successors-in-interest presently existing or 
which may be acknowledged by Federal and 
tribal law. 

Now Therefore Be It Resolved, that the 
Kiowa, Comanche and Apache Intertribal 
Land Use Committee (KCAILUC) hereby ap-
prove and support the Amendment to H.J. 
Res. 72 Offered by Mr. Gekas. 

CERTIFICATION 
The foregoing KCAILUC Resolution No. 00– 

10 was duly adopted at a Regular Monthly 
Meeting of the Kiowa, Comanche and Apache 
Intertribal Land Use Committee held at the 
KCA Administration Office on July 12, 2000, 
by a vote of 6 For 1 Against 0 Abstain. A 
quorum being present and at least two rep-
resentatives from each tribe concurring in 
the vote. 

BILLY EVANS HORSE, 
Chairman. 

MELVIN KERCHEE, Jr., 
Secretary. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I am 
pleased to rise in support of H.J. Res. 72, a 
Joint Resolution granting the consent of Con-
gress to the Red River Boundary compact. 
This bipartisan legislation will re-enforce the 
eroding Red River south bank and establish a 
new boundary between the states of Texas 
and Oklahoma. The new boundary is a vege-
tation line that is not as susceptible to the 
forces of nature and is substantially the same 
as the gradient line used to originally deter-
mine the states’ boundaries. 

Initially, three tribal nations, the Kiowa, the 
Comanche, and the Apaches expressed con-
cerns regarding this legislation’s effect on the 
status of land from which the tribes derive oil 
and gas royalties. To remedy that issue, lan-
guage, approved by officials from Texas, Okla-
homa, the Indian Tribes, and the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs, was put into the legislation con-
firming that neither the rights of the Indian na-
tions nor the boundaries of the Indians lands 
will be altered by the compact. 

I commend my colleagues for working to-
gether in a bipartisan manner to resolve this 
important issue and I strongly support the ef-
fort. 

Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma. Madam Speaker, 
I rise as a cosponsor of H.J. Res. 72, the Red 
River Boundary Compact, and urge my col-
leagues to support this important legislation. 
Today, with Congressional consent the border 
dispute between Oklahoma and Texas that 
has existed for more than 100 years will come 
to an end. 

The official boundary is currently the south 
bank of the Red River. However, the Red 
River constantly runs dry, which makes deter-

mining the south bank difficult. There was an 
obvious need for a new, more definitive way to 
determine the border. 

In 1996, Oklahoma and Texas agreed upon 
creating a Red River Boundary Commission to 
solve this border dispute. In the last year, this 
commission released their findings and both 
Oklahoma and Texas state governments have 
agreed on this compromise. This agreement 
would clarify and affix the boundary between 
Oklahoma and Texas as the vegetation line on 
the south bank of the Red River. This agree-
ment would mean that the Red River would be 
part of the State of Oklahoma, where it be-
longs. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this resolution. We need to put a 
stamp on this agreement which will end the 
Red River War, and I urge my colleagues to 
support H.J. Res. 72. 

Mr. GEKAS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
GEKAS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the joint resolution, H.J. 
Res. 72, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the joint 
resolution, as amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the Speaker 
signed the following enrolled bills on 
Thursday, July 20, 2000: 

H.R. 1791, to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to provide penalties for 
harming animals used in Federal law 
enforcement; 

H.R. 4249, to foster cross-border co-
operation and environmental cleanup 
in northern Europe. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6 p.m. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 42 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 6 p.m. 

f 

b 1730 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. KUYKENDALL) at 5 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p.m. 

f 

SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING 
NATIONAL MOTTO FOR GOVERN-
MENT OF A RELIGIOUS PEOPLE 

Mr. BARR of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 

the resolution (H.Res. 548) expressing 
the sense of Congress regarding the na-
tional motto for the government of a 
religious people, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas the national motto of the United 

States is ‘‘In God we trust’’; 
Whereas the national motto was adopted in 

1956 and is codified in the laws of the United 
States at section 302 of title 36, United 
States Code; 

Whereas the national motto is a reference 
to the Nation’s ‘‘religious heritage’’ (Lynch 
v. Donnelly, 465 U.S. 668, 676 (1984)); 

Whereas the national motto recognizes the 
religious beliefs and practices of the Amer-
ican people as an aspect of our national his-
tory and culture; 

Whereas nearly every criminal law on the 
books can be traced to some religious prin-
ciple or inspiration; 

Whereas the national motto is deeply 
interwoven into the fabric of our civil polity; 

Whereas the national motto recognizes the 
historical fact that our Nation was believed 
to have been founded ‘‘under God’’; 

Whereas the content of the national motto 
is as old as the Republic itself and has al-
ways been as integral a part of the first 
amendment as the very words of that charter 
of religious liberty; 

Whereas the display and teaching of the 
national motto to public school children has 
a valid secular purpose, such secular purpose 
being to foster patriotism, symbolize the his-
torical role of religion in our society, express 
confidence in the future, inculcate hope, and 
instruct in humility; 

Whereas there is a long tradition of gov-
ernment acknowledgment of religion in mot-
toes, oaths, and anthems; 

Whereas the national motto serves ‘‘the le-
gitimate secular purposes of solemnizing 
public occasions, expressing confidence in 
the future, and encouraging the recognition 
of what is worthy of appreciation in society’’ 
(Lynch v. Donnelly, 465 U.S. at 693 (O’Connor, 
J., concurring)); 

Whereas the national motto reflects the 
sentiment that ‘‘[w]e are a religious people 
whose institutions presuppose a Supreme 
Being’’ (Zorach v. Clauson, 343 U.S. 306, 313 
(1952)); 

Whereas President George Washington, in 
his Farewell Address, stated, ‘‘[o]f all the 
dispositions and habits which lead to polit-
ical prosperity, religion and morality are in-
dispensable supports,’’ and ‘‘[w]hatever may 
be conceded to the influence of refined edu-
cation on minds of peculiar structure, reason 
and experience both forbid us to expect that 
national morality can prevail in exclusion of 
religious principle,’’ and ‘‘let us with caution 
indulge the supposition that morality can 
prevail in exclusion of religious principle’’; 

Whereas President John Adams wrote that 
‘‘it is religion and morality alone which can 
establish the principles upon which freedom 
can securely stand’’; 

Whereas the role of religion in public life is 
an important one which deserves the public’s 
attention; 

Whereas the signers of the Declaration of 
Independence appealed to the Supreme Judge 
of the World for the rectitude of their inten-
tions, and avowed a firm reliance of the pro-
tection of Divine Providence; 

Whereas President George Washington, in 
his First Inaugural Address, said that ‘‘it 
would be peculiarly improper to omit in this 
first official act my fervent supplications to 
that Almighty Being who rules over the uni-
verse, who presides in the councils of na-
tions, and whose providential aids can supply 
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every human defect, that His benediction 
may consecrate to the liberties and happi-
ness of the people of the United States a 
Government instituted by themselves for 
these essential purposes’’; 

Whereas the First Congress urged Presi-
dent George Washington to proclaim ‘‘a day 
of public thanksgiving and prayer, to be ob-
served by acknowledging with grateful 
hearts the many single favours of Almighty 
God’’; 

Whereas the First Congress reenacted the 
Northwest Ordinance, which stated that 
‘‘[r]eligion, morality, and knowledge, being 
necessary to good government and the happi-
ness of mankind, schools and the means of 
education shall forever be encouraged’’; 

Whereas the Declaration of Independence 
demonstrates this Nation was founded on 
transcendent values which flow from a belief 
in a Supreme Being; 

Whereas the Founding Fathers believed de-
votedly that there was a God and that the 
unalienable rights of man were rooted in 
Him, is clearly evidenced in their writings, 
from the Mayflower Compact to the Con-
stitution itself; 

Whereas religion has been closely identi-
fied with the history and Government of the 
United States; 

Whereas our national life reflects a reli-
gious people who earnestly pray that the Su-
preme Lawgiver guide them in every meas-
ure which may be worthy of His blessing; and 

Whereas the national motto is prominently 
engraved in the wall above the Speaker’s 
dais in the Chamber of the House of Rep-
resentatives, appears over the entrance to 
the Chamber of the Senate, and is depicted 
on all United States coins and currency: Now 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives encourages the display of the national 
motto of the United States in public build-
ings throughout the Nation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. BARR) and the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. BARR). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BARR of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on H. Res. 548. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARR of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. SCHAF-
FER) and I ask unanimous consent that 
he be permitted to control that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to re-

view favorably and pass favorably H. 
Res. 548. This is a resolution that ex-
presses the sense of Congress that the 
national motto ‘‘In God We Trust’’ 
should be posted and made public in all 
public buildings across the country. 

This is an important resolution, one 
which is inspired for me by Members of 
the Colorado State Board of Education, 
who just a few weeks ago adopted a 
State resolution encouraging the pub-
lic display of the national motto ‘‘In 
God We Trust’’ in public schools 
throughout the State of Colorado. 

The State Board of Education in my 
State recognized the following, that 
during the Civil War, in response to a 
public desire for recognition of the Al-
mighty God in some form on our coins, 
President Abraham Lincoln signed in 
law on April 22, 1864, a law which intro-
duced the motto ‘‘In God We Trust’’ to 
our national coinage. 

It was on July 30, 1956, that President 
Dwight Eisenhower signed a law stat-
ing that the national motto of the 
United States is hereby declared to be 
‘‘In God We Trust.’’ The Federal courts 
have repeatedly upheld the constitu-
tionality of the national motto and its 
uses. 

It is in the public interest that the 
State of Colorado’s Board of Education 
affirmed to uphold, affirm and cele-
brate the national heritage and the 
traditions and values which have been 
the foundation and the sustenance of 
our Nation as well as the elements 
vital to its future preservation. 

Our national motto is one of which 
we are all proud, Mr. Speaker. In fact, 
it is a motto that we will find posted in 
a number of sites right here in the 
United States Capitol Building. 

Across from the Capitol above the 
doors of the opposite body we will find 
the motto ‘‘In God We Trust’’ embla-
zoned above the doors there. And here 
in this Chamber just a few feet above 
where the Speaker stands, we find 
those encouraging words in bronze and 
marble, which are front and center as 
Members of this body stand where I am 
and where my colleagues are on the 
House floor to make various presen-
tations of all sorts every day that the 
United States Congress is in session. 

This motto is one that in times of 
peril and in times of greatness Ameri-
cans frequently resort to, both as a 
statement of thanks and also as a 
statement of reassurance that goes 
back to our early days, that goes back 
to our early days which our founders 
composed and to the Declaration of 
Independence, observing that all rights 
and liberties that Americans enjoy, 
those of life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness and other rights, are not se-
cured by government, they are not se-
cured by a constitution, they are not 
secured by a king, not given by some 
government authority or power of any 
kind. 

No, in the United States, according 
to our Declaration, all rights that are 
enjoyed by the American citizens are 
given to us by the Almighty himself. 

It was to that proposition that our 
Founders appealed for the rectitude of 
their intentions in securing that dec-

laration and launching a great and 
mighty Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, we have been troubled 
for too long a period of time with a cer-
tain amount of moral destruction and 
decay in our country, which results in 
violence from Americans against 
Americans, among children, among mi-
norities, among all people who are 
wishing to thrive and be free and be 
safe and secure throughout the coun-
try. 

As we struggle here in this Congress 
with all kinds of solutions, whether 
they are to try to curb violence or try 
to promote responsible behavior or to 
set the appropriate laws in place to 
help make our Nation more safe and se-
cure, it is fitting that we look to our 
national motto, which is the most fun-
damental statement, in my estimation, 
of where the answer lies. And so, this 
motto is one that all Americans em-
brace, one that we enjoy and celebrate 
routinely. 

But, on this day, I hope that the 
House will join me and the others that 
have cosponsored this bipartisan legis-
lation in passing this resolution, which 
suggests that the motto should be 
prominently displayed in public build-
ings throughout the Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
the resolution, which encourages 
States and localities to promote ‘‘In 
God We Trust’’ I guess in public build-
ings. 

Mr. Speaker, we have had no hear-
ings on this resolution. In fact, the 
final version of the resolution that I re-
ceived has a date stamp on it, July 24, 
5:11 p.m., which was just a few minutes 
ago the final version that we are con-
sidering now was produced. It was not 
even introduced until 2 weeks ago, and 
now here we are considering it. 

This is a complicated issue when we 
start talking about religious freedoms. 
And my colleagues can notice by some 
of the recent Supreme Court cases, 
many of them 5–4, some going one way 
and then in the next case going the 
other way. We have had recent Su-
preme Court decisions on religious 
freedom, just the Texas case where 
they threw out the school prayer on 
football games on a 6–3 vote. This is a 
complicated issue. There are no easy 
answers to this. And here we are at a 
very short notice trying to consider 
this. 

Mr. Speaker, I feel very sensitive to 
this because I come from Virginia. Vir-
ginia led the Nation in religious free-
dom. The Virginia Statute for Reli-
gious Freedom was the basis for the 
First Amendment Bill of Rights. And 
so, I do not take this casually. 

Mr. Speaker, a few days ago we as-
sumed the role of the United States Su-
preme Court when we declared that the 
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Ohio statute, the Ohio motto which 
had religious implications, was con-
stitutional. That was an interesting ex-
ercise in light of Marbury v. Madison, a 
case decided by the Supreme Court a 
couple of centuries ago which stated 
that it was the Supreme Court’s re-
sponsibility to declare statutes con-
stitutional or not constitutional, not 
Congress’s. 

But, in any case, with the emer-
gency, no hearings, here we are on the 
floor. We are not trying to improve 
Medicare with prescription drugs. We 
are not trying to preserve Social Secu-
rity. We are not doing anything about 
HMO reform or juvenile crime or back-
ground checks for firearm purchases. 
We are here with this emergency legis-
lation, without any hearings here on 
the floor, no markup in committee so 
that these complicated Supreme Court 
decisions can be analyzed so that we 
will know what we are doing. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not unusual for 
this Congress. We have shown a lot of 
disrespect for the Constitution. As a 
matter of fact, in the last 2 years or so, 
we have tried to amend the Constitu-
tion no less than nine separate times. 

We had a prayer amendment that was 
given consideration, campaign finance, 
the flag amendment, balanced budget 
amendment, tax limitation amend-
ment, term limits, electoral college, 
victims’ rights. We even had a hearing 
on an amendment to make it easier to 
amend the Constitution. 

The Constitution is a foundation of 
American law that we all have to live 
under. But, of course, some people 
seem so privileged that they do not 
have to live under the same laws and 
same Constitution as everybody else. 

In fact, just this session, when we 
had a case where a bank lost a case 
filed by the Department of Labor, in-
stead of being subjected to the law like 
everybody else, the Committee on Edu-
cation and Workforce reported a bill to 
retroactively change the law to help 
that bank out. 

A few years ago, we settled a complex 
child custody case with language found 
in a transportation appropriations con-
ference report. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the 
Judiciary recently reported a bill to 
retroactively change the law so asbes-
tos manufacturers will not have to pay 
the bills run up by victims of asbestos 
related lung disease. 

Here we are, no hearing, 2 weeks 
after the introduction of the bill, pre-
tending to give consideration to this 
complex issue involving our funda-
mental religious liberties. 

I would hope, Mr. Speaker, that in-
stead of this kind of drive-by consider-
ation that we would show more respect 
for our Constitution and our religious 
liberties by voting no on this resolu-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, as to the complexity of 
this legislation, I would differ with the 
description of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. SCOTT) that this is a com-
plex matter. In fact, it is nothing close 
to that, unless we try to read items 
such as we just heard about asbestos 
and banking and Medicare and drug 
abuse and these kinds of things into 
that resolution. 

None of these items appear here. This 
is strictly on the motto that we read in 
front of us here on the House floor and 
whether it is suitable for the Congress 
to suggest that it be displayed in pub-
lic buildings around the country. 

I think as far as whether individuals 
need hearings to understand the impor-
tance of whether ‘‘In God We Trust’’ is 
still a useful motto for the country, I 
would suggest that most Members 
probably have a firm opinion about 
that at the moment. But I will concede 
that the date that we find on the bot-
tom of the bill suggests it might have 
been introduced just a few minutes 
ago. 

Actually, the bill has been intro-
duced a few weeks now. This version 
that is in front of us now and that was 
moved by the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. BARR) is a corrected version. 
There were some errors in the legal ci-
tations of the Supreme Court ref-
erences, as well as a couple erroneous 
dates that were mentioned here. So the 
version in front of us has no sub-
stantive difference from the version 
which has been before the House now 
for more than a couple of weeks. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
SHOWS). 

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate my friend the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. SCHAFFER) yielding me 
the time to speak on the bill and on be-
half of the bill. 

It is not many times I get up here 
and talk on the opposite side of my 
friend, the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. SCOTT). But in this I believe. 

‘‘In God We Trust’’ is our motto. We 
can see it above the Speaker’s head 
right here. And it should be engraved 
into our national conscience. The val-
ues we teach at home and church are 
universal and should not be left outside 
the schoolhouse door or outside of 
where we work and play every day. 

I am not afraid to say ‘‘In God We 
Trust’’ whenever and wherever I want. 
All Americans should have that right. 
However, I have long been concerned 
about the decline of moral values and 
freedoms in our society. 

Recently I introduced H. Res. 551, 
which encourages ‘‘In God We Trust’’ 
to be posted prominently in all public 
and government buildings, just like it 
is in my own office, right next to the 
Ten Commandments. 

I wrote H. Res. 551 with the direct as-
sistance of Reverend Donald Wildman 

of the American Family Association. It 
is a bipartisan measure with 23 cospon-
sors on the bill. However, today we 
have H. Res. 548, the bill on the floor 
today. 

This is an issue too important to let 
partisan politics get in the way, so I 
have added my name as a cosponsor of 
this bill, H. Res. 548, as a gesture of 
unity and bipartisanship. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate my col-
leagues making ‘‘In God We Trust’’ our 
priority in Congress. Let us adopt the 
‘‘In God We Trust’’ resolution today for 
our families, for our Nation, and let us 
encourage a public display of ‘‘In God 
We Trust.’’ 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to make a 
comment about the complexity of this 
particular issue. 

b 1745 

A simple question as to whether or 
not you can have a religious display 
during Christmas season. We have had 
5–4 Supreme Court decisions saying in 
some cases you can, in some cases you 
cannot. 

When and how you can pray in 
school. We have had cases that say 
sometimes you can, sometimes you 
cannot. The Department of Education 
in that case has published a pamphlet 
to show localities exactly what the 
state of the law is and how you can 
have certain prayers in schools, under 
what conditions, so that there is some 
guidance. 

We are inviting localities and States 
into this quagmire without any guid-
ance at all, just inviting lawsuits. That 
is why we should show more respect for 
our Constitution and the Bill of Rights 
by voting ‘‘no’’ on this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Right here on our American cur-
rency, we find the motto we are debat-
ing here today, ‘‘In God We Trust.’’ 
There is nothing controversial about 
it. This is the motto that is on all 
American currency. It is something we 
live with routinely in the United 
States. In fact, it is one of the reasons 
I submit, the meaning of it, that we are 
the great and mighty Nation that we 
are today. This is not something to be 
afraid of or ashamed of. This is a motto 
we should be quite proud of and be 
proud to display it around the country. 

As to whether the Supreme Court has 
come close to even ruling on ‘‘In God 
We Trust,’’ the reality is they have 
considered the national motto and its 
relevance and its constitutionality, 
and that is the basis of many of the 
findings in the resolution itself. There 
are several cases that I would refer the 
gentleman to and other Members who 
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are interested in the Supreme Court’s 
record on the national motto. 

There is Lynch v. Donnelly from 1984. 
There is also Engel v. Vitale, which is 
a more recent case. There is Abington 
v. Schempp; Gaylor v. The United 
States, a more recent Supreme Court 
decision about displaying and teaching 
of the motto to public school children 
has a valid secular purpose. 

And so our Supreme Court has ruled 
on this question over and over and over 
again. It has no relationship whatso-
ever to the examples that my good 
friend and colleague had cited. This is 
our national motto, not a prayer, not 
promotion of some religion. This is a 
motto about the same God, the same 
sentiment, the same beliefs that our 
Founders incorporated in the Declara-
tion of Independence, ultimately our 
Constitution, that is incorporated into 
the prayer that we open up the House 
Chamber with every day and the motto 
which we see right before us in bronze 
lettering embedded in the marble right 
here in front of us, ‘‘In God We Trust.’’ 

I concede that there may be some 
who do not, but as a Nation, as a 
whole, this is not a controversial state-
ment of any kind. This is one of the 
key mottos, the key phrases and state-
ments and motto that unites us as a 
people and has made us the greatest 
country on the planet. We should not 
run from it. We should endorse it and 
embrace it and suggest that the same 
motto that is on the currency we spend 
every day is one that we are greeted 
with in every public building across the 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KUYKENDALL). The question is on the 
motion offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. BARR) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the resolu-
tion, House Resolution 548, as amend-
ed. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution, as amended, was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

WEKIVA WILD AND SCENIC RIVER 
ACT OF 2000 

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2773) to amend the Wild and Sce-
nic Rivers Act to designate the Wekiva 
River and its tributaries of Rock 
Springs Run and Black Water Creek in 
the State of Florida as components of 
the national wild and scenic rivers sys-
tem, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 2773 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Wekiva Wild 
and Scenic River Act of 2000’’. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 
The Congress finds the following: 
(1) Public Law 104–311 (110 Stat. 3818) 

amended section 5 of the Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1276) to require the 
study of the Wekiva River and its tributaries 
of Rock Springs Run and Seminole Creek for 
potential inclusion in the national wild and 
scenic rivers system. 

(2) The study determined that the Wekiva 
River, Wekiwa Springs Run, Rock Springs 
Run, and Black Water Creek are eligible for 
inclusion in the national wild and scenic riv-
ers system. 

(3) The State of Florida has demonstrated 
its commitment to protecting these rivers 
and streams by the enactment of the Wekiva 
River Protection Act (Florida Statute chap-
ter 369), by the establishment of a riparian 
wildlife protection zone and water quality 
protection zone by the St. Johns River Water 
Management District, and by the acquisition 
of lands adjacent to these rivers and streams 
for conservation purposes. 

(4) The Florida counties of Lake, Seminole, 
and Orange have demonstrated their com-
mitment to protect these rivers and streams 
in their comprehensive land use plans and 
land development regulations. 

(5) The desire for designation of these riv-
ers and streams as components of the na-
tional wild and scenic rivers system has been 
demonstrated through strong public support, 
State and local agency support, and the en-
dorsement of designation by the Wekiva 
River Basin Ecosystem Working Group, 
which represents a broad cross section of 
State and local agencies, landowners, envi-
ronmentalists, nonprofit organizations, and 
recreational users. 

(6) The entire lengths of the Wekiva River, 
Rock Springs Run, and Black Water Creek 
are held in public ownership or conservation 
easements or are defined as waters of the 
State of Florida. 
SEC. 3. DESIGNATION OF WEKIVA RIVER AND 

TRIBUTARIES, FLORIDA, AS COMPO-
NENTS OF NATIONAL WILD AND SCE-
NIC RIVERS SYSTEM. 

Section 3(a) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Act (16 U.S.C. 1274(a)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(161) WEKIVA RIVER, WEKIWA SPRINGS RUN, 
ROCK SPRINGS RUN, AND BLACK WATER 
CREEK, FLORIDA.—The 41.6-mile segments re-
ferred to in this paragraph, to be adminis-
tered by the Secretary of the Interior: 

‘‘(A) WEKIVA RIVER AND WEKIWA SPRINGS 
RUN.—The 14.9 miles of the Wekiva River, 
along Wekiwa Springs Run from its con-
fluence with the St. Johns River to Wekiwa 
Springs, to be administered in the following 
classifications: 

‘‘(i) From the confluence with the St. 
Johns River to the southern boundary of the 
Lower Wekiva River State Preserve, approxi-
mately 4.4 miles, as a wild river. 

‘‘(ii) From the southern boundary of the 
Lower Wekiva River State Preserve to the 
northern boundary of Rock Springs State 
Reserve at the Wekiva River, approximately 
3.4 miles, as a recreational river. 

‘‘(iii) From the northern boundary of Rock 
Springs State Reserve at the Wekiva River 
to the southern boundary of Rock Springs 
State Reserve at the Wekiva River, approxi-
mately 5.9 miles, as a wild river. 

‘‘(iv) From the southern boundary of Rock 
Springs State Reserve at the Wekiva River 
upstream along Wekiwa Springs Run to 
Wekiwa Springs, approximately 1.2 miles, as 
a recreational river. 

‘‘(B) ROCK SPRINGS RUN.—The 8.8 miles 
from the confluence of Rock Springs Run 
with the Wekiwa Springs Run forming the 

Wekiva River to its headwaters at Rock 
Springs, to be administered in the following 
classifications: 

‘‘(i) From the confluence with Wekiwa 
Springs Run to the western boundary of 
Rock Springs Run State Reserve at Rock 
Springs Run, approximately 6.9 miles, as a 
wild river. 

‘‘(ii) From the western boundary of Rock 
Springs Run State Reserve at Rock Springs 
Run to Rock Springs, approximately 1.9 
miles, as a recreational river. 

‘‘(C) BLACK WATER CREEK.—The 17.9 miles 
from the confluence of Black Water Creek 
with the Wekiva River to outflow from Lake 
Norris, to be administered in the following 
classifications: 

‘‘(i) From the confluence with the Wekiva 
River to approximately .25 mile downstream 
of the Seminole State Forest road crossing, 
approximately 4.1 miles, as a wild river. 

‘‘(ii) From approximately .25 mile down-
stream of the Seminole State Forest road to 
approximately .25 mile upstream of the Sem-
inole State Forest road crossing, approxi-
mately .5 mile, as a scenic river. 

‘‘(iii) From approximately .25 mile up-
stream of the Seminole State Forest road 
crossing to approximately .25 mile down-
stream of the old railroad grade crossing (ap-
proximately River Mile 9), approximately 4.4 
miles, as a wild river. 

‘‘(iv) From approximately .25 mile down-
stream of the old railroad grade crossing (ap-
proximately River Mile 9), upstream to the 
boundary of Seminole State Forest (approxi-
mately River Mile 10.6), approximately 1.6 
miles, as a scenic river. 

‘‘(v) From the boundary of Seminole State 
Forest (approximately River Mile 10.6) to ap-
proximately .25 mile downstream of the 
State Road 44 crossing, approximately .9 
mile, as a wild river. 

‘‘(vi) From approximately .25 mile down-
stream of State Road 44 to approximately .25 
mile upstream of the State Road 44A cross-
ing, approximately .6 mile, as a recreational 
river. 

‘‘(vii) From approximately .25 mile up-
stream of the State Road 44A crossing to ap-
proximately .25 mile downstream of the Lake 
Norris Road crossing, approximately 4.7 
miles, as a wild river. 

‘‘(viii) From approximately .25 mile down-
stream of the Lake Norris Road crossing to 
the outflow from Lake Norris, approximately 
1.1 miles, as a recreational river.’’. 
SEC. 4. SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO 

WEKIVA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section and sec-

tion 5: 
(1) WEKIVA RIVER SYSTEM.—The term 

‘‘Wekiva River system’’ means the segments 
of the Wekiva River, Wekiwa Springs Run, 
Rock Springs Run, and Black Water Creek in 
the State of Florida designated as compo-
nents of the national wild and scenic rivers 
system by paragraph (161) of section 3(a) of 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 
1274(a)), as added by this Act. 

(2) COMMITTEE.—The term ‘‘Committee’’ 
means the Wekiva River System Advisory 
Management Committee established pursu-
ant to section 5. 

(3) COMPREHENSIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 
The terms ‘‘comprehensive management 
plan’’ and ‘‘plan’’ mean the comprehensive 
management plan to be developed pursuant 
to section 3(d) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Act (16 U.S.C. 1274(d)). 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.— 
(1) USE AUTHORIZED.—In order to provide 

for the long-term protection, preservation, 
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