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| send my aloha and heartfelt congratula-
tions to each and every one of the team mem-
bers. Michele Akers, Brandi Chastain, Joy
Fawcett, Julie Foudy, Mia Hamm, Kristine
Lilly, and Carla Overbeck deserve special
mention as they are all veterans of the 1991
Women’s World Cup victory—a victory that
was largely overlooked by the media and pub-
lic. This team also won a gold medal at the
1996 Olympics in Atlanta, where they were
again virtually ignored by the media.

But all of that has changed. Women’s soc-
cer is here to stay and the number of players
and fans will continue to grow. We can all look
forward to seeing this championship team
again at the 2000 Olympics in Sydney, where
the media will no longer dare to ignore wom-
en’s soccer.

This is also a victory for Congress and a
testament for the power of this institution to
change our nation for the better. Mia Hamm,
one of women’s soccer’s brightest stars, was
born in 1972—the same year Title IX became
law. Without Title IX, she and many of the
other team members who brought such pride
to all Americans might never have had the op-
portunity to develop their talent for and love of
the sport.

When Edith Green and | drafted the original
language for Title IX some 28 years ago, pro-
hibiting discrimination on the basis of sex in
educational programs receiving federal finan-
cial assistance, we dreamed that someday
girls would enjoy equal access to academic
and athletic opportunities in our schools. We
are not there yet, but the achievements of and
excitement generated by the U.S. Women’s
Soccer Team shows that we are on our way.
No longer can anyone say that girls don’t de-
serve equal opportunity in athletics because
they don’t have the interest or aptitude.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of H. Res. 244, to honor and
congratulate our United States Women’s Soc-
cer Team. The hard work, strength, determina-
tion and talent exhibited by these women cap-
tures the American spirit. It is this type of spirit
that inspires us all to never give up on our
dreams. In a sport that is not traditionally an
American strong suit, these women worked
tirelessly to attain a dream and awoke to
90,000 cheering fans helping make that dream
a reality.

As a Southern Californian, | am particularly
pleased that the Pasadena Rose Bowl played
host to the World Cup finals. | was also hon-
ored to have the U.S. women’s team grace
the field of Pomona-Pitzer College in my con-
gressional district to practice their talents.
These women demonstrated “grace under
fire” and were ‘“class acts” in their representa-
tion of the United States. They set an example
that all U.S. teams and Americans should as-
pire to emulate. | look forward to cheering
these women on in Sydney next summer as
the United States defends its gold medal. | am
confident that these women will, once again,
make America proud.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs.
BIGGERT) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 244.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION

OF H.R. 2465, MILITARY CON-
STRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2000

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 242 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 242

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2465) making
appropriations for military construction,
family housing, and base realignment and
closure for the Department of Defense for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2000, and
for other purposes. The first reading of the
bill shall be dispensed with. General debate
shall be confined to the bill, and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Appropriations.
After general debate the bill shall be consid-
ered for amendment under the five-minute
rule. Points of order against provisions in
the bill for failure to comply with clause 2 of
rule XXI are waived. During consideration of
the bill for amendment, the Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole may accord priority
in recognition on the basis of whether the
Member offering an amendment has caused
it to be printed in the portion of the Con-
gressional Record designated for that pur-
pose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amendments
so printed shall be considered as read. The
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
may: (1) postpone until a time during further
consideration in the Committee of the Whole
a request for a recorded vote on any amend-
ment; and (2) reduce to five minutes the min-
imum time for electronic voting on any post-
poned question that follows another elec-
tronic vote without intervening business,
provided that the minimum time for elec-
tronic voting on the first in any series of
questions shall be 15 minutes. At the conclu-
sion of consideration of the bill for amend-
ment the Committee shall rise and report
the bill to the House with such amendments
as may have been adopted. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina (Mrs.
MYRICK) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. HALL) pending which I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. Mr. Speaker, during consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday the Com-
mittee on Rules met and granted an
open rule for H.R. 2465, the Fiscal Year
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2000 Military Construction Appropria-
tions Act. The rule provides for 1 hour
of general debate equally divided be-
tween the Chairman and Ranking Mi-
nority Member of the Committee on
Appropriations.

The rule waives clause 2 of House
rule XXI, prohibiting unauthorized or
legislative provisions in a general ap-
propriations bill, against provisions in
the bill.

The rule authorizes the Chair to ac-
cord priority and recognition to Mem-
bers who have preprinted their amend-
ments in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.
The rule allows the Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole to postpone
votes during consideration of the bill
and to reduce votes to 5 minutes on a
postponed question if the vote follows a
15-minute vote.

Finally, the rule provides for one mo-
tion to recommit, with or without in-
structions.

Mr. Speaker, the United States’ mili-
tary is clearly the best in the world.
The young men and women in our
Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marines
are thoroughly dedicated and patriotic
professionals, the best our Nation has
to offer.

So how do we reward them? We pay
them with wages so low that many
military families are forced to eat with
food stamps, and we lodge them in sub-
standard World War II era housing.

These, among other reasons, are why
we are losing good men and women who
stop serving their country because the
hardships on their families are so
great. This is inexcusable, and Con-
gress has been working hard to do
something about it. This year we have
passed a 4.8 percent military pay raise,
and with this bill we will improve mili-
tary housing.

H.R. 2465 provides $747 million for
new housing construction and $2.8 bil-
lion for the operation and improvement
of existing housing. The bill also pro-
vides $964 million for barracks and
medical facilities for troops and their
families.

Finally, because of an increase in
two-income and single-parent families,
the bill provides $21 million for child
development centers.

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 242 is an open
rule for a good, noncontroversial bill.
In addition to taking care of our mili-
tary personnel, this bill is good for the
environment. It includes $69 million for
environmental compliance programs.

I urge my colleagues to support this
rule and to support the underlying leg-
islation.

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

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. MYRICK) for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, this is an open rule. It
will allow for consideration of H.R.
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2465, which is a bill that makes appro-
priations for military construction
worldwide.

As my colleague from North Carolina
has explained, this rule will provide for
debate to be controlled and directed
and divided by the Chairman and
Ranking Minority Member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. Under this
rule, germane amendments will be al-
lowed under the 5-minute rule, which is
the normal amending process in the
House.

All Members on both sides of the
aisle will have the opportunity to offer
amendments. This bill funds a range of
construction projects on military
bases, including barracks, housing for
military families, hospitals, training
facilities, and other buildings that sup-
port the missions of our armed serv-
ices. The bill also funds activities nec-
essary to carry out the last two rounds
of base closings and realignments.

Modern facilities are necessary to
maintain our national defense. New
buildings can increase efficiency and
improve morale. The money spent in
this bill is a long-term investment in
our defense capabilities.

The bill contains $39 billion for
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base,
which is partially in my district and
partially in the 7th District that is
held by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
HOBSON), my colleague, the chairman
of the Subcommittee on Military Con-
struction.

Two of the Wright-Patterson projects
funded in the bill are much-needed lab-
oratories that will develop new tech-
nology for the weapons systems of the
21st century. The work in these build-
ings will continue a long tradition of
military aviation research in the
Miami Valley, Ohio, going back to the
days of the Wright brothers.

I commend the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. HOBSON), the chairman of the sub-
committee, and the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. OLVER), the rank-
ing minority member, for their work in
crafting the bill and bringing it to the
floor.

The bill was approved by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations on a voice
vote. It has support on both sides of the
aisle. It is an open rule. It was adopted
by a voice vote of the Committee on
Rules.

I support the rule and the bill and
urge its adoption.

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

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1% minutes to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. Goss), the distinguished
chairman of the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman from North Carolina for
yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I want to rise in very
strong support of this open rule, yet
another open rule, from the Committee
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on Rules under the leadership of the
gentleman from California (Chairman
DREIER).

While the Military Construction Ap-
propriations Bill is obviously one of
the least controversial bills this House
takes up every year in appropriations,
it is critically important for our men
and women in uniform and their fami-
lies.

Quality-of-life issues are always im-
portant for every American, but for
these people in the military, these
quality-of-life issues have become even
more problematical in recent years be-
cause the Clinton administration has
asked our troops to do much more with
much less. In some cases, our troops
and their families are simply not being
properly provided for. This is no secret,
but it is a shame, and it is time we did
something about it.

I was, therefore, disappointed with
the Clinton/Gore administration budg-
et request for military construction. It
is yet another example of the neglect
of our Armed Forces under this admin-
istration at the same time the adminis-
tration misuses those forces to bail out
their misguided policies.
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I am pleased that the bill before us
corrects several shortcomings in the
administration’s request. For example,
it provides $1.6 billion more than the
administration’s request for military
construction and a half billion more
than the administration’s request for
family housing. That is, the spouses
and children. I want to commend the
Committee on Appropriations for its
work and encourage my colleagues to
support this rule, another fair, open
rule and a good appropriations bill.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION

OF H.R. 2466, DEPARTMENT OF
THE INTERIOR AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2000

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 243 and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 243

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
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consideration of the bill (H.R. 2466) making
appropriations for the Department of the In-
terior and related agencies for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2000, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. Points of order against con-
sideration of the bill for failure to comply
with section 306 or 401 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974 are waived. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Appropria-
tions. After general debate the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. Points of order against provi-
sions in the bill for failure to comply with
clause 2 of rule XXI are waived except as fol-
lows: beginning with ‘‘Provided’ on page 37,
line 23, through the closing quotation mark
on page 38, line 13; beginning with ‘‘Provided’’
on page 59, line 13, through 22; beginning
with ‘“‘and such new” on page 76, line 16,
through 22; and page 80, line 11, through
“funding agreements’” on line 23. Where
points of order are waived against part of a
paragraph, points of order against a provi-
sion in another part of such paragraph may
be made only against such provision and not
against the entire paragraph. The amend-
ment printed in the report of the Committee
on Rules accompanying this resolution may
be offered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read, shall
not be subject to amendment, and shall not
be subject to a demand for division of the
question in the House or in the Committee of
the Whole. All points of order against that
amendment are waived. During consider-
ation of the bill for amendment, the Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole may ac-
cord priority in recognition on the basis of
whether the Member offering an amendment
has caused it to be printed in the portion of
the Congressional Record designated for that
purpose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amend-
ments so printed shall be considered as read.
The chairman of the Committee of the Whole
may: (1) postpone until a time during further
consideration in the Committee of the Whole
a request for a recorded vote on any amend-
ment; and (2) reduce to five minutes the min-
imum time for electronic voting on any post-
poned question that follows another elec-
tronic vote without intervening business,
provided that the minimum time for elec-
tronic voting on the first in any series of
questions shall be 15 minutes. During consid-
eration of the bill, points of order against
amendments for failure to comply with
clause 2(e) of rule XXI are waived. At the
conclusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). The gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS) is recognized for
1 hour.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, for the purpose of debate
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes
to the distinguished gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.
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