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sons working in the coal mining in-
dustry of the United States.(10)

§ 20. Relation to Other Mo-
tions

Relation to Motion to Table

§ 20.1 The motion to lay on the
table takes precedence over
the motion for the previous
question, and if the motion
to table is rejected, the ques-
tion recurs on the motion for
the previous question which
was pending when the mo-
tion to table was offered.
On May 11, 1972,(11) the House

was considering S. 659, the higher
education amendments. Mr. Joe
D. Waggonner, Jr., of Louisiana,
offered a motion to instruct the
House managers at the conference
on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses, and was recognized
for one hour, after which the fol-
lowing occurred:

MR. WAGGONNER: . . . Mr. Speaker,
I move the previous question and ask
that we instruct the conferees.

MR. [SIDNEY R.] YATES [of Illinois]:
Mr. Speaker, I move that the motion of
the gentleman from Louisiana to in-
struct the conferees be laid on the
table.

THE SPEAKER: (12) The question is on
the motion to table offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. Yates). . . .

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 126, nays 273, not voting
32. . . .

So the motion to table was re-
jected. . . .

The previous question was or-
dered.(13)

Relation to Motions to Amend

§ 20.2 The motion for the pre-
vious question takes prece-
dence over a motion to
amend.
On Nov. 8, 1971,(14) the House

was considering House Joint Reso-
lution 191, proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution relating
to nondenominational prayer in
public buildings. Mr. Chalmers P.
Wylie, of Ohio, was controlling the
floor, having called up the joint
resolution following a successful
motion to discharge the Judiciary
Committee, when the following oc-
curred:

MR. WYLIE: Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Bu-
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chanan) for the purpose of offering an
amendment.

MR. [JOHN H.] BUCHANAN [Jr.]: Mr.
Speaker, I have an amendment at the
desk.

THE SPEAKER: (15) Does the gen-
tleman realize he will lose control of
the time?

MR. WYLIE: The gentleman realizes
he loses control of the time. I do yield
to the gentleman from Alabama for the
purpose of offering an amendment.

THE SPEAKER: The gentleman has
yielded the floor.

MOTION OFFERED BY MR. CELLER

MR. [EMANUEL] CELLER [of New
York]: Mr. Speaker, I move the pre-
vious question on House Joint Resolu-
tion 191.

The Speaker: The motion is com-
pletely and highly privileged and is in
order.(16)

§ 20.3 If the motion for the pre-
vious question on a resolu-
tion is voted down, the reso-
lution is subject to amend-
ment; but if the amendment
is ruled out on a point of
order, the previous question
may again be moved and
takes precedence over the of-

fering of another amend-
ment.
On Jan. 3, 1969,(17) the House

voted down the previous question
on a resolution offered by Mr.
Emanuel Celler, of New York. Mr.
Clark MacGregor, of Minnesota,
was then recognized to offer an
amendment to the resolution, but
that amendment was ruled out on
a point of order. Mr. Celler once
again moved the previous ques-
tion on his resolution and Mr.
Gerald R. Ford, of Michigan, rose
with a parliamentary inquiry.

MR. GERALD R. FORD: . . . At the
time the Chair recognized the gen-
tleman from Minnesota, the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. MacGregor),
sought to offer a resolution, but the
Chair has just now ruled against the
germaneness of the resolution. I ask
the question does the gentleman from
Minnesota under this set of cir-
cumstances lose the right to offer a
substitute and also to have 1 hour’s
time?

THE SPEAKER: (18) The Chair will
state in response to the parliamentary
inquiry that at this point the motion
on the previous question takes prece-
dence over the motion to amend, and if
the House wants to consider further
amendment, the House can vote down
the previous question.

MR. CELLER: Mr. Speaker, I move
the previous question. . . .
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MR. [H. R. ] GROSS [of Iowa]: Mr.
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

THE SPEAKER: The gentleman from
Iowa will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

MR. GROSS: Mr. Speaker, is the
Celler resolution now not subject to a
substitute?

THE SPEAKER: Not if the previous
question is ordered.

MR. GROSS: Mr. Speaker, I desire to
offer a substitute which I have at the
Clerk’s desk.

THE SPEAKER: The gentleman from
New York [MR. CELLER ] has moved
the previous question and the question
now pending is on ordering the pre-
vious question.

Relation to Amendment to Mo-
tion to Recommit

§ 20.4 The motion for the pre-
vious question takes prece-
dence over an amendment to
a motion to recommit.
On Aug. 11, 1969,(19) the House

was considering H.R. 12982, the
District of Columbia Revenue Act
of 1969. After the bill was read for
a third time, Mr. Alvin E.
O’Konski, of Wisconsin, offered a
motion to recommit the bill to the
Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia.

MR. [BROCK] ADAMS [of Washington]:
Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment to
the motion to recommit.

MR. [John L.] McMillan [of South
Carolina]: Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous question on the motion to re-
commit.

THE SPEAKER: (20) The question is on
ordering the previous question on the
motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. Adams) there
were—ayes 104, noes 65.

So the previous question was or-
dered.

THE SPEAKER: The question is on the
motion to recommit.

The motion to recommit was re-
jected.

THE SPEAKER: The question is on the
passage of the bill.

The bill was passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.(1)

Relation to Amendment to Mo-
tion to Instruct Conferees

§ 20.5 The motion for the pre-
vious question takes prece-
dence over an amendment to
a motion to instruct con-
ferees.
On July 24, 1973,(2) the House

was considering S. 1888, to amend
and extend the Agricultural Act of
1970. Mr. Robert D. Price, of
Texas, offered a motion to instruct
the House conferees at the con-
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ference on disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the bill. The fol-
lowing then occurred:

MR. PRICE of Texas: . . . Mr. Speak-
er, I move the previous question on the
motion.

THE SPEAKER: (3) . . . The question is
on ordering the previous question.

MR. [SILVIO O.] CONTE [of Massachu-
setts]: Mr. Speaker, I have an amend-
ment to the preferential motion.

THE SPEAKER: The Chair will state
that ordering the previous question is
the business before the House at this
time.

The question is on ordering the pre-
vious question. . . .

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice; and there were—yeas 244, nays
155, present 1, not voting 33. . . .

So the previous question was or-
dered.

Relation to Motion to Amend
Journal

§ 20.6 The motion to amend
the Journal may not be ad-
mitted after the previous
question is demanded on the
motion to approve.
On Sept. 13, 1965,(4) after the

Clerk concluded the reading of the
Journal, a motion was made that
the Journal be approved as read:

MR. [CARL] ALBERT [of Oklahoma]:
Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal

be approved as read; and on that I
move the previous question.

MR. [DURWARD G.] HALL [of Mis-
souri]: Mr. Speaker, I move that that
motion be laid on the table; and I offer
an amendment to the Journal.

THE SPEAKER: (5) The Chair will state
that the motion to lay on the table is
in order, but the amendment is not in
order.

Relation to Member Recog-
nized for Debate

§ 20.7 While the motion for the
previous question takes prec-
edence over the offering of
an amendment, a Member
recognized to debate an
amendment may not be
taken from the floor by the
motion for the previous ques-
tion.
On May 18, 1972,(6) the House

was considering H.R. 14718, to
provide public assistance to the
mass transit bus companies in the
District of Columbia. Speaker
Carl Albert, of Oklahoma, recog-
nized Mr. Thomas G. Abernethy,
of Mississippi:

MR. ABERNETHY: Mr. Speaker, I
move to strike the last word.

THE SPEAKER: The gentleman from
Mississippi is recognized for 5 minutes.
. . .

MR. [EARLE] CABELL [of Texas]: Mr.
Speaker, would a motion be in order to
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move the previous question on the
amendment at this time in order to
dispose of it?

THE SPEAKER: The Chair will state
to the gentleman that the gentleman
from Mississippi has been recognized.

MR. CABELL: Mr. Speaker, would a
motion to vote on the pending amend-
ment be in order, since the discussion
is not on the amendment?

THE SPEAKER: The Chair has control
of the House and the Chair has recog-
nized the gentleman from Mississippi
(Mr. Abernethy).(7)

Relation to Motion to Strike
Out Enacting Clause

§ 20.8 A motion for the pre-
vious question takes prece-
dence over a motion to strike
out the enacting clause.
On May 28, 1934,(8) the House

was considering H.R. 5043, the
District of Columbia taxicab in-
surance bill, and the following oc-
curred:

MR. [VINCENT L.] PALMISANO [of
Maryland]: Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous question on the bill and
amendment thereto to final passage.

MR. [WRIGHT] PATMAN [of Texas]:
Mr. Speaker, would a motion to strike
out the enacting clause now be in
order?

THE SPEAKER: (9) Such a motion is
not now in order.

MR. PATMAN: Mr. Speaker, is not a
motion to strike out the enacting
clause a privileged motion?

THE SPEAKER: It does not have pref-
erence over a motion for the previous
question.

MR. [THOMAS L.] BLANTON [of
Texas]: We can vote down the previous
question.

THE SPEAKER: The question is on or-
dering the previous question.

Relation to Motion to Adjourn

§ 20.9 The Speaker has refused
to recognize for a motion to
adjourn after the previous
question has been ordered
on a bill to final passage
under a special rule prohib-
iting any intervening motion
(see 4 Hinds’ Precedents
§§ 3211–3213).

§ 21. Debate

Debate on Motion for Previous
Question

§ 21.1 A motion for the pre-
vious question is not debat-
able.
On Sept. 13, 1965,(10) after the

Clerk finished reading the Journal
the following occurred:

THE SPEAKER: (11) The question is on
ordering the previous question.
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