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8 2. Discharging Par-

ticular Committees

Committee on Agriculture

§2.1 The House has agreed to
a motion to discharge the
Committee on Agriculture
from further consideration of
a bill.

On Apr. 26, 1948,29 Mr. L.
Mendel Rivers, of South Carolina,
called up, pursuant to Rule XXVII
clause 4, the motion to discharge
the Committee on Agriculture
from further consideration of a
bill 2D repealing the tax on oleo-
margarine. Debate on the motion
ensued, at the conclusion of
which, the motion was agreed to—
yeas 235, nays 121.

Committee on Banking and
Currency

§ 2.2 The House has agreed to
a motion to discharge the
Committee on Banking and
Currency from further con-
sideration of a bill.

On Dec. 13, 1943,(22 Mr. Wesley
E. Disney, of Oklahoma, called up,

20. 94 Cone. Rec. 4835-41, 80th Cong.
2d Sess. See 94 ConG. Rec. 4078,
80th Cong. 2d Sess., Apr. 2, 1948,
where the motion to discharge the
Committee on Agriculture received
the requisite number of signatures.

21. H.R. 2245,

22. 89 ConG. Rec. 10605, 10607, 10608,
78th Cong. 1st Sess.
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pursuant to Rule XXVII clause 4,
a motion to discharge the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency
from further consideration of a
bill 23 transferring certain price
administration functions with re-
spect to petroleum and petroleum
products to the Petroleum Admin-
istrator for War. Following debate,
the motion was agreed to—yeas
247, nays 71, not voting 111.

Committee on the Judiciary

8 2.3 The House has agreed to
a motion to discharge the
Committee on the Judiciary
from further consideration of
a joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Con-
stitution.

On Nov. 8, 1971, Mr.
Chalmers P. Wylie, of Ohio, called
up, pursuant to Rule XXVII clause
4, a motion to discharge the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary from fur-
ther consideration of a House joint
resolution (25 proposing an amend-

23. H.R. 2887.

24. 117 ConG. REc. 39885-89, 92d Cong.
1st Sess. For a further example, see
116 CoNG. Rec. 27999, 28004, 91st
Cong. 2d Sess., Aug. 10, 1970, where
the Committee on the Judiciary was
discharged from further consider-
ation of H.J. Res. 264, proposing an
amendment to the Constitution rel-
ative to equal rights for men and
women.

25. H.J. Res. 191.

3216



DISCHARGING MATTERS FROM COMMITTEES

ment to the U.S. Constitution rel-
ative to the offering of prayer in
public buildings. Following some
debate, the motion was agreed to-
yeas 242, nays 156, not voting 33.

Committee on Rules

§ 2.4 On several occasions, the
House has agreed to a mo-
tion to discharge the Com-
mittee on Rules from further
consideration of a resolution
making in order consider-
ation of a bill.

On Sept. 27, 1965,(2% Mr. Abra-
ham J. Multer, of New York,

26. 111 ConNG. Rec. 25180-85, 89th
Cong. 1st. Sess. See also 111 ConNG.
Rec. 22900, 89th Cong. 1st Sess.,
Sept. 3, 1965, where the motion to
discharge the Committee on Rules
received the requisite number of sig-
natures. For additional examples see
106 ConG. Rec. 12691, 12720, 86th
Cong. 2d Sess., June 15, 1960, where
the Committee on Rules was dis-
charged from further consideration
of a resolution, H. Res. 537, pro-
viding for the consideration of the
bill H.R. 9883, adjusting rates of
compensation for officers and em-
ployees of the federal government,
and 103 ConNG. Rec. 12332, 12334,
12335, 85th Cong. 1st Sess., July 22,
1957, where the Committee on Rules
was discharged from further consid-
eration of a resolution, H. Res. 249,
providing for the consideration of the
bill, H.R. 2474, increasing rates of
basic compensation of officers and
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called up, pursuant to Rule XXVII
clause 4, a motion to discharge
the Committee on Rules from fur-
ther consideration of a resolu-
tion @D making in order a “home
rule” bill @28 pending before the
Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia. Following debate, the mo-
tion was agreed to—yeas 213,
nays 183, not voting 36.

8 2.5 The House refused to dis-
charge the Committee on
Rules from further consider-
ation of a resolution making
in order consideration of a
House joint resolution.

On Jan. 10, 1938,(29 Mr. Louis
Ludlow, of Indiana, called up, pur-
suant to Rule XXVII clause 4, a
motion to discharge the Com-
mittee on Rules from further con-
sideration of a resolution® mak-
ing in order consideration of a
House joint resolution @ proposing
an amendment to the U.S. Con-
stitution requiring a referendum
on war. After debate on the mo-
tion to discharge, the motion was
rejected—yeas 188, nays 209.

§2.6 The Committee on Rules,
under Rule XXVII clause 4,

employees in the field service of the
Post Office Department.
27. H. Res. 515.
28. H.R. 4644,
29. 83 ConeG. REc. 276-282, 75th Cong.
3d Sess.
1. H. Res. 165.
2. 2. HJ. Res. 199.
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may not be discharged from
the further consideration of
a resolution providing for
the appointment of a com-
mittee to investigate.

On Apr. 23, 1934, Speaker
Henry T. Rainey, of Illinois, re-
sponded to a parliamentary in-
quiry relating to the applicability
of the discharge rule to certain
types of resolutions, described
below, under consideration in the
Committee on Rules. Finding that
the language of the discharge
rule,® which was specific in na-
ture, did not expressly permit mo-
tions to discharge the Committee
on Rules from consideration of the
kind of resolution in gquestion, the
Speaker indicated such a motion
would not be in order. The pro-
ceedings were as follows:

MR. [Oscar] De PriesT [of Illinois]:

. . On the 24th day of January I filed
a resolution in the House. At the expi-
ration of 30 legislative days | prepared
a petition to discharge the committee,
and laid it on the desk. | subsequently
received the necessary 145 signatures
on the 23d day of March. After that
the Committee on Rules reported the
bill out favorably, and I am glad they
did. Under the ruling of the Chair
today, if my interpretation is correct, it
is impossible to call up this resolution
on the Discharge Calendar? . . .

3. 78 ConG. Rec. 7161-63, 73d Cong.
2d Sess.

4, See Rule XXVII clause 4, House
Rules and Manual §908 (1979).
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MR. [JoHN J.] O'CoNNOR [of New
York]: . . . The gentlemen from Illinois
[Mr. De Priest] introduced a resolution
which was referred to the Rules Com-
mittee. It could not have been first re-
ferred to any other committee, because
that resolution provided for the setting
up of a special committee to inves-
tigate a certain alleged situation in
connection with the conduct of the
House restaurant. While his resolution
was pending in the Rules Committee,
the gentleman filed a petition to dis-
charge that committee, and obtained
the necessary 145 signatures. There-
after the Rules Committee favorably
reported the resolution to the
House. . . .

Under the rules the Rules Com-
mittee can only be discharged from
consideration of either a “special order
of business or a special rule for the
consideration of any public bill or reso-
lution reported by a committee.” The
gentleman’s resolution was a mere
“House resolution”, which he could not
have brought up on a “discharge
day”. . ..

THE SPEAKER: The Chair is ready to
answer the parliamentary inquiry sub-
mitted by the gentleman from lllinois.

The resolution introduced by the
gentleman from Illinois reads:

That a committee of five Members
of the House be appointed by the
Speaker to investigate by what au-
thority the Committee on Accounts
controls and manages the conduct of
the House restaurant and by what
authority said committee or any
members thereof issued and enforced
rules or instructions whereby any
citizen of the United States is dis-
criminated against on account of
race, color, or creed in said House
restaurant—
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And so forth. The discharge rule we
are considering this morning provides
very specifically, as follows:

Under this rule it shall also be in
order for a Member to file a motion
to discharge the Committee on Rules
from further consideration of any
resolution providing either a special
order of business, or a special rule
for the consideration of any public
bill or resolution favorably reported
by a standing committee, or a special
rule for the consideration of a public
bill or resolution which has re-
mained in a standing committee 30
or more days without action.

The gentleman’s resolution which
the Chair has just read does not pro-
vide for a special order of business or
a special rule for the consideration of
any public bill or resolution favorably
reported by a standing committee or a
special rule for the consideration of a
public bill or resolution, which has re-
mained in a standing committee 30 or
more days without action, and, there-
fore, a motion to discharge the Com-
mittee on Rules will not lie, in the
judgment of the Chair, under the dis-
charge rule.

Committee on Ways and Means

8 2.7 The House has agreed to
a motion to discharge the
Committee on Ways and
Means from further consider-
ation of a bill.

On Jan. 13, 1936,® Mr. Wright
Patman, of Texas, moved, pursu-
ant to Rule XXVII clause 4, to dis-

5. 80 CoNaG. REc. 336, 337, 74th Cong.
2d Sess.
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charge the Committee on Ways
and Means from the further con-
sideration of a bill ® providing for
the immediate payment to vet-
erans of the face value of their ad-
justed service certificates and for
controlled expansions of the cur-
rency. Following some debate, the
motion was agreed to—yeas 228,
nays 100.

8 3. Calling Up Motion; De-
bate

Pursuant to the provisions of
the rule,(™ a motion to discharge
which has been on the calendar at
least seven days® may be called
up by a signatory thereof(® for
consideration on the second and
fourth Mondays of each month (20
except during the last six days of
any session of Congress.D) Of
course, the House may by unani-
mous consent make the consider-
ation of such motions in order on
another day.(1?

A motion not called up on the
first eligible Monday is in order

6. HR. 1.
7. Rule XXVII clause 4, House Rules
and Manual §908 (1979).
8. See §3.1, infra.
9. See §3.6, infra.
10. See §3.2, infra.
11. See §3.3, infra.
12. See §3.5, infra.
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