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under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
cerned determines to be appropriate.
“SEC. 304. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The authority to ini-
tiate projects under this title terminates on
September 30, 2011.

““(b) AVAILABILITY.—Any county funds not
obligated by September 30, 2012, shall be re-
turned to the Treasury of the United States.

“TITLE IV—MISCELLANEOUS
PROVISIONS
“SEC. 401. REGULATIONS.

““The Secretary of Agriculture and the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall issue regulations
to carry out the purposes of this Act.

“SEC. 402. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

‘“There are authorized to be appropriated
such sums as are necessary to carry out this
Act for each of fiscal years 2008 through 2011.
“SEC. 403. TREATMENT OF FUNDS AND REVE-

NUES.

‘(a) RELATION TO OTHER APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds made available under section 402 and
funds made available to a Secretary con-
cerned under section 206 shall be in addition
to any other annual appropriations for the
Forest Service and the Bureau of Land Man-

agement.
‘“(b) DEPOSIT OF REVENUES AND OTHER
FuNDs.—All revenues generated from

projects pursuant to title II, including any
interest accrued from the revenues, shall be
deposited in the Treasury of the United
States.”.

(b) FOREST RECEIPT PAYMENTS TO ELIGIBLE
STATES AND COUNTIES.—

(1) ACT OF MAY 23, 1908.—The sixth para-
graph under the heading “FOREST SERV-
ICE” in the Act of May 23, 1908 (16 U.S.C. 500)
is amended in the first sentence by striking
‘“twenty-five percentum’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘shall be paid” and inserting
the following: ‘‘an amount equal to the an-
nual average of 25 percent of all amounts re-
ceived for the applicable fiscal year and each
of the preceding 6 fiscal years from each na-
tional forest shall be paid”’.

(2) WEEKS LAW.—Section 13 of the Act of
March 1, 1911 (commonly known as the
“Weeks Law’’) (16 U.S.C. 500) is amended in
the first sentence by striking ‘‘twenty-five
percentum” and all that follows through
‘‘shall be paid” and inserting the following:
“‘an amount equal to the annual average of
25 percent of all amounts received for the ap-
plicable fiscal year and each of the preceding
6 fiscal years from each national forest shall
be paid’’.

(c) PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF TAXES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 6906 of title 31,
United States Code, is amended to read as
follows:

“§6906. Funding

“For each of fiscal years 2008 through
2012—

‘(1) each county or other eligible unit of
local government shall be entitled to pay-
ment under this chapter; and

“(2) sums shall be made available to the
Secretary of the Interior for obligation or
expenditure in accordance with this chap-
ter.”.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for chapter 69 of title 31, United
States Code, is amended by striking the item
relating to section 6906 and inserting the fol-
lowing:
¢6906. Funding.”’.

(3) BUDGET SCOREKEEPING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the
Budget Scorekeeping Guidelines and the ac-
companying list of programs and accounts
set forth in the joint explanatory statement
of the committee of conference accom-
panying Conference Report 105-217, the sec-
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tion in this title regarding Payments in Lieu
of Taxes shall be treated in the baseline for
purposes of section 257 of the Balanced Budg-
et and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985
(as in effect prior to September 30, 2002), and
by the Chairmen of the House and Senate
Budget Committees, as appropriate, for pur-
poses of budget enforcement in the House
and Senate, and under the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974 as if Payment in Lieu of
Taxes (14-1114-0-1-806) were an account des-
ignated as Appropriated Entitlements and
Mandatories for Fiscal Year 1997 in the joint
explanatory statement of the committee of
conference accompanying Conference Report
105-217.

(B) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This paragraph shall
remain in effect for the fiscal years to which
the entitlement in section 6906 of title 31,
United States Code (as amended by para-
graph (1)), applies.

(The information contained herein was
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.)

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Democratic majority agenda and
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives, (VI, 308-311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘“‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

Because the vote today may look bad for
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution [and] has no
substantive legislative or policy implica-
tions whatsoever.”” But that is not what they
have always said. Listen to the definition of
the previous question used in the Floor Pro-
cedures Manual published by the Rules Com-
mittee in the 109th Congress, (page 56).
Here’s how the Rules Committee described
the rule using information from Congres-
sional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Congressional
Dictionary’’: “If the previous question is de-
feated, control of debate shifts to the leading
opposition member (usually the minority
Floor Manager) who then manages an hour
of debate and may offer a germane amend-
ment to the pending business.”

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of
Representatives, the subchapter titled
‘““Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
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on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: Upon rejec-
tion of the motion for the previous question
on a resolution reported from the Committee
on Rules, control shifts to the Member lead-
ing the opposition to the previous question,
who may offer a proper amendment or mo-
tion and who controls the time for debate
thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. ARCURI. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

on

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would announce that the Chair’s
earlier announcement regarding roll-
call number 641 was mistaken.

Thus, the correct number of ‘“‘aye”
votes is 414.

————

MAKE AMERICA’S R&D TAX
CREDIT PERMANENT

(Mr. SALI asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SALI. Madam Speaker, it has
come to my attention that France,
long regarded as a bastion of protec-
tionism, actually features some of the
world’s most inviting research and de-
velopment tax credits. These credits
are open to any company, whether they
are American or French, and cover half
of research costs up to 100 million
euros.

It is a sad state of affairs when Amer-
ican companies can’t budget for long-
term research costs because Congress
has failed to make the R&D tax credit
permanent, yet France offers impres-
sive tax credits across the Atlantic to
do the same work.

Let’s act now to make America’s
R&D tax credit permanent here in the
United States so we will not lose our
cutting edge to the Old World.

————
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes
each.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-13T16:34:13-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




