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I also have an announcement about 

September votes, which is a change in 
the calendar. There will be no votes on 
Tuesday, September 5. I anticipate 
that we will consider H.R. 503, to 
amend the Horse Protection Act to 
prohibit the shipping, transporting, 
moving, delivering, receiving, pos-
sessing, purchasing, selling or donation 
of horses and other equines to be 
slaughtered for human consumption. 
We expect that to be considered that 
first week we are back, and I just want-
ed Members to be aware of it. 

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, I 
was very pleased to hear that we are 
going to be dealing with the Horse Pro-
tection Act. I am sure that all of us are 
concerned about that. I say that seri-
ously. 

But can you tell me when we might 
be doing the Worker Protection Act, 
particularly those that are working at 
the lower end of the scale, the min-
imum wage act? 

Mr. BOEHNER. If the gentleman 
would yield. 

Mr. HOYER. I yield to my friend. 
Mr. BOEHNER. We are continuing to 

have conversations about that issue, 
but no decisions as of yet. If there is, I 
will make sure that everyone is noti-
fied. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman, 
and I meant that seriously on the 
Horse Protection Act. I am sure it is an 
important piece of legislation, but we 
are very concerned and continue to be 
concerned, many, many Members on 
your side of the aisle continue to be 
concerned, about the 9 years that have 
transpired since we adjusted the min-
imum wage, no cost of living attached 
to it, and we are very hopeful that the 
majority leader and your side of the 
aisle will see fit to bring that forward. 

We hope that you will bring it for-
ward in a fashion that will not dilute 
the attention and focus on the workers, 
and by that I say attaching it to a tax 
bill or some other piece of legislation. 
We would hope that that would be a 
clean vote on the floor, and we think 
the majority of this House are for it. 
We think it is a very, very important 
piece of legislation, and we ask you to 
very seriously consider bringing it up 
next week if possible, but as early in 
September as possible. 

September 29 has been put in the 
press as the target date at least. You 
mentioned one of the pieces of legisla-
tion that might be on in September. 
Can you tell me how definitive or defi-
nite a date that September 29 may be 
for the possible adjournment prior to 
the election? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. BOEHNER. It is very definite. 
Mr. HOYER. That is going to be the 

date? 
Mr. BOEHNER. We are gone Sep-

tember 29. We will be back on Novem-
ber 13. 

Mr. HOYER. November 13. There are 
all sorts of things I could say about 
post-election. 

Mr. BOEHNER. I am sure you could. 
Mr. HOYER. We will be happy when 

we get back here on the 13th. 
Mr. BOEHNER. And we will be happy, 

too. 
Mr. HOYER. To proceed with what-

ever legislation we decide ought to be 
considered, realizing we won’t be sworn 
in until January as the majority party. 

Mr. BOEHNER. What we call the 
lame duck session. 

Mr. HOYER. Yes, it will undoubtedly 
be a lame duck session, I tell the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. BOEHNER. The only question is 
who will be lame. 

Mr. HOYER. We could go on a long 
time on this. We probably ought to 
move along with the schedule because 
you and I have a different view as to 
who is going to be lame and who is 
going to be the duck and other issues 
of great importance to the American 
people. 

On the issues, the Labor-Health bill, 
obviously the minimum wage is one of 
the issues on that bill, but there are a 
lot of other issues on that bill as well. 
Do you have any expectation the 
Labor-Health bill will move either next 
week, I know it is not on the calendar, 
or in September? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. BOEHNER. I appreciate my col-

league for yielding. There are a number 
of issues related to that bill. I think it 
is doubtful that it will be up next 
week. I am hopeful that we will be able 
to consider it in September. 

Mr. HOYER. Moving on to the pen-
sion conference report, there have been 
some reports that there may have been 
some progress in the pension con-
ference, but I want to tell the leader 
again, very seriously, I read in one of 
the journals that the conference, or a 
group, had been meeting. There had 
been five Republicans and two Demo-
crats. 

I want to tell my friend, in all seri-
ousness, and I have asked you to en-
gage on this, not one Democrat from 
the House of Representatives has been 
engaged in these meetings. The two 
Democrats that are mentioned in that 
story are both Democratic United 
States Senators. They may be very fine 
United States Senators. This is a two- 
House, bicameral Congress. 

The gentleman made a representa-
tion to me, and I take him at his word, 
I believe he means it, that a conference 
is better or a discussion on where we 
are going on this pension bill, a criti-
cally important bill that has been 
pending now for almost half a year or 
longer, I suppose, the gentleman knows 
the exact date of that, and has not 
moved, and during that period of time, 
Democrats from the House of Rep-
resentatives have not been included in 
the pension conference. I have been, I 
think, pretty polite on my request to 
you, Mr. Leader, but this is not the 
process that we ought to be following. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. BOEHNER. I appreciate the gen-

tleman’s concerns, but I think the gen-
tleman from Maryland understands 
that I am not the chairman of the con-
ference. I don’t decide when we meet, 
who meets or what room we meet in. I 
have expressed the gentleman’s con-
cerns, and hopefully we will have all of 
the Members together very soon. 

Mr. HOYER. I hope that is the case, 
Mr. Leader, and again, I take you at 
your word. While you are not the chair-
man of the conference, you are the ma-
jority leader of the majority party in 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BOEHNER. If the gentleman 
would yield, the other body is chairing 
this conference, and the gentleman has 
been on a number of conferences over 
the years and understands this process, 
that the body who chairs the the con-
ference makes those decisions. 

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, 
one option, of course, is the Republican 
Members from the House of Represent-
atives that are participating in these 
meetings indicate to our Senate col-
leagues that they are not prepared to 
proceed unless there are Members of 
the minority party present in those 
meetings to discuss issues of critical 
importance to literally millions of peo-
ple in this country. 

Mr. BOEHNER. If the gentleman 
would yield, I will be happy to make 
that suggestion to Mr. MCKEON and Mr. 
THOMAS. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
f 

AUTHORIZING THE SPEAKER TO 
DECLARE A RECESS ON WEDNES-
DAY, JULY 26, 2006, FOR THE 
PURPOSE OF RECEIVING IN 
JOINT MEETING HIS EXCEL-
LENCY NOURI AL-MALIKI, PRIME 
MINISTER OF THE REPUBLIC OF 
IRAQ 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that it may in 
order at any time on Wednesday, July 
26, 2006, for the Speaker to declare a re-
cess, subject to the call of the Chair, 
for the purpose of receiving in joint 
meeting His Excellency Nouri Al- 
Maliki, Prime Minister of the Republic 
of Iraq. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
TERRY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JULY 
24, 2006 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 12:30 p.m. on Monday next for 
morning hour debate. 

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

There was no objection. 
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DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 

WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY NEXT 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the business 
in order under the Calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 
next. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

AMENDMENT PROCESS FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 5682, 
UNITED STATES AND INDIA NU-
CLEAR COOPERATION PRO-
MOTION ACT OF 2006 

Mr. COLE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, 
the Committee on Rules may meet the 
week of July 24 to grant a rule which 
could limit the amendment process for 
floor consideration of H.R. 5682, the 
United States and India Nuclear Co-
operation Promotion Act of 2006. 

Any Member wishing to offer an 
amendment should submit 55 copies of 
the amendment and one copy of a brief 
explanation of the amendment to the 
Rules Committee in room H–312 of the 
Capitol by 10 a.m. on Tuesday, July 25. 
Members should draft their amend-
ments to the bill as ordered reported 
by the Committee on International Re-
lations, which was ordered reported on 
June 27, 2006, and is expected to be filed 
tomorrow, Friday, July 21. 

Members should use the Office of 
Legislative Counsel to ensure that 
their amendments are drafted in the 
most appropriate format and should 
check with the Office of the Parliamen-
tarian to be certain their amendments 
comply with the rules of the House. 

f 

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON 
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS TO 
HAVE UNTIL MIDNIGHT, JULY 21, 
2006, TO FILE REPORT ON H.R. 
5682, UNITED STATES AND INDIA 
NUCLEAR COOPERATION PRO-
MOTION ACT OF 2006 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent the Committee on 
International Relations may have until 
midnight, July 21 to file a report on 
H.R. 5682, the United States and India 
Nuclear Cooperation Promotion Act of 
2006. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES 
ON H.R. 2830, PENSION PROTEC-
TION ACT OF 2005 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to in-
struct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. George Miller of California moves that 

the managers on the part of the House at the 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the Senate amendment to the 
bill H.R. 2830 be instructed— 

(1) to agree to the provisions contained in 
subsections (a) through (d) of section 601 of 
the Senate amendment (relating to prospec-
tive application of age discrimination, con-
version, and present value assumption rules 
with respect to cash balance and other hy-
brid defined benefit plans) and not to agree 
with the provisions contained in title VII of 
the bill as passed the House (relating to ben-
efit accrual standards); and 

(2) to agree to the provisions contained in 
section 413 of the Senate amendment (relat-
ing to computation of guaranteed benefits of 
airline pilots required to separate from serv-
ice prior to attaining age 65), but only with 
respect to plan terminations occurring on or 
after September 11, 2001. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
(during the reading). Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the mo-
tion to instruct be considered as read 
and printed in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER) and the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. KLINE) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, as we just heard in the 
colloquy between the majority leader 
and the minority whip, there is expec-
tation that a conference committee 
may conclude on the pension reform 
bill, and that is why I rise today be-
cause that bill may, in fact, be coming 
to the floor of the House of Representa-
tives and to the Senate within the next 
week. 

b 1515 

I rise to urge my colleagues to vote 
again to send a message to the con-
ferees that they should not conclude 
this report until they provide for the 
protection of older workers who are 
facing the conversions to cash balance 
plans. That means older workers who 
the companies are now putting on no-
tice that they will change their bene-
fits, they will no longer realize what 
they had long anticipated, the benefits 
of a defined benefit plan, that they will 
now get a substitute plan for their cur-
rent pension plan, what is called a cash 
balance plan. 

Despite overwhelming votes in sup-
port of protecting older workers’ pen-
sions in the House and in the Senate, 
the Republican leadership plans to 
thumb its nose at older workers and 
exclude the vital transition protection. 
That means that many workers will 
lose hundreds of dollars a month in ex-

pected retirement benefits. Many of 
these workers will be in excess of 50 
years of age, and it is highly unlikely 
they will be able to recover the loss of 
their retirement benefits, retirement 
benefits they have been counting on for 
many years, retirement benefits they 
have been counting on in exchange for 
their labor, that they signed a contract 
in exchange for their labor with their 
employers; and today, the Congress is 
getting ready to tell them we are 
sorry, we are not going to make the 
employers live up to their agreements, 
and we are not even going to provide a 
transition to you to soften the eco-
nomic blow. 

If this is permitted to happen, it is 
shameful and it is an abuse of power by 
the Republican leadership, arrogantly 
defying the clear wishes of Members of 
both the House and the Senate on be-
half of very special interests that do 
not happen to be the workers of this 
country. 

The conference language draft by the 
Republican conferees is a pension Tro-
jan horse and allows companies to le-
gally renege on their promises to work-
ers who played by the rules, who were 
told that they could accrue benefits to 
retire, especially those who spent dec-
ades at the company. 

Here is what AARP CEO William 
Novelli says about this backroom Re-
publican deal for older workers. 
‘‘AARP is deeply troubled that mem-
bers of the pension conference com-
mittee may be considering adopting 
language from the House bill that 
would severely undercut pension pro-
tections against age discrimination 
currently provided older workers under 
the Age Discrimination in Employment 
Act. We cannot support legislation 
that would undermine the age discrimi-
nation laws and permit the reduction 
of pension benefits for older workers, 
thus discouraging older workers from 
continuing to participate in the work-
force. Our members, and older workers 
in general, care a great deal about 
these issues, and we will be informing 
them of the outcome of this action.’’ 

The Senate passed its pension bill 
with these protections 97–2. And the 
House voted on these measures over-
whelmingly in a motion to instruct 
earlier. 

It also not only cuts cash balance, 
but it cuts the protections to the pi-
lots. Pilots who are required under 
Federal law to retire at age 60 now 
take a double hit with their pensions 
going into the PBGC. Because they re-
tired early, not that they wanted to re-
tire, they are required under Federal 
law to retire early, but because they 
retired early, they take an additional 
hit on their pension, and this affects 
many, many airline pilots and is an un-
fair treatment to these individuals. 

Again, the House and the Senate 
have voted twice to protect older work-
ers in cash balance conversions. The 
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