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The conference agreement before us
is an important step toward implementing the nuclear agreement with
India, but we should understand that it
is not the final step. This legislation
sets the rules for subsequent Congressional consideration of a so-called 123
agreement between the United States
and India. A 123 agreement is the term
for an agreement for civil nuclear cooperation arranged pursuant to the
conditions outlined in section 123 of
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954.
I am pleased to note that the conference agreement does not restrict nor
does it predetermine congressional action on the forthcoming 123 agreement.
Unlike the administration’s original
legislative proposal, this bill preserves
congressional prerogatives with regard
to consideration of a future 123 agreement. Under the administration’s
original proposal, the 123 agreement
would have entered into force 90 days
after submission unless both Houses of
Congress voted against it and with majorities that could overcome a likely
Presidential veto. I am pleased the administration changed course on this
matter and agreed to submit the 123
agreement with India to Congress
under existing procedures in the Atomic Energy Act. This means that both
the House and the Senate must cast a
positive vote of support before the 123
agreement can enter into force. In my
view, this better protects Congress’s
role in the process and ensures congressional views will be taken into consideration. In addition, it does not limit
our actions to a single ‘‘no’’ vote,
which could have severe consequences
for United States-India relations. It
would be particularly risky if that
were the only course available to Congress, no matter what its concerns may
be.
Title II of this conference agreement
contains legislation on the U.S. Additional Protocol to its safeguards agreement with the International Atomic
Energy Agency AEA. President Bush
called on the Senate to ratify this important agreement on February 11,
2004, and the Senate did so on March 31,
2004. This conference agreement contains important implementing provisions for our Additional Protocol that
the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations has been working on for more
than 2 years. This legislative measure
is critical because our Additional Protocol is not a self-executing agreement,
and passage of implementing legislation completes Congressional action
and permits the agreement to come
into force. Our action today will allow
the President to complete U.S. ratification and make this Nation a party to
this important IAEA safeguards measure. U.S. ratification and implementation of the Additional Protocol will
give Secretary Rice and our representative to the IAEA in Vienna, Austria,
an important diplomatic tool in the
battle against proliferation as we
maintain our longstanding leadership
and support for the IAEA safeguards
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system. Our Additional Protocol is one
part of that support, just like our annual voluntary contributions to the
IAEA, and they involve significant congressional oversight and involvement.
Approval of this legislation today is
good news because it shows that Congress supports the critical nonproliferation work of the IAEA.
I thank Senator BIDEN for his close
cooperation on developing this conference agreement. I thank our House
colleagues, Chairman HYDE and Ranking Member LANTOS, for their close cooperation and hard work. Together, we
have constructed a law that allows the
United States to seize an important
strategic opportunity while ensuring a
strong congressional oversight role, reinforcing U.S. nonproliferation efforts
and maintaining our responsibilities
under the NPT. I also want to thank all
members of the Foreign Relations
Committee for their support.
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, the Senate
is set to give rubberstamp approval to
legislation that would waive the most
important parts of our nuclear nonproliferation laws, but only with respect to India. This so-called U.S.-India
nuclear cooperation agreement is a
mistake, and our Nation’s efforts to
draw a line in the sand against further
proliferation of nuclear materials and
technology may suffer as a result.
This agreement signals the willingness of the United States to look the
other way when it comes to compliance
with the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty. At a time when nuclear weapons programs in North Korea and Iran
are front-page news, the United States
should not be giving its blessing to any
nuclear weapons program that is not in
one hundred percent compliance with
all nonproliferation treaties. It is especially galling that the only thing the
United States appears to be getting
from this agreement is a vague assurance of improved relations. That just
does not sounds like a good deal to me.
India is a strategically important
country, and the influence of the
world’s most populous democracy is expected to increase in the coming years.
Closer relations between the United
States and India is a worthy goal. However, the nuclear cooperation agreement before the Senate is a bad deal
for the United States, and I will not
support it.
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PROVIDING FOR THE SINE DIE ADJOURNMENT OF THE SECOND
SESSION OF THE ONE HUNDRED
NINTH CONGRESS
Mr. FRIST. I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate proceed to the immediate consideration of H. Con. Res. 503,
which was received from the House.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the concurrent resolution by title.
The legislative clerk read as follows:
A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 503)
providing for the sine die adjournment of the
second session of the One Hundred Ninth
Congress.
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There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the concurrent
resolution.
Mr. FRIST. I ask unanimous consent
that the resolution be agreed to, the
motion to reconsider be laid upon the
table, and any statements be printed in
the RECORD.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
The concurrent resolution (H. Con.
Res. 503) was agreed to, as follows:
H. CON. RES. 503
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That when the House adjourns on the legislative day of Friday, December 8, 2006, or Saturday, December 9, 2006,
on a motion offered pursuant to this concurrent resolution by its Majority Leader or his
designee, it stand adjourned sine die, or until
the time of any reassembly pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent resolution; and that
when the Senate adjourns on any day from
Friday, December 8, 2006, through Wednesday, December 13, 2006, on a motion offered
pursuant to this concurrent resolution by its
Majority Leader or his designee, it stand adjourned sine die, or until the time of any reassembly pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent resolution.
SEC. 2. The Speaker of the House and the
Majority Leader of the Senate, or their respective designees, acting jointly after consultation with the Minority Leader of the
House and the Minority Leader of the Senate, shall notify the Members of the House
and the Senate, respectively, to reassemble
at such place and time as they may designate if, in their opinion, the public interest
shall warrant it.

Mr. FRIST. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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URGING AGREEMENT FOR
PEACEKEEPING FORCE
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consideration of S. 631, submitted earlier today.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.
The legislative clerk read as follows:
A resolution (S. Res. 631) urging the Government of Sudan and the international
community to implement the agreement for
a peacekeeping force under the command
and control of the United Nations in Darfur.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, along
with Senator BROWNBACK, Senator
KENNEDY, and others, I rise today in
support of a bipartisan resolution on
the crisis in Darfur, Sudan, and the urgent need to get a robust peacekeeping
force on the ground there as soon as
possible.
This Congress will adjourn in the
next several hours or several days, but
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