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Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, my friend and
colleague from California, Chairman BERMAN,
has work tirelessly over the last year to make
this deal better. He has been a great cham-
pion of nonproliferation in this House, and he
has led many efforts to prod and question the
Bush administration on the negotiations with
India—pressing for a deal that would enhance
our relationship with the world’s largest de-
mocracy while protecting the global non-
proliferation regime and our interests around
world. Unfortunately, the administration re-
sisted many of his efforts, and those of others,
and | am forced to oppose the final package.

| believe that our relationship with India is
one of our most important. Our interests are
inextricably linked, and our economies draw
ever closer. In the past, that relationship has
been strained by the issue of nuclear prolifera-
tion—India never signed the Nuclear Non-
proliferation Treaty, and continues to build nu-
clear weapons. The agreement we vote on
today began as a valiant attempt to bring India
into the nuclear mainstream, while binding our
business communities closer together. Unfor-
tunately, it has ended with an agreement that
falls short of either goal: the safeguards are
not strong enough, the incentive for other na-
tions to proliferate is too great, and while
opening India’s nuclear market to the world, it
places American companies at a competitive
disadvantage compared to French and Rus-
sian firms.

Even worse, the “deal” is not really a deal
at all. The Indian government and the Admin-
istration have been issuing contradictory state-
ments about it for the past year. This is not a
problem of each side interpreting the treaty
differently—the two sides have apparently
signed two different treaties. The next time
India has a new government, which could be
as early as this winter, it may withdraw from
the agreement, and the net result of all of this
negotiation will be to allow foreign companies
to sell nuclear technology to India. No non-
proliferation goals would be accomplished, no
new business would be generated for Amer-
ican companies, and no new relationship with
India would be achieved.

So, | have a few questions for the adminis-
tration, which have not been answered, and |
think they’re important questions to consider
as we vote on this proposal.

When the administration realized that the In-
dians would not accept a deal that punished
them if they decided to test a nuclear weapon,
a requirement of the Hyde Act, why did they
continue to negotiate?

When it became clear that the real winners
in this deal were the Russians and other nu-
clear powers that indiscriminately and irre-
sponsibly sell nuclear technology around the
world, why didn’t we pull out?

When the administration realized that this
deal might undermine the Nuclear Non-
proliferation Treaty, a treaty that has suc-
ceeded in dramatically limiting the number of
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nuclear nations, why did they not take steps to
strengthen other nonproliferation efforts?

When it became clear that we couldn’t get
the assurances we needed to stem prolifera-
tion, why didn’t we shift gears and produce a
deal in renewable energy, information tech-
nology, or another area that would bring actual
benefits to the American economy without
harming our national security?

Some proponents of the deal have said that
it brings India into the nonproliferation main-
stream. But in fact, India remains free to test
nuclear weapons, has not agreed to abide by
the Nonproliferation Treaty, has not signed the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, and will only
allow international inspectors access to a few
of their civilian power plants. That is not the
mainstream.

India has become a vital partner in a world
that has grown dangerous and unpredictable.
But tragically, an agreement in any other field
would have brought us more, without seriously
weakening our efforts to prevent a nuclear
arms race in the Middle East and South Asia.

As a strong supporter of improving our rela-
tionship with India, but a firm advocate of non-
proliferation, | cannot support this agreement,
and | must urge my colleagues to oppose it as
well.

———
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Mr. THOMPSON of California. Madam
Speaker, | rise today along with my colleague,
Congresswoman LYNN WOOLSEY, to recognize
and honor Tim Smith, who is retiring after
serving for 20 years on the Sonoma County
Board of Supervisors. Upon his retirement,
Supervisor Smith will have earned the distinc-
tion of being the longest continuously serving
supervisor in the county’s history.

Supervisor Smith began his service to our
country as a Navy radioman in Vietham. When
he returned from Vietnam, he attended
Sonoma State University, where he graduated
with a B.A. in Political Science in 1976.

Shortly thereafter, he joined the staff of
State Assemblyman Doug Bosco and contin-
ued as his district director when the Assembly-
man was elected to the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives.

Supervisor Smith was elected to the Board
in 1988. As Supervisor, he provided con-
stituent services to 95,000 people in the Third
District. The Board also sets the policy direc-
tion for the $700 million annual budget and
3,500 county employees, works extensively
with the legislative delegation on legislative
and regulatory issues and serves on many re-
gional and local agencies, commissions and
boards.

Just a few of these agencies, commissions
and boards include the Sonoma County Agri-
cultural Preservation and Open Space District,
the National Association of Counties, the Cali-
fornia Association of Counties, the Association
of Bay Area Governments, the Sonoma Coun-
ty Community Development Commission and
the Bay Area Air Quality Management District.

In his spare time, he has been a volunteer,
advocate or fundraiser for many non-profit or-

September 29, 2008

ganizations, including the Volunteer Center,
United Way, Day of Caring, the Hate Free
Community Project, the Valley of the Moon
Children’s Home, the Heart Association and
the Sonoma County Climate Protection Cam-
paign.

Supervisor Smith intends to spend his well
earned leisure time traveling with his wife, Su-
zanne, enjoying his hobbies of golf and fly
fishing, and spending more time with his 3
children and 5 grandchildren.

Madam Speaker, Supervisor Smith leaves a
distinguished record of public service and a
lasting reputation as a problem solver who al-
ways had the best interests of the people of
Sonoma County in mind as he worked on their
behalf. We will miss our partnership with him
but know he will continue to be a strong advo-
cate for his community. It is appropriate that
we honor and acknowledge him today for his
lifetime of public service.

————
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Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, | proudly
pause to recognize Garrett Ellsworth Moore of
Kansas City, Missouri. Garrett is a very spe-
cial young man who has exemplified the finest
qualities of citizenship and leadership by tak-
ing an active part in the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica, Troop 1378, and earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout.

Garrett has been very active with his troop,
participating in many scout activities. Over the
many years Garrett has been involved with
scouting, he has not only earned numerous
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community.

Madam Speaker, | proudly ask you to join
me in commending Garrett Ellsworth Moore
for his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts
of America and for his efforts put forth in
achieving the highest distinction of Eagle
Scout.

———————
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Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, | rise
today along with my colleague, Congressman
MIKE THOMPSON to recognize and honor the
Nelson Family of Companies, which has been
selected as the Business of the Year by the
Sonoma Valley Chamber of Commerce.

The Nelson Family of Companies is an
independently owned group of businesses that
provide a wide variety of full-time and con-
tract-staffing services as well as software and
support services designed to facilitate work-
force management.

The first of the “Nelson Companies” opened
in 1970 in San Rafael. In 1989 a corporate of-
fice was established in Sonoma. The compa-
nies currently employ more than 300 people in
25 offices throughout northern California.
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