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South Korea and may in fact put U.S. troops 
stationed in the area at risk. This resolution 
portrays the recent hostilities between the two 
Koreas as ‘‘an unprovoked military attack’’ by 
North Korea, which is untrue. We know that 
South Korea was conducting live fire military 
exercises in the vicinity of disputed territory 
and that this action, taken with U.S. military 
support and participation, likely led to the ex-
change of gunfire between the two sides. 

As the resolution states, the ‘‘USS George 
Washington Carrier Strike Group is conducting 
exercises with Republic of Korea naval forces 
in the waters west of the Korean Peninsula.’’ 
Let us for a moment imagine the Chinese mili-
tary holding joint exercises with Venezuela off 
the Texas coast. Might that be viewed as pro-
vocative by the United States? This is not to 
excuse or endorse the actions of the North 
Korean military, which are certainly regret-
table, but it is important to accurately portray 
the events. 

This resolution is long on inaccuracies and 
hyperbole but it avoids the real issue, which is 
why, more than fifty years after the end of the 
Korean war, the American taxpayer is still 
forced to pay for the U.S. military to defend a 
modern and wealthy South Korea. The contin-
ued presence of the U.S. military as a ‘‘trip-
wire’’ to deter North Korea is ineffective and 
dangerous. It is designed to deter renewed 
hostilities by placing American lives between 
the two factions. As we have seen recently, 
South Korean leaders, emboldened by the 
U.S. protection, seek to provoke North Korean 
reaction rather than to work for a way to finally 
end the conflict. The U.S. presence only 
serves to prolong the conflict, further drain our 
empty treasury, and place our military at risk. 
I encourage my colleagues to reject this jingo-
istic resolution and instead use our Constitu-
tionally-granted authority to finally end the 
U.S. military presence in and defense of South 
Korea. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to condemn North Korea’s 
unprovoked artillery attack against the Repub-
lic of Korea. We stand with our treaty ally dur-
ing this challenging time. 

The artillery attack against Yeonpyeong is 
part of a recent pattern of aggressive and vio-
lent behavior by the North. Earlier this year, a 
North Korean submarine attacked the South 
Korean ship Cheonan, killing 46 sailors. 

I commend the Administration for standing 
side by side with South Korea. South Korea is 
a strong trading partner and ally in the Asia- 
Pacific region. South Korea, and all countries 
around the world, must know that the U.S. 
stands with its friends. 

Our nation has been steadfast in our sup-
port of our Korean allies for over 60 years. We 
will not waver now. 

It is time for all nations interested in a stable 
and denuclearized Korean peninsula to de-
nounce the recent aggression by North Korea 
and work for continued peace and prosperity 
in the region. 

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I join in 
asking for an ‘‘aye’’ vote, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
BERMAN) that the House suspend the 

rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 1735. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR APPROVAL OF 
U.S.-AUSTRALIA NUCLEAR EN-
ERGY AGREEMENT 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 6411) to provide for the approval 
of the Agreement Between the Govern-
ment of the United States of America 
and the Government of Australia Con-
cerning Peaceful Uses of Nuclear En-
ergy. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 6411 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT BE-

TWEEN THE GOVERNMENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND 
THE GOVERNMENT OF AUSTRALIA 
CONCERNING PEACEFUL USES OF 
NUCLEAR ENERGY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the pro-
visions for congressional consideration of a 
proposed agreement for cooperation in sub-
section d. of section 123 of the Atomic En-
ergy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2153), the Agree-
ment Between the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government of 
Australia Concerning Peaceful Uses of Nu-
clear Energy, done at New York, May 4, 2010, 
may become effective on or after October 8, 
2010, as if all the requirements in such sec-
tion 123 for consideration of such agreement 
had been satisfied, subject to subsection (b) 
of this section. 

(b) APPLICABILITY OF ATOMIC ENERGY ACT 
OF 1954 AND OTHER PROVISIONS OF LAW.— 
Upon coming into effect, the agreement re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be subject to 
the provisions of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) and any other ap-
plicable United States law as if such agree-
ment had come into effect in accordance 
with the requirements of section 123 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. TANNER) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-

tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 6411 

approves the U.S.-Australia agreement 
for peaceful nuclear cooperation, which 
replaces the current U.S.-Australia 
agreement that expires in January. 

I know everyone here agrees that 
Australia is a close friend and valued 
ally to our country. Moreover, Aus-
tralia provides over 20 percent of the 
uranium used by U.S. domestic nuclear 
power reactors. While the United 
States does not need a framework 
agreement for peaceful nuclear co-
operation in force to purchase and re-
ceive uranium fuel supplies, Australian 
law does require such an agreement in 
order to export uranium. 

If a new agreement is not passed and 
does not come into effect this year, it 
will have to be resubmitted to the next 
Congress. Given the statutory require-
ment for 90 days of continuous session 
to elapse, it would likely be May before 
the new agreement could come into ef-
fect. 

If Australia is therefore forbidden by 
its own law to export uranium to the 
United States in the interim, it would 
stand to lose some $250 million in rev-
enue. But, more importantly, the bill 
would ensure that this new agreement 
comes into force and that we, the 
United States, can continue to pur-
chase what we require in this nuclear 
domestic power reaction field. 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

This companion bill to S. 3844 en-
sures that the proposed nuclear co-
operation agreement with Australia is 
approved before the existing agreement 
expires at the end of this calendar 
year. 

Since the Australia 123 agreement 
was submitted on May 5, changes to 
the announced House schedule created 
the possibility that Congress might 
possibly adjourn before the agreement 
met the Atomic Energy Act’s require-
ment of a review period of 90 days of 
continuous session. 

The direct result would have been a 
disruption of several months of our nu-
clear trade and cooperation with Aus-
tralia, which supplies the United 
States 25 percent of its uranium. But 
now it appears that the projected ex-
tension of the lame duck session will 
be sufficient to meet the 90-day re-
quirement. 

However, there are still several rea-
sons the House should still vote to pass 
this bill. The most important is the op-
portunity to express our strong support 
and admiration for our close ally, Aus-
tralia. For seven decades the United 
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States and Australia have developed 
ever closer ties, which have been re-
peatedly tested in both war and peace. 

Beginning in World War II and ex-
tending through Korea, Vietnam, Iraq, 
and now Afghanistan, the United 
States and Australian troops have 
fought side by side. In fact, Mr. Speak-
er, Australia has been a loyal ally in 
every major war since World War II 
that the United States has fought in. 

Without its bedrock support, the de-
fense of our interests in the East and 
South Asia would be greatly under-
mined. Reliable allies are rare in this 
world, and close friends are even rarer. 

This bill also is a recognition of Aus-
tralia’s exemplary record in preventing 
the proliferation of nuclear weapons 
worldwide. It has taken responsibility 
very seriously and cooperated closely 
with the United States on nonprolifera-
tion issues across the board, most re-
cently by joining with us to impose 
new and tougher sanctions on Iran. 

There is another and equally impor-
tant reason the House should vote for 
this bill: Namely, to demonstrate the 
contrast between this nuclear coopera-
tion agreement with Australia and 
that proposed for Russia, which is also 
before Congress and which also faces an 
expiration of the 90-day deadline. 

While Australia has been a reliable 
ally and a partner and honest with the 
United States, Russia has worked to 
undermine our interests around the 
world, from Iran to Europe and Ven-
ezuela to Syria. Moscow’s overt and 
covert assistance to Iran’s nuclear pro-
gram has been crucial to Tehran’s 
progress in developing a nuclear weap-
ons capabilities. 

It has built the Bushehr nuclear fa-
cility, which is scheduled to come on-
line in January, and the Russians have 
said they are ready to construct sev-
eral more. Russia has repeatedly acted 
to protect Iran from international 
pressure aimed at halting its nuclear 
weapons program. 

Its repeated threats to veto any sig-
nificant U.N. Security Council effort to 
impose sanctions on Iran have ensured 
that only weak measures have been 
adopted, which Tehran has laughed at 
and ignored. Russia has also signed nu-
clear cooperation agreements with the 
rogue regimes in Burma and Venezuela 
and continues to market its nuclear 
wares anywhere in the world to anyone 
that has a little money to spend. 

Given this record, an intelligent ob-
server might wonder why we are even 
considering nuclear cooperation with a 
country so determined to undermine 
our interests, that consistently does 
not tell the truth. Well, the answer is 
that this nuclear cooperation agree-
ment was offered to Russia first by the 
previous and then by the current ad-
ministration as one of a series of gifts 
in an effort to bribe Moscow into co-
operating on Iran. 

The strategy obviously has not 
worked, and the agreement certainly 

cannot be sold on its merits. Moscow 
sees this as a way to make money, but 
it is difficult to identify how the 
United States might benefit from the 
agreement. 

By voting for this bill, the House will 
reaffirm its strong support for the 
United States’ alliance with our friends 
and allies, the Australians. 

It will thereby demonstrate that we 
will support nuclear cooperation agree-
ments only with those countries which 
have earned our trust, which have not 
aided our enemies, and which have con-
sistently acted to prevent the spread of 
nuclear weapons. Russia meets none of 
these conditions, and we must not re-
ward it for its actions that, either 
recklessly or deliberately, have greatly 
undermined the security of the Amer-
ican people and that of the world as a 
whole. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TANNER. Do you have any more 
speakers? 

Mr. POE of Texas. We have no other 
speakers, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will address the Chair. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 6411, which would 
approve the cooperation agreement between 
the government of the United States and the 
government of Australia concerning the peace-
ful use of nuclear energy. This important legis-
lation will renew a long-standing agreement 
between one of our strongest allies and pro-
mote the safe trade of nuclear energy prod-
ucts. 

I thank Chairman BERMAN for his leadership 
in bringing this bill to the floor. I also thank the 
sponsor of this legislation, ILENA ROS- 
LEHTINEN, for her commitment to the safe, se-
cure trade and peaceful use of nuclear energy 
products. 

Mr. Speaker, the United States has had an 
ongoing civilian nuclear cooperation agree-
ment with Australia since 1957. Australia sells 
around 36 percent of its $1 billion in uranium 
exports to the United States. This accounts for 
13 percent of our uranium supplies. This co-
operation agreement also facilitates Australia’s 
sale of uranium to other countries that will use 
it with technology made in the United States. 

The civilian nuclear cooperation agreement 
with Australia is set to renew automatically 
upon the 90th day of continuous session since 
the President’s May 5 transmittal of the re-
newal agreement. However, it is nonetheless 
appropriate for us to come together to affirm 
this agreement with Australia, one of our clos-
est and most strategically important allies. 

The United States and Australia have a 
strong relationship rooted in our shared val-
ues, historical ties, and strategic outlook. Our 
militaries conduct joint military exercises and 
Australian troops are currently in Afghanistan 
fighting alongside U.S. service men and 
women. In addition, Australia has an excellent 
record on nuclear safety and has worked with 
the United States to fight nuclear proliferation. 
Australia’s efforts to reduce proliferation have 

made them one of the world’s leaders on glob-
al nuclear security and arms reduction. 

Mr. Speaker, for these reasons I urge my 
colleagues to join me in showing their support 
for this important agreement with Australia. 
This cooperation agreement is good for our re-
lationship with an old ally, good for our energy 
sector, and good for international nuclear se-
curity. 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
TANNER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6411. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

b 1910 

COMMENDING THE NATO SCHOOL 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 527) commending the 
NATO School for its critical support of 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
(NATO) efforts to promote global 
peace, stability, and security, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 527 

Whereas the NATO School in Oberam-
mergau, Germany is the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization’s (NATO) premier oper-
ational-level education and training facility 
and has administered courses to over 185,000 
officers, noncommissioned officers, and civil-
ians from NATO allied and partner nations 
since its inception in 1953; 

Whereas for 60 years, NATO has served as 
the bedrock of transatlantic security and de-
fense, successfully defending the territories 
of its North American and European member 
states from a range of external threats and 
promoting democratic values throughout 
North America, Europe, and Eurasia; 

Whereas since the fall of the Berlin Wall 
and the end of the Cold War, NATO has been 
adapting to address a range of new and 
emerging security challenges, including 
transnational terrorism, the proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction, the re-emer-
gence of regional and local conflicts, cyber 
attacks, piracy, and threats to global energy 
security; 

Whereas while NATO transforms to address 
the emerging security challenges of the 21st 
century, the NATO School functions as the 
Alliance’s primary vehicle to educate and 
train the men and women serving in NATO 
missions to successfully carry out the full 
spectrum of crisis management operations, 
from combat and peacekeeping to logistics 
support, humanitarian relief and governance 
enhancement, institution building, and civil 
security; 

Whereas the NATO School plays a crucial 
role in supporting NATO’s ongoing oper-
ations in Afghanistan, Iraq, Kosovo, the 
Mediterranean, and elsewhere, providing 
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