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Iran will turn around and use to fund attacks 
on our interests in the Middle East and be-
yond. 

We are providing our sworn enemy with the 
means to attack us, and all we get in ex-
change is a brief delay in their unending quest 
for a nuclear weapon. 

This terrible deal not only affords Iran legit-
imacy for a partial nuclear program at present, 
but allows them a full and unfettered program 
after 15 years. 

Mr. Speaker, under this deal, Iran will re-
ceive hundreds of billions of dollars in sanc-
tions relief and be allowed access to ad-
vanced weaponry and ballistic missiles it can 
use to threaten its neighbors and the United 
States. 

Iran will be free to use the weapons and 
money provided by this agreement to fuel its 
terrorist aspirations around the region, threat-
ening our ally Israel and further inflaming a re-
gion already in crisis. 

Under this deal, the world’s number one 
sponsor of terrorism will suddenly have access 
to enormous resources that it can distribute to 
its allies Hamas, Hezbollah and the Assad re-
gime in Syria. 

This is a completely unacceptable outcome 
for the United States, Israel, and our allies in 
the Middle East. 

Wagering the peace and security of the 
U.S., Israel and the world on the small chance 
that a hateful regime will suddenly see the 
error of its ways is not only wrong, it is dan-
gerous. 

Mr. Speaker, the truth is that, no matter how 
much the President may wish it to be so, 
Iran’s decades long record of terrorism, extre-
mism and hate will not suddenly change sim-
ply because this deal has been signed. 

Our allies are almost uniformly opposed to 
this deal. On my recent trip to Israel, I had the 
honor and privilege of meeting with Prime Min-
ister Benjamin Netanyahu for over two hours. 

We discussed the Iran deal at length, and I 
came away even more convinced that this 
deal is not only foolhardy, it is dangerous. 

Prime Minister Netanyahu explained to us 
how the Obama Administration has sold out 
our Israeli allies to strike a deal with a mur-
derous and untrustworthy Iranian regime. 

The President expects Congress to stand 
idly by and do nothing while he trades the se-
curity of the U.S. and its allies for a legacy- 
burnishing accomplishment. 

He expects us to sit on the sidelines while 
his Administration offers one concession after 
another to the Iranians, and agrees on a deal 
that would endanger the stability of the entire 
Middle East and jeopardize U.S. national se-
curity. 

But that will not happen. We will not stand 
idly by while the American people’s security is 
traded for some empty promises. 

A nuclear-armed Iran would start a new 
arms race in the Middle East and pose an in-
tolerable threat to the national security of the 
United States and our allies, especially Israel. 

Mr. Speaker, for the sake of our children, 
and our children’s children, we must face 
down this threat now before it is too late. 

I urge my colleagues to review this agree-
ment with an eye towards history, towards the 
past, present and future of a region critical to 
America’s national interests. 

Iran has a record of deception and hostility 
towards American interests, no amount of 
wishful thinking will change their core ten-
dencies. 

Congress must use this opportunity to stand 
up for what is right. 

The United States must not capitulate in the 
face of persistent evil. We must stand to-
gether, united against the threat of a nuclear 
Iran, in order to guarantee a free and peaceful 
tomorrow. 
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Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, over the last 
several weeks I have been carefully consid-
ering the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action 
(JCPOA), the agreement that is intended to 
prevent Iran from developing a nuclear weap-
on. There is no question that preventing Iran 
from ever developing a nuclear weapon is in 
the best interest of the United States, Israel 
and the Middle East, and the rest of the world. 
I favor diplomacy over military action when-
ever and wherever reasonably possible, and I 
strongly agree that an engaged and unified 
international community, led by the United 
States, is the best option to preserve peace by 
keeping close watch over a rogue state that 
seems to respond only when the world’s major 
powers speak in one voice. It is through this 
lens, and with these goals, that I approached 
my analysis of the JCPOA and the potential 
consequences of Congress accepting or re-
jecting the agreement. I will vote to support 
the agreement and advocate for vigorous 
oversight and enforcement. 

To reach this decision, I carefully read the 
agreement, reviewed classified intelligence 
materials, and participated in both classified 
and unclassified briefings. I have spoken with 
President Obama, and I’ve heard thorough ex-
planations from Secretary of State Kerry and 
Secretary of Energy Moniz. Knowledgeable 
critics of this agreement offered compelling ar-
guments, which I considered in my analysis. I 
asked questions of the Administration and 
other experts and evaluated their responses. I 
have discussed the agreement with people 
from Iran and Israel, and others with deep ties 
to both nations. Constituents have offered sig-
nificant input in letters, emails, phone calls, 
conversations, and at town hall meetings 
across Northwest Oregon. As I deliberated, I 
recalled my time visiting Israel, and always 
kept in mind my knowledge and understanding 
of how volatile the region is and what it’s like 
to live under constant threat. 

Reaching this decision was not easy. The 
consequences of this agreement will shape 
the future of the region and the world. The 
complexity of the agreement, and the ques-
tions it raises about the future that cannot be 
answered irrefutably, contributed to the fer-
vent, well-reasoned, and passionate opinions 
on all sides. Many people who I know and re-
spect deeply have reached a different conclu-
sion; I acknowledge their concerns but have 
concluded that rejecting the deal will not di-
minish the possibility that Iran will obtain a nu-
clear weapon. In my assessment, if Congress 
rejects the agreement, it could result in a high-
er likelihood of Iran developing a nuclear 
weapon while at the same time diminishing 
the global leadership of the United States. 

Implementing the JCPOA, on the other 
hand, will preserve the principal role of the 
United States in dealing with Iran in the future, 
and it is our best chance to stop Iran from ac-
quiring nuclear weapons. Right now, without 
the agreement, the ‘‘breakout time’’ for Iran to 
acquire fissile material for a nuclear weapon is 
a mere 2–3 months. Under the JCPOA, the 
breakout time for at least the next decade will 
be extended to a year, and there will be no 
sanctions relief until that breakout time has 
been extended and Iran has taken multiple re-
quired steps and completion of those steps 
has been verified. These steps include reduc-
ing Iran’s stockpile of enriched uranium by 97 
percent, removing the core of the heavy water 
reactor and filling it with concrete, and submit-
ting to ongoing inspections and continuous, 
unprecedented monitoring by the International 
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). Iran can only 
enrich uranium to 3.67 percent, a level far 
below the 90 percent range that is necessary 
to build a nuclear weapon. Sanctions ‘‘snap 
back’’ and can be reinstated if there is a viola-
tion. The JCPOA does not affect the existing 
U.S. bans on weapons sales, and, importantly, 
no option, including military force, is taken off 
the table. 

Like most negotiated agreements, however, 
the JCPOA is not perfect. Because of that, 
some suggest that we should reject the deal 
and bring the parties back to the table in an 
effort to make it better. But our negotiating 
partners agree that this is a deal worth pur-
suing, and I concur with many experts who 
say it would be a near impossibility to con-
vince all parties to return to the table. Even 
then, it is not at all clear that the outcome of 
future negotiations would be better than the 
current agreement. Others have argued that 
the agreement is likely to fail given Iran’s his-
tory of noncompliance. Yet throughout this 
process, no one has suggested that the Ira-
nian government can be trusted. This is not a 
deal built on trust, but rather on verification. 
The agreement puts in place a comprehensive 
inspection regime, some of which is perma-
nent, that will supplement the work of intel-
ligence agencies and provide confidence that 
Iran could not dash for a nuclear weapon with-
out being caught. 

Rather than reject the agreement, Congress 
should come together and commit to vigilance 
in holding Iran to every aspect of the JCPOA 
and to the Treaty on the Nonproliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons, which provides that Iran, as 
a signatory, is never allowed to develop a nu-
clear weapon. We should make clear—very 
clear—that anything short of strict compliance 
will result in the swift reimposition of sanc-
tions. Working together in Congress and with 
other world leaders will give us the best 
chance to make sure that Iran complies with 
its obligations and the best chance to prevent 
a nuclear-armed Iran. I support this bill. 

f 

APPROVAL OF JOINT 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF ACTION 

SPEECH OF 

HON. MARTHA ROBY 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, September 10, 2015 

Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, I’ve travelled 
throughout Alabama’s 2nd Congressional Dis-
trict the last few weeks and I’ve listened to the 
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concerns expressed by those I represent. I 
want to clearly state my views on the Presi-
dent’s proposed nuclear agreement with Iran. 

Many remain puzzled as to why we are ne-
gotiating in the first place with a regime that 
has a stated intent to destroy the United 
States and Israel. Remember that just days 
after this deal was reached, Iran’s Supreme 
Leader applauded and encouraged a large 
crowd gathered in Tehran as it chanted 
‘‘Death to America!’’ and ‘‘Death to Israel!’’ 
Also puzzling is, even if we are going to nego-
tiate, why be so unwilling to walk away when 
our stated objectives fall one after the other? 

I share my constituents’ frustration at a 
flawed, weak deal that seems to serve Iran’s 
interests at the expense of our own. 

How is that? First, inspections are not ‘‘any-
where, anytime’’ like negotiators originally said 
would be a deal-breaking must. In fact, at cer-
tain sites the Iranians could have up to 24 
days’ notice before inspectors are allowed in. 
That’s a joke. And, even then, Americans are 
prohibited from making unilateral inspections. 

Second, the ‘‘snap back’’ provisions the Ad-
ministration points to as accountability mecha-
nisms are weak by their own admission. Sec-
retary Kerry and President Obama have re-
peatedly said that our unilateral economic 
sanctions don’t work and put the United States 
at a disadvantage. Yet, the threat of those 
very sanctions ‘‘snapping back’’ into place is 
supposed to be the way we make sure Iran 
lives up to the agreement. They can’t have it 
both ways. If our sanctions aren’t strong 
enough on their own now, why would we rely 
on them as a way to hold Iran accountable in 
the future? 

Third, under this deal, as much as $150 bil-
lion would flow into Iran’s coffers. Let’s not kid 
ourselves to think that the world’s foremost 
state sponsor of terrorism won’t turn around 
and fund those who want to harm Americans 
and our allies. So, not only will we have paved 
the way for Iran to obtain a nuclear weapon 
and potentially initiated a nuclear arms race in 
the Middle East, but we will have strengthened 
the hand of this adversarial state while weak-
ening our own. 

I will continue to work with my colleagues to 
point out these weaknesses and make those 
supporting the deal explain why to the Amer-
ican people. 

One silver lining is that the agreement is 
subject for review in the next administration 
because this is an executive agreement and 
not a treaty. Let’s pray our next president 
doesn’t adhere to a foreign policy doctrine of 
‘‘leading from behind.’’ 
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Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of peace in the Middle East. Peace for 
our allies and friends in the region. Peace for 
the Iranian people. And sustainable peace for 
the United States. 

Throughout my 29 years of military service, 
I served during war and peace. Throughout 
the Cold War, we constantly trained to re-

spond to and combat the greatest nuclear 
threat the world has ever faced: the Soviet 
Union. I deployed to Germany on what was ef-
fectively the front line, within walking distance 
of this grave threat. Afterwards, I fought in 
Desert Storm, with the Iraqi chemical and bio-
logical arsenal a threat at any moment. Fi-
nally, I deployed several more times to Iraq 
during the most recent war, fighting for sta-
bility against Islamic terrorists bent on death, 
chaos, and destruction. 

In each of these experiences, I found the 
best and worst in humanity, and was always 
working towards lasting peace and stability. 

I now have the honor to serve in the United 
States Congress, where I seek to prevent en-
gagements in various regional conflicts, includ-
ing those in Libya and Syria. I seek to bring 
a more democratic process to deploying 
American personnel into combat, which was 
the intent of the original 1973 War Powers 
Act. I take these positions because I know that 
the best and most responsible means of pre-
venting conflict, or the exacerbation of conflict, 
is through strong diplomacy. 

Today, I continue to fight to keep the United 
States out of another war. I work to protect 
and keep safe our allies and friends through-
out the Middle East and the world. This is why 
I say no to an agreement that will only make 
us and our allies less safe in both the short 
and long term. The Iranian regime is the same 
regime that calls for death to America and 
Israel. This is the same regime engaged in de-
stabilization of Iraq, Afghanistan, Yemen, and 
elsewhere. This is the same regime that funds 
the Assad regime in Syria which has used 
Weapons of Mass Destruction, killing hun-
dreds of thousands of people. This is the 
same regime that funds terrorist organizations 
like Hezbollah, Hamas, and the Houthis. This 
is the same regime that directly funded, 
trained, and engaged in combat alongside rad-
ical Shiite militias that fought, injured, and 
killed American service men and women, in-
cluding those under my command. 

This deal not only allows, but in fact tacitly 
approves, Iranian access to modern conven-
tional arms within five years. Within eight 
years, it lifts the ban on access to ballistic mis-
sile technology. The deal also allows Iran to 
immediately access tens of billions of dollars 
through sanctions relief, ensuring the mod-
ernization of its depleted conventional military 
and support for its world-wide terror network. 
The deal seeks to eliminate the legislative 
sovereignty of the United States Congress, 
our states, and our municipalities when it 
comes to key aspects of our foreign policy. 
The deal does not permit anytime, anywhere 
inspections. The deal does not outline how in-
spections will take place. The deal does not 
stop nuclear research and development in 
Iran. The deal does not prohibit Iran from 
seeking and obtaining nuclear weapons either 
through cheating or after the expiration of the 
terms. 

I am afraid that this deal could hasten the 
pace to war, not end the threat of it. But this 
can be prevented. We can return to the nego-
tiating table and engage from a position of 
strength. We can do so through stronger diplo-
macy; a more credible and consistent military 
posturing that does not appear haphazard and 
reactive; we can enact stronger sanctions, if 
needed; and finally, we must be willing to stick 
to a true red line and say no to a bad deal. 
I plead with my colleagues in the United 

States Congress, as well as President Obama, 
Secretary Kerry, and others in this Administra-
tion: do not go ahead with this ill-fated and 
weak deal that hurts our national and inter-
national security. 
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Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, after 
careful study of public and classified informa-
tion, extensive discussions with people on 
both sides of the issue, and much thought and 
deliberation, I have concluded that supporting 
the Iran nuclear agreement is the best option 
we have at this time to prevent Iran from hav-
ing nuclear weapons. That is why I am sup-
porting H.R. 3461, the legislation approving 
the Iran agreement. 

While this agreement is not perfect, the deal 
provides unprecedented oversight and trans-
parency over Iran’s nuclear program that is 
not possible today. Furthermore, if the United 
States does not support the deal, I am con-
cerned it could potentially isolate us from our 
partners who have given all indications that 
they are not prepared to walk away from this 
agreement. 

We know Iran cannot be trusted. Therefore, 
if this deal is approved, there is no question 
we must be vigilant to make sure Iran does 
not violate the terms of the agreement. If there 
are any indications Iran is violating the deal, 
immediate action must be taken. We must 
never allow Iran to move towards having a nu-
clear weapon, and we must never give up 
working with Israel and our other allies until 
we achieve peace and stability in the Middle 
East. 
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Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, today I stand in 
proud support of the international agreement 
reached by the P5+1 nations (France, Ger-
many, the United Kingdom, Russia, China, 
and the United States) that is aimed at pre-
venting Iran from becoming a nuclear-armed 
state. Preventing a nuclear arms race in the 
Middle East is essential to the security of the 
U.S., Israel, and the larger international com-
munity. It is why the U.S. led negotiations on 
this agreement and why this agreement has 
the unanimous support of the U.N. Security 
Council, over 90 nations, our Gulf state allies, 
and the world’s largest powers. 

Under this agreement, Iran has committed 
to obligations that go far beyond the require-
ments of the nuclear non-proliferation treaty. 
The agreement will block every pathway to a 
bomb for at least 15 years. It will require Iran 
to eliminate 97 percent of its stockpile of en-
riched uranium, remove two-thirds of its in-
stalled centrifuges that enrich uranium as well 
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