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also learned that the Iranians will be able to 
provide their own samples from their military 
base at Parchin to international inspectors. 
This is essentially asking the fox to guard the 
henhouse. 

I also have great concerns about what hap-
pens once sanctions are lifted and billions of 
dollars are flowing back into Iran. While the 
UN Security Council resolutions allegedly pre-
vent Iran from shipping arms to terrorist orga-
nizations such as Hamas and Hezbollah, and 
to Assad in Syria, nothing prevents them from 
sending money. In an incredibly dangerous 
concession, the U.S. even agreed to shorten 
the length of the arms embargo against Iran. 
There is no question that this will negatively 
impact regional stability as well as the U.S. 
Navy’s access to the Persian Gulf. An article 
in the Washington Post pointed out that the 
funds available to Iran immediately upon im-
plementation of this deal would equate to ap-
proximately 10% of its GDP. That would be 
equivalent to a $1.7 trillion injection into our 
economy. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe this agree-
ment will prevent Iran from acquiring nuclear 
weapons. I believe it will do just the opposite. 
In no way should a country that vows to wipe 
Israel off the map and chants ‘‘Death to Amer-
ica’’ be allowed nuclear capabilities. Today 
marks a turning point for the future of one of 
our greatest allies, Israel. If this deal goes 
through, President Obama and Democrats in 
Congress will own the consequences of allow-
ing the Iranian regime to become a nuclear 
power. 

We can and must have a better deal. A deal 
that truly allows for anytime/anywhere inspec-
tions. A deal that would keep restrictions on 
Iran’s nuclear program for decades. A deal 
that forces Iran to end its missile development 
program. A deal that allows Iran truly limited 
enrichment capability. A deal that releases 
U.S. hostages in Iran. It is a catastrophic fail-
ure that President Obama did not insist on 
these provisions in the nuclear deal. We 
should be embarrassed that as the leader of 
the free world and the most powerful country 
on earth, this is the best deal President 
Obama could negotiate. 

We have been presented with a false choice 
of accepting this deal or going to war. We 
should reject this deal and return to work, not 
to war. We cannot allow the sanctions to be 
lifted, we must reject approval of the deal and 
we must have all the information—including 
side agreements—before the clock can begin 
on the deal. I urge my colleagues to stand 
with our ally Israel and with the American peo-
ple. The consequences of these votes are 
truly life and death. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, an Iran with 
a nuclear weapon would present an existential 
threat to Israel, destabilize the region and un-
dermine U.S. security interests. This agree-
ment is our best option for avoiding such a 
scenario. If Congress rejects this agreement, 
there is a high probability Iran will continue de-
veloping weapons grade plutonium and ura-
nium. 

That could result in American military ac-
tion—something I believe we should avoid— 
and that the American people oppose. A U.S. 
strike would be costly, causing loss of life on 
both sides—and could lead to attacks on 
Israel. Yet, it would only postpone Iran’s nu-
clear weapons development by a few years. 

Clearly, a strong, enforceable diplomatic so-
lution is superior. Let’s be clear—this agree-

ment is enforceable. The monitoring and in-
spection provisions are more intrusive than 
any previous agreement. Most importantly, 
they will prevent Iran from producing fission-
able material without the international commu-
nity knowing. 

There are some who suggest that even with 
this agreement Iran might still acquire nuclear 
weapons in the long term. While some provi-
sions of this agreement are indeed time lim-
ited and the world will need to revisit this 
issue, this agreement remains our best 
chance of thwarting the immediate threat. 
Many estimates suggest Iran is two to three 
months away from acquiring a nuclear weap-
on—and this agreement addresses that very 
imminent threat. 

Mr. Speaker, I have heard from constituents 
on all sides of the issue. I respect the opinions 
of those who do not support it. However, I be-
lieve this agreement is our best option. 

Support the agreement. Vote yes. 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise after careful consideration 
and review of the Joint-Comprehensive Plan 
of Action (JCPOA) and would like to extend 
my full support of the deal negotiated between 
Iran and the P5+1 countries. This historical 
agreement between the United States, China, 
France, Russia, the United Kingdom, plus 
Germany, is in the best interest of our country, 
our major ally in the Middle East, and the 
global community. 

The agreement, which will face Congres-
sional scrutiny, has won endorsement by more 
than one hundred former American diplomats. 
The group that contains Republicans and 
Democrats described the deal, negotiated by 
Secretary of State John Kerry and Secretary 
of Energy Dr. Ernest J. Moniz as a ‘‘landmark 
agreement.’’ It would make no sense to reject 
this diplomatic movement towards stability and 
peace in the region. 

Twenty-nine top American scientists have 
also endorsed the deal, noting that it will ‘‘ad-
vance the cause of peace and security in the 
Middle East, and can serve as a guidepost for 
future nonproliferation agreements.’’ The 
group of scientists includes six Noble Laure-
ates. In a letter to President Barack Obama, 
they pointed out that Iran was only ‘‘a few 
weeks away’’ from having fuel for nearby 
weapons. The agreement would stop Iran’s 
nuclear program, the scientists wrote. 

In the JCPOA, Iran agrees that it will not de-
velop or acquire a nuclear weapon. The deal 
also includes a permanent ban on Iran’s de-
velopment of key nuclear weapon components 
and is based on four clear objectives; blocking 
the highly enriched uranium route, allowing no 
path to plutonium, intensive monitoring, and 
incentives for compliance 

Without the agreement, there will be no re-
straints on Iran’s nuclear program. There will 
more than likely be an arms race to acquire 
and develop nuclear weapons by various na-
tions in the Middle East. Such a climate would 
not be in the best interest of our country, and 
certainly not in the best interests of our ally, 
Israel, and the global community. 

It is my firm belief that if this deal is not im-
plemented due to a Congressional blockade, 
we risk devastating military conflict. I am 
hopeful that we can continue on this trajectory 
of peace and diplomacy as opposed to an un-
avoidable nuclear arms race and armed con-
flict in the region. As we move to the next 
phase and allow Congress to study and de-

bate this agreement, we must listen to the 
non-proliferation experts who have worked 
tirelessly to move the deal forward. I urge my 
Congressional colleagues to support the deal. 
It would be negligent to walk away from a nu-
clear deal at this point. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 412, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 
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IN MEMORY OF ELANOR BENSON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT) is recognized as 
the designee of the majority leader for 
half of the time remaining before 10 
p.m., approximately 30 minutes. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. CAR-
TER), my good friend. 

IRAN NUCLEAR AGREEMENT 
Mr. CARTER of Texas. I thank my 

friend from Arizona for recognizing me. 
Mr. Speaker, we have been having a 

really great conversation here, and I 
hope that everyone who has the respon-
sibility of casting a vote on this so- 
called deal that the President has 
brought us has been listening very 
closely. 

Mr. Speaker, the President wants 
Congress to approve what I would call 
an absurd deal that eases the path for 
an avowed enemy of the United States 
of America’s and our allies to unleash 
a nightmare on the world. 

I want us to take a look—and I ask 
the supporters of this deal to take a 
look—at what Iran has done to merit 
our trust. 

We first saw these guys way back in 
the Carter administration when they 
stormed our American Embassy and 
took our people hostage and held those 
people for, I believe it was, 42 days. 
They abused them in every way they 
could think of. Quite honestly, they fi-
nally released them after pressure was 
placed on them. Since that time, I can-
not think of a single instance where 
dealing with Iran has been a positive 
thing. In fact, let’s look at the public 
face they put on. 
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They still chant ‘‘death to America.’’ 

I heard them chant ‘‘death to Amer-
ica’’ last night on television and 
‘‘death to Israel,’’ one of our allies. 
They still support terror groups, and 
we just heard from the chairman of the 
committee of all of the terror groups 
that they will be able to support after 
this deal is done. They are still gov-
erned by cabal fanatics who are hell-
bent on spreading their perverted view 
of their faith. 

Now, is this a nation we should 
choose to strike a deal with—to make 
a nuclear deal? 

To those people who say they support 
this, I would like you to make sure you 
have confidence in the people we are 
making a deal with. I don’t know what 
the rest of the world calls a deal, but, 
generally, when you are making a deal, 
both sides have some kind of benefit. I 
can see all kinds of things that we are 
giving to these folks, to Iran, including 
a big bucketful of money—billions of 
dollars. Basically, we have given them 
everything that they desired as far as 
going forward. Our inspections are 
questionable. 

My question is: What is the United 
States of America getting out of this 
deal? 

We are getting a promise from a re-
gime that has a long history—almost 
50 years—of lying whenever it serves 
their purpose. We are taking their word 
that they are going to do certain 
things, and we are getting nothing else 
from this bill but their word. 

Think about the cost if this is not 
the right deal. Those of you who are 
really thinking about America, think 
about the cost. To make a mistake on 
this vote is, quite honestly, cata-
strophic. Then there is the horror that 
would come to pass if they actually 
were to detonate a nuclear device if, 
for some reason, our failure to do the 
right thing caused them to get on the 
fast track to get their hands on it. The 
blood will be on the hands of those who 
didn’t take the time to decide: Are 
these trustworthy people for us to be 
dealing with? I would argue, they have 
no track record by which to argue that 
they are trustworthy. 

Tomorrow’s vote is probably as im-
portant a vote as anyone in this Cham-
ber will ever take because it is a vote 
that could unleash nuclear war in the 
Middle East as a result of our failure to 
cut a real deal. I urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to think about 
this—to stand with America, to stand 
with Israel, to stand with those who 
oppose state sponsors of terrorism, and 
to oppose President Obama’s irrespon-
sible and dangerous Iran agreement. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. I thank Judge 
CARTER. 

Mr. Speaker, this is something I, ac-
tually, have never done; but have you 
ever had one of those moments in your 
life when you want to come to the 
microphone and share it with whom-
ever is willing to listen? 

This has been a tough few days here. 
Many of us, as we come to these micro-

phones, have these heavy hearts be-
cause we are fearful that what is going 
on around us may be one of those mo-
mentous moments where we remember 
this for the rest of our lives, where it is 
one of those votes—one of those de-
bates—where you affect the world. 
There is another side to this on a per-
sonal basis where you realize how in-
credibly honored, lucky, blessed you 
are to get to be behind this micro-
phone. 

Last week, a woman from my com-
munity passed away. We all in our lives 
have those handfuls of people who ac-
tually make a difference and affect our 
lives. She is partially responsible for 
my being behind this microphone. 

A woman named Elanor Benson, from 
Fountain Hills, died last week—I be-
lieve at age 95—and she changed my 
life. I was a 20-, 21-, maybe 22-year-old 
kid. I was selling real estate in our lit-
tle town as a way to finance my way 
through Arizona State University at 
night. She, in her retirement at that 
age, decided to take on another job at 
our little office. 

She sat me down, and she knew I had 
an interest in conservative politics. I 
still to this day remember her looking 
at me and saying: ‘‘DAVID, I like you. 
You are going to be the next president 
of the local Republican club.’’ I tried to 
explain to her there was no way I 
would have time for such a thing, and 
she looked at me and said: ‘‘Don’t 
worry. I will help.’’ 

This is a woman who moved to our 
little community on the side of Scotts-
dale, I believe, in the late seventies, 
and had such an impact. For years, I 
used to believe maybe a third of the 
town—half the town—had become in-
volved in politics, mostly Republican 
politics, because of her passion, her en-
ergy. You could not stop her. 

She got me to be president of the 
local club and stood by me when I did 
dumb things and applauded me when I 
did good things and scolded me when I 
didn’t say the right things and walked 
me through how to be more sensitive 
instead of being so caffeinated, which 
is a family problem. 

I realized, in the chaos of doing this 
job, that I failed to tell her how much 
I loved her and how much she affected 
my life, because I don’t believe I would 
be here today if it weren’t for Elanor 
Benson, who not only changed my life 
but who, actually, I believe—with her 
work at the Fountain Hill Chamber of 
Commerce, her work for so many 
causes, her work for her church—made 
my community a much, much better 
place. We are all better in our part of 
Arizona because of her life. It was a life 
well lived. It was a long life. She was 
beautiful to the day she passed, and I 
wish I had let her know how much we 
cared. 

So, Elanor, if you are out there, 
thank you. Thank you for changing my 
life. Thank you for making my commu-
nity a better one. 

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

IN MEMORY OF HELEN BURNS 
JACKSON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. RUSH) is recognized until 10 
p.m. as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, Scripture 
says that you shall know the tree by 
the fruit that it bears. A good tree 
bears good fruit. Strong trees bring 
forth strong fruit. Loving trees bear 
loving fruit. 

Mr. Speaker, what then is to be said 
about a tree whose fruit is a respected 
and courageous freedom fighter? 

Mr. Speaker, I am speaking of a great 
woman of distinction, Helen Burns 
Jackson, the mother of renowned Rev-
erend Jesse Louis Jackson, Sr., who is 
the founder of the Rainbow PUSH Coa-
lition that is based in the First Con-
gressional District of Illinois. 

b 2115 
Mother Burns Jackson, Mr. Speaker, 

was the epitome of a strong, good, 
fruit-bearing tree. 

She made her transition from life to 
eternity on September 7, 2015, after a 
lengthy illness. She was surrounded by 
her loving family and her friends. 

A native of Greenville, South Caro-
lina, Ms. Burns Jackson instilled in her 
children a sense of dignity, self-re-
spect, and loving justice in the face of 
the inhumane treatment of African 
Americans in the segregated South. 

Born in 1925, she endured the hard-
ships of poverty, the hardships of rac-
ism, to raise two sons of great accom-
plishment, great distinction, an Amer-
ican hero and civil rights legend, the 
Reverent Jesse Louis Jackson, Senior, 
and the Motown music phenomenon 
Charles Jackson. A gifted singer of 
world renowned. 

Mrs. Burns Jackson herself was a 
singer and dancer, and she passed on a 
scholarship to a great college to raise 
her two sons. 

Her life, Mr. Speaker, was the quin-
tessential American story of over-
coming the odds with an unbreakable 
will and a deep, abiding faith. 

She planted the seeds of courage, the 
seeds of perseverance, and the seeds of 
hope in Reverend Jackson and in his 
brother, Charles. 

Reverend Jackson would go on to not 
only free American hostages, but be-
came the freedom fighter for those who 
are oppressed and those who are poor 
all around this globe. 

It is on this very day, September 10, 
2015, that I rise before the House of 
Representatives to pay tribute to this 
beautiful and extraordinary Movement 
mother. 

Mrs. Jackson was a cosmetologist by 
profession, and she was known as a 
towering pillar of her community. Her 
home became the central station of the 
civil rights movement. 

Mr. Speaker, she often provided me 
with great encouragement when she 
traveled to Chicago to visit her son and 
his family. 
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