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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. 
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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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As a young activist, I certainly was 

inspired by her words of wisdom. As a 
young activist, she inspired me to com-
mit myself to serving others. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been said that 
trees are the Earth’s endless efforts to 
nurture life. Mrs. Helen Burns Jackson 
was a beautiful tall tree among all of 
us who has returned to the heavenly 
glory of her God, our God Almighty. 

Her spirit lives not only in her chil-
dren, her grandchildren, and in her 
great-grandchildren, but her spirit also 
lives in the righteous fruits that may 
be found in those of us who were 
touched by the endless love, the great 
kindness, the great grace, and the tre-
mendous wisdom of Ms. Helen Burns 
Jackson. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the citizens 
of the First Congressional District and 
on behalf of my loving wife, Carolyn, 
we pay tribute to this remarkable and 
special woman, this great tree, this in-
spiration to all of us, Ms. Helen Burns 
Jackson. She is indeed a mother of the 
movement. 

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

f 

IRAN NUCLEAR DEAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, a won-
derful tribute from a man that knows 
courage. He has it, he has shown it, and 
he knows what it is to stand up for 
what he believes in. 

A lot of great examples have served 
in this body, and that is what we need 
right now. We face as important an 
issue as we have had, certainly since I 
have been here, and possibly decades. 

A deal with the devil is what it 
comes down to, a deal with what Ron-
ald Reagan would say is evil. It makes 
the evil empire of the Soviet Union 
pale in comparison to the evil that 
Iran’s leaders have perpetuated, and 
this administration has done a deal 
with them. 

Chairman ED ROYCE has eloquently 
pointed out that Iran has violated 
every international agreement they 
have entered since 1979. 

So wouldn’t it fill the definition of 
insanity if another deal is entered by 
what used to be the lone superpower 
with the one and only country in exist-
ence right now in the world that has 
broken every agreement it has entered 
since 1979? 

If someone were standing back as a 
historian and looking at what is going 
on right now and were totally objec-
tive, he or she would probably say: 
Well, it looks like the fools running the 
United States are going to get what 
they deserve. They have made a deal 
with sheer evil. These evil leaders have 
lied. They have broken every agree-
ment they have ever entered, and these 
fools running the United States are 
going to get what they deserve. It is 

going to happen again. People are 
going to die in greater numbers than 
ever before. 

What grieves me more than anything 
is what seems to be the idea of some in 
the House and Senate that: Gee, since 
Iran is going to get nuclear weapons, 
surely they are going to cheat. They 
are going to get them. They are going 
to get them sooner rather than later. 
This deal is not going to allow anybody 
to stop them. 

So what is important here is to pro-
vide political cover to Republicans. We 
can do that by acting like we are fight-
ing real hard in the House, acting like 
we are fighting real hard in the Senate. 
Then we lose. 

Then when Iran gets nukes and kills 
hundreds of thousands or millions of 
people, you say: See, we told you. We 
did what we could. But the trouble is 
that is not good enough because lives 
in this country and in the nation of 
Israel are all at stake here. 

We have been told that: Gee, the 15 
nations heading up the U.N. Security 
Council, they have agreed; so, it should 
be binding against the United States. 

That argument was attempted to be 
made by the Secretary of State and the 
President himself, that: Gee, we have 
to go along because the U.N. has al-
ready voted. 

Well, yeah, that would be true if 
there were not something called the 
United States Constitution under 
which our first President under the 
Constitution took office in 1789. 

And since this has been in effect—our 
U.S. Constitution, Article II, Section 2, 
second paragraph, has been in effect, 
he, talking about the President, shall 
have power by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate to make treatise, 
provided two-thirds of the Senators 
present concur. It is very clear. 

And we also know it is very clear 
that you cannot have a treaty like the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty. The inter-
national agreement that was lauded by 
so many over such a long period of 
time—you cannot amend an inter-
national treaty like that unless it is 
with another treaty. You cannot 
amend that with an executive agree-
ment. You cannot amend that with an 
agreement that is nonbinding. 

Therefore, it is exceedingly clear 
that what the President and Secretary 
Kerry and Wendy Sherman that did 
such a good job helping with the North 
Korea deal so they got nuclear weap-
ons—they say it is not a treaty. But 
absolutely it is a treaty. 

So if we are going to uphold our oath 
of office, we have to acknowledge that 
this is a treaty and implore the Senate 
to announce that, even though the 
President has not submitted this trea-
ty to them for ratification under Arti-
cle II, since it is a treaty, they had the 
power to bring it up. 

And, yes, there is a convenient Sen-
ate rule called cloture that HARRY REID 
actually suspended numerous times in 
the matter of some confirmations so 
they could get judges on the bench that 

would uphold whatever interpretation 
of the Constitution this administration 
cared to bring before them. 

But there is a time when the Repub-
licans in the Senate must say: You 
know what. This is too important to 
let a gaggle of minority Senators from 
the minority party keep us from voting 
on the most important bill of our time. 
We are not going to let a rule that we 
make, that we put in place, that we 
can suspend, keep us from having a 
vote on the most important bill of our 
time, the treaty with Iran. 

So the Senate can suspend, as HARRY 
REID did, the cloture rule with a vote 
of 51 Senators. Once they have the 51 
that suspend cloture in this Iranian 
treaty, then bring the treaty to the 
floor for a ratification vote, it will not 
get two-thirds. 

And then, once and for all time, it 
will be clear to everyone, except per-
haps the President and Secretary 
Kerry—it will be very clear, as it is to 
constitutional law professors I have 
talked to—that we are not bound by 
the Iranian treaty with the only coun-
try in the world that has broken every 
international agreement they have had 
since 1979. 
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The resolution that I had filed with 
numerous great cosponsors, it points 
out that the Iran Nuclear Agreement 
Review Act of 2015—that is the Corker- 
Cardin bill—does not apply to the Joint 
Comprehensive Plan of Action regard-
ing Iran—that is the Iran treaty—sub-
mitted to Congress on July 19, 2015, be-
cause the Joint Comprehensive Plan of 
Action is a treaty, and pursuant to ar-
ticle II of the United States Constitu-
tion, the Senate must give its advice 
and consent to ratification if the Joint 
Comprehensive Plan of Action is to be 
effective and binding upon the United 
States. 

It also states—because it is a fact— 
on March 11, 2015, Secretary of State 
John Kerry, in describing the adminis-
tration’s nuclear negotiations with 
Iran, clearly stated that it was ‘‘not 
negotiating a legally binding plan’’ 
with Iran, and therefore, it does not 
have to be submitted to Congress. 

If it were not legally binding, then, 
no, Secretary Kerry and the President 
do not have to submit it to Congress; 
but the President and the Secretary of 
State have already given this facade, 
this charade away because they have 
already said: Well, gee, if Congress 
doesn’t go along with it, we will be in 
breach of the agreement because the 
U.N. has already voted on it. 

A-ha. You said it wasn’t legally bind-
ing what you were negotiating, and 
now, you are telling us that is not true. 

I mean, it conjures up memories of 
other statements like: ‘‘If you like 
your insurance, you can keep it. If you 
like your doctor, you can keep it.’’ It 
conjures up sermons by this adminis-
tration and this President how we had 
to take out Qadhafi out of Libya for 
stability of the area, that it would 
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