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“The entire question of 20 percent en-
riched uranium,” says former Rep-
resentative Shelley Berkley, ‘is a
smoke screen.”

For many years, making a bomb
went like this: first you spent a lot of
time enriching uranium to 3.5 percent
purity. That is difficult, but that is ex-
actly what Iran would be allowed to
continue to do. Then you enriched
what you had created to 20 percent pu-
rity. When you had enough of that—
and the centrifuges Iran has now are
better and faster and quicker than
what they had before, five times faster,
as a matter of fact—you would be in a
position to easily and quickly convert
that material to 90 percent purity that
is good enough for a nuclear warhead.

In recent months, Iran has advanced
dramatically in both the number of
centrifuges—again, nearly 19,000 cen-
trifuges today at its disposal and their
efficiency. Today, experts say that in
just a few weeks’ time Iran could go
from 3.5 percent all the way to 90 per-
cent, which is ‘‘bingo,” bomb-making
material for Iran. The whole issue of 20
percent enrichment has become abso-
lutely irrelevant. Instead, the most im-
portant questions are how much 3.5
percent enriched uranium they have
and whether they are allowed to keep
their centrifuges spinning. If the an-
swer to both is yes, they are moving
forward on a bomb.

That is why, Mr. Speaker, if we have
a deal with Iran, the number one pa-
rameter that must be included—and I
spoke with both the current intel-
ligence director and the former intel-
ligence director of Israel, and they
both said: A nonnegotiable is that Iran
has to give up the 9 to 10 tons of en-
riched uranium that they have on
hand. Why wouldn’t you? Why wouldn’t
they be forced to give up the fissile ma-
terial to make a bomb? It only makes
sense.

Number two, they need to give up the
ability to make further enriched ura-
nium. Those are the centrifuges. That
has to go as well.

The world is saying if you want to
have the material, the nuclear mate-
rial, that you need for a peaceful civil-
ian use of power, if you want, for in-
stance, nuclear reactors, that is fine.
The world has no problem with nuclear
power for true electricity, or if they
want radio isotopes for cancer re-
search, no problem. But that means
that the material comes into Iran, and
it is used for a civilian purpose, and we
have inspectors. That is reasonable.

We have countries like Spain that
have civilian-use nuclear reactors.
They bring their uranium in, and they
don’t enrich it themselves, and there
are inspectors. The same with Sweden.
The same with other countries.

This is fine to have nuclear reactors
for electricity. We would back that,
but what we will not back, what we
must not ever back is the ability for
Iran to create a nuclear bomb. That
does not change in the current Obama
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administration effort of the deal that
came out and was thankfully put on
hold by the French at Geneva at this
P5+1.

The new agreement would allow Iran
to continue to freely enrich to 3.5 per-
cent at its Natanz and Fordow facili-
ties. That is beyond all comprehension.
How can you have a deal if Iran is con-
tinuing to enrich their uranium at two
facilities and to continue building cen-
trifuges that can easily and quickly be
installed?

“At the end of the 6-month period,”
Representative Shelley Berkley writes,
“Iran would be even closer to breakout
capacity.” Meaning the ability to build
a nuclear warhead so quickly that no
one could mobilize forces in time to
stop it.

In other words, what we would have
given Iran last weekend is the luxury
of time, time to develop a deadly nu-
clear weapon. It takes time for a na-
tion, the United States, Israel, the
United Kingdom, Canada, any nation,
it takes time for a nation to mobilize,
to come against a bad actor nation,
like Iran, in its development of a nu-
clear weapon.

Again, that is why this is so impor-
tant—this chart that was created by
Senator MARK KIRK. He accurately re-
ported what the score will be for the
world. We will get nothing, and Iran
will get everything; and that must not
be.

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

————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed a concur-
rent resolution of the following title in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested:

S. Con. Res. 25. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in
the Capitol Visitor Center for activities asso-
ciated with the ceremony to award the Con-
gressional Gold Medal to Native American
code talkers.

——————

IMMIGRATION REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. PoLIS) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. POLIS. I thank you, Mr. Speak-
er.

Before I get to my remarks, I briefly
want to address the nuclear prolifera-
tion issue in Iran. The gentlelady from
Minnesota, as well as myself, and the
vast majority of Members of this body,
have been supportive of crippling sanc-
tions against Iran. Many of us believe
that that has helped drive Iran to the
negotiating table.

We hope for, of course, a peaceful
outcome that takes nuclear weapons
off the table and prevents Iran from ac-
quiring nuclear weapons; and, of
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course, we continue to keep the use of
force on the table if our diplomatic so-
lution fails to be enacted that reaches
President Obama’s objective of pre-
venting Iran from developing nuclear
weapons.

The issue has had strong bipartisan
support, nearly unanimous, here in this
Chamber, with regard to continuing
the pressure on Iran to rejoin the re-
sponsible nations and renounce the ac-
quisition of nuclear weapons.

But I am here today to talk about
something closer to home, Mr. Speak-
er, in fact, at home, Mr. Speaker,
namely, the need to act on immigra-
tion reform. It has been 138 days since
the Senate passed a commonsense bi-
partisan immigration reform bill. I was
proud to be part of a bipartisan group
of Members here in the House that in-
troduced H.R. 15, a companion bill to
the Senate’s immigration reform bill
that makes additional improvements
on outcome-based border enforcement
and would address our broken immigra-
tion system and replace it with one
that reflects our values as Americans,
helps create jobs here at home, reduces
our deficit by over $100 billion, and re-
stores the rule of law here in our coun-
try, which is currently being under-
mined by the presence of 10 million, 15
million, 8 million—nobody knows how
many people are here illegally.

The issue will not resolve itself, Mr.
Speaker. I call upon this body to act
immediately and bring to the floor
H.R. 15 and pass comprehensive immi-
gration reform.

Later on in my remarks, given that
this is the week of Veterans Day, I will
be talking about the contributions that
many members of our military have
made who are from immigrant back-
grounds, including the talent that our
military is missing out on today, in-
cluding DACA, or deferred action re-
cipients, who are able to work legally
in our country, but are not allowed to
serve in our military.

H.R. 15 would solve that issue, and we
will be talking about the many con-
tributions that immigrants have made
and continue to make with regards to
our military.

My colleague, Mr. TONKO from New
York, is here; and I would be happy to
yield to him for a moment.

Mr. TONKO. Thank you, Mr. Speak-
er, and thank you, Representative
Poris, for bringing us together for
what I believe is very thoughtful dis-
cussion about immigration reform, for
we are by definition a Nation of immi-
grants.

I believe that the passion that is the
luring card to America is that Amer-
ican Dream. People for decades and
centuries throughout the history of
this Nation have pursued that Amer-
ican Dream with the opportunity to
climb those economic ladders, those
opportunities that present themselves
in this country, where we are
emboldened by immigrants; and cer-
tainly the military is no exception.

Tonight, we will be talking about the
empowerment that comes with H.R. 15,
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