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be accurate. Our problem was created
because for years Congress and the last
two administrations have been unwill-
ing to deal meaningfully with the large
gap of funding for transportation cre-
ated because we rely on an outmoded
funding system based on the number of
gallons of fuel consumed. With more ef-
ficient gas and diesel vehicles aug-
mented by more hybrids, plug-in hy-
brids, and electric cars, the transpor-
tation trust fund is locked into an in-
evitable downward spiral. Like the
looming Social Security deficit, the
longer we wait, the worse it will get.

Not this year, but over the next few
years, we should temporarily increase
and then replace the gas tax with a
system that is based on the amount of
road use. The new legislation should be
laying the foundation for this transi-
tion. Unfortunately, it doesn’t.

The rumored agreement would also
take us backward on enabling alter-
native modes of transportation. In the
last 20 years of transportation reform
we’ve used enhancement funding to get
more out of the transportation
projects. These include long-neglected
and wildly popular bike and pedestrian
safety programs such as Safe Routes to
School. In a recent Princeton survey,
83 percent of the public wanted these
programs maintained or the funding in-
creased. They place an emphasis on
intermodalism so that transportation
modes work together and minimize di-
rect conflict between truckers, rail,
and commuters that can paralyze not
just transportation but transportation
planning.

From what I hear, efforts to provide
incentives to ‘‘fix it first” are being
undercut. It’s never as popular to
maintain what you’ve got in face of the
drumbeat of a few focused special in-
terests for a new particular project.
But ‘‘fixing it first” creates more
transportation jobs, provides more
safety, alleviates congestion and pollu-
tion, and has more overall economic
impact. And it, of course, alleviates
long-term pressure to create more
roads that we can’t adequately main-
tain.

The bill before us also misses an op-
portunity to reform the system to have
more performance-based environ-
mental protections. We absolutely can
make the process work better and fast-
er. But the answer is not to gut the
protections, which will only create
more conflict and ultimately more
delays. Projects take more time when
they’re not done right, when citizens
are not involved with the plan, and the
myriad of interests aren’t working to-
gether. Involving the public in the
planning process works.

I'll never forget a conversation with
a very conservative Republican mayor
of Phoenix, who told me that it was
only when they got the citizens work-
ing together on a balanced transpor-
tation program of transit and roads
that they were able to get the re-
sources and the momentum to go for-
ward.
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I will be extremely disappointed if
the legislation shatters the coalition
that I have been working for years to
develop for the big picture, the big pro-
grams, and proper funding that’s going
to be necessary if we’re going to be suc-
cessful. It will be wrong if we have a
scaled-down 2-year extension that will
make it harder to give the American
public what they need, adequate re-
sources that are sustainable over time,
more economic opportunity, and more
construction and maintenance employ-
ment.

A good transportation program will
protect the environment, enhance the
quality of life, making our commu-
nities more livable and our families
safer, healthier and more economically
secure.
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AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, it has been
very interesting the last couple of
weeks. I have been listening to my col-
leagues on both sides talking about the
debt, the deficit, spending, cutting, all
of this, going on and on. Then I got to
thinking, and I heard about this book
and I went out and bought the book.
The book title is ‘“‘Funding the Enemy:
How U.S. Taxpayers Bankroll the
Taliban,” by Douglas Wissing. The
book is a must-read for the American
people.

I want to share a synopsis of this
book:

With the vague intention of winning hearts
and minds in Afghanistan, the U.S. Govern-
ment has mismanaged billions of develop-
ment and logistics dollars, bolstered the
drug trade, and dumped untold millions into
Taliban hands.

That is the sobering message of this
scathing critique of our war effort in
Afghanistan by investigative journalist
Douglas Wissing. According to Wissing,
America has already lost the war. It
draws on the voices of hundreds of
combat soldiers, ordinary Afghans, pri-
vate contractors, aid workers, inter-
national consultants, and government
officials. From these contacts, it be-
came glaringly clear, as the author de-
tails, that American taxpayer dollars
have been flowing into Taliban coffers.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to read to
you a critique of the book given by
former State Department foreign serv-
ice officer Peter van Buren:

Sober, sad, and important, ‘“‘Funding the
Enemy”’ peels back the layers of American
engagement in Afghanistan to reveal its rot-
ten core: that United States’ dollars meant
for the country’s future instead fund the in-
surgency and support the Taliban. Paying
for both sides of the war ensures America’s
ultimate defeat.

Mr. Speaker, I bring this to the floor
for this reason: I continue to be amazed
that both sides want to continue to
spend $10 billion a month in Afghani-
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stan. It is borrowed money from the
Chinese, and there is no concern. We
just spend more and more money to
support President Karzai, who is a cor-
rupt leader. And as this book says,
have the American taxpayer bankroll
the Taliban.

The American people have said in
poll after poll: Bring our troops home
now. As many as 72 to 73 percent of the
American people say bring our people
home now. Our soldiers have won the
war. Bin Laden is dead; al Qaeda is dis-
persed.

I hope that Members of Congress will
find the time to read this book, and I
hope the American people will read
this book and be outraged, as I am out-
raged, how our taxpayers are funding
the Taliban so they can kill Ameri-
cans.

Wake up, Congress. Let’s get to-
gether and bring our troops home from
Afghanistan and do what’s right for the
American people. But more impor-
tantly, do what’s right for our men and
women in uniform.

Mr. Speaker, I close by asking God to
please bless our men and women in uni-
form, to please bless the families of our
men and women in uniform. And God,
within Your loving arms, hold the fam-
ilies who’ve given a child dying for
freedom in Afghanistan and Iraq. I ask
God to bless the House and Senate, my
friends on both sides, that we will do
what is right in the eyes of God. And I
ask God to bless President Obama that
he will do what is right in the eyes of
God. And I will ask three times, God
please, God please, God please continue
to bless America.

————
ARIZONA IMMIGRATION POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. This week, the U.S.
Supreme Court declared the immigra-
tion policy of the State of Arizona, a
policy that Mitt Romney has called ‘“‘a
model for America,” to be largely un-
constitutional. I applaud the Court for
stating that immigration enforcement
is a Federal responsibility.

The ‘‘show me your papers’ law al-
lows police to demand that individuals
prove that they are legally in this
country. This law is not just a problem
for people who are undocumented. It’s
not just a problem for immigrants. It’s
not just a problem for anybody who
looks like they might have come to
America from somewhere else. It’s a
problem for every American who cares
about freedom. It’s a problem for all of
us who believe no person should be
treated as a suspect based on how they
look, their accent, or the spelling of
their name.

In Arizona today, all that stands be-
tween you and a legal nightmare is
whether a police officer feels there is a
reasonable suspicion to inquire about
your country of origin. Yet Arizona
politicians will tell you, with a
straight face no less, that they can



June 27, 2012

apply this law without using racial
profiling, without assuming that some-
one named Gutierrez isn’t less likely to
be in this country legally than some-
one named Smith.

That’s an amazing skill. Maybe with
practice, we can all become like Ari-
zona politicians and police officers who
are able to telepathically determine
who to accuse of not belonging in
America.

But let’s take a quiz together this
morning and learn how to pick out the
suspect. Here are two journalists,
Geraldo Rivera and Ted Koppel.

At a traffic stop, to the untrained
eye, we might guess that Geraldo Ri-
vera, for some reason that clearly has
nothing to do with the way he looks,
might not be from America. Geraldo
Rivera’s mustache wouldn’t confuse an
Arizona law enforcement professional.
They would know that Geraldo Rivera
was born in Brooklyn, New York, and
that Ted Koppel was born in Europe, in
England, where his parents moved to
flee from Hitler and Nazi Germany.

Round two, this for our young fans of
C-SPAN. This is Justin Bieber and
Selena Gomez. These young people
have overcome their very different na-
tional origins and become apparently a
happy couple. I’'m sure Justin helped
Gomez learn all about American cus-
toms and feel more at home in her
adopted country. Oh, wait a minute.
I'm sorry, because I'm not a trained
Arizona official, I somehow got that
backwards. Actually, Ms. Gomez, of
Texas, has helped Mr. Bieber, of Can-
ada, learn about his adopted country.

Justin, when you perform in Phoenix,
remember to bring your papers.

The next round shows how tricky Ar-
izona’s game of pick out the immigrant
is to play. Here are two basketball su-
perstars. Neither one is Latino. That’s
confusing already. You have to dig
deeper to figure out who isn’t the real
American. So let’s consider their
names—Jeremy Lin and Tony Parker.
Clearly, “Lin” sounds kind of foreign
while “Tony Parker’ sounds American
to me. But I'm not an Arizona police
officer who would know that Jeremy
Lin was born in Los Angeles, and Tony
Parker—oops—Europe, Belgium. Wrong
once again.

Finally, here’s just one more.

In case the Supreme Court ever
wants to meet in Phoenix to consider
its ruling about Arizona’s ‘‘show me
your papers’’ law, if these two Justices
step out to Starbucks, which one do
you think is likeliest to be a suspect,
the Anglo male or the Latina? Neither
is an immigrant, but Antonin Scalia’s
father came through Ellis Island from
Italy, and Sonia Sotomayor is a proud
Puerto Rican with generations of U.S.
citizen ancestors.

We could play this game all day, but
the point is simple. The idea that any
government official can determine who
belongs in America and who doesn’t
simply by looking at them is com-
pletely ridiculous, unfair, and un-
American, and yet this absurdity is the
law of Arizona.
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The Court signaled that it will be
watching this law closely, and it
should, because we count on the Court
to protect our liberties, not restrict
them.
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Because, in America, people should
always be judged by their actions. No
person, not one, should be judged by
the way they look, the sound of their
voice, or the pronunciation of their
last name—not in Arizona, not any-
where, not ever.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.

———

AMERICAN CENTER FOR THE
CURES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. DoLD) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, as the Su-
preme Court is about to rule on the
health care law, Americans all across
the country are focusing again on
health care.

Health care makes up about one-fifth
of the United States’ economy, and it
is increasingly taking up a larger share
of our Federal budget, so it’s important
that we look to implement strategies
that bend the cost curve down.

Scientific research over the years has
enhanced our understanding of disease
and has continuously led to many
breakthrough treatments. However, it
is critical that we emphasize not just
treatment, but specifically cures for
diseases as well.

Last year, the United States Govern-
ment spent just under $32 billion to
help the National Institutes of Health
carry out its critical mission: seeking
fundamental knowledge about the na-
ture and behavior of living systems, ap-
plying that knowledge to enhance
health, lengthen life, and reduce the
burdens of illness and disability.

The NIH, Mr. Speaker, has earned a
proud reputation for its research and
has made a positive impact in the
health care world. I'm a firm supporter
of the NIH, and I spoke this past March
to the House Budget Committee about
the importance of funding NIH’s mis-
sion. However, I also believe that we
can always do more with the resources
that we have and believe that we
should refocus a portion of our health
care resources toward a new mission.
One idea that has been brought to me
is a center that concentrates exclu-
sively on eliminating diseases rather
than continuing the practice of just
treating diseases.

This center, known as the American
Center for Cures, would be a public-pri-
vate partnership that utilizes the re-
sources of the government with the
creativity and accountability of the
private sector to find cures for the dis-
eases that in some way affect almost
everyone on the planet—diabetes, Alz-
heimer’s, Parkinson’s, just to name a
new.
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By bringing our Nation’s best and
brightest minds together, from busi-
ness boardrooms to scientists from
around the world, the center would sin-
gularly devote its efforts to curing dis-
eases by establishing renewed lines of
communication amongst the world’s
most reputable scientists, funding col-
laborative research, unblocking bottle-
necks in clinical research, facilitating
speedy clinical trials, and ensuring
that the research performed remains
focuses on outcomes and results.

In addition to promoting the United
States as the leading place for innova-
tions and pioneering medical research,
finding cures to some of mankind’s
deadliest diseases would also have
global implications. The money saved
by not having to dedicate it to treating
or managing a disease could be freed up
and invested in education, infrastruc-
ture, and deficit reduction, and we
would be able to further help raise the
standards of living for everyone in de-
veloping nations and around the globe.

During these difficult fiscal times,
Mr. Speaker, here in our own country
we have to start thinking differently.
Today, we spend approximately $235
billion annually on treating diabetes
alone. Think about the cost if we add
Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s. If the
American Center for Cures could find a
cure, think about the possibilities.
Think about the good we could do, for
instance, with 235 billion extra dollars
right here. That’s what we spend in our
country. Think about what gets spent
all around the globe.

We need to start thinking differently,
Mr. Speaker. Change is hard, and
change in Washington is even harder,
but I believe that we have an obliga-
tion, as stewards of our taxpayers’
hard-earned money, not only to effec-
tively allocate their tax dollars in a
manner that produces results, but
change the way that we look at all the
possibilities for our future. This mis-
sion could impact not just every Amer-
ican life, but every human on the plan-
et.

ATTORNEY GENERAL HOLDER
CONTEMPT VOTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Ms. LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker,
let me first thank my colleagues in the
Congressional Black, Hispanic, and
Asian Pacific American Caucuses for
coming to the floor to denounce the
deeply partisan and divisive effort by
congressional Republicans to hold At-
torney General Holder in contempt. We
need to be doing what the American
people elected us to do, and that is to
create jobs and to get our economy
back on its feet.

This contempt vote stands in stark
contrast to our duties in Congress. We
should be devoting our time to creating
jobs, addressing our Nation’s neglected
infrastructure, and ensuring that stu-
dent loan rates don’t balloon starting
next week.
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