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cloud of doubt from our economy. Add-
ing more hurdles will not get this job 
done. It is time we as elected leaders 
lead. Sometimes it’s lonely, but it’s the 
right thing to do. 

f 

REPUBLICANS APPROVE OF 
HARMFUL SEQUESTER 

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

Mr. HOYER. The gentleman who pre-
ceded me is new to the Congress of the 
United States. I’ve been here for a lit-
tle longer than that, some 32 years. 
This is the least confidence-building 
Congress, last Congress and this Con-
gress, in which I have ever served. It is 
taking us from fiscal crisis to fiscal 
crisis. It is creating cliffs where no 
cliffs ought to exist, and they under-
mine the confidence of business, Amer-
ica, Americans, and indeed, the rest of 
the world that needs a stable and se-
cure America to ensure that we keep 
the kind of stability that Americans 
want here at home and around the 
world. 

We will be dealing with a bill today 
and tomorrow that could be considered 
in an hour. We’re going to take two 
days to consider it. And while we con-
sider that, while we fiddle, while the 
sequester threatens to burn our econ-
omy, jobs, and confidence, we do noth-
ing. We have not done anything to 
avoid the sequester for the last 7 weeks 
of this year, and nothing in this Con-
gress. As a matter of fact, other than 
completing the work of making sure 
the folks who were damaged by Sandy 
were assisted, which should have been 
done in the last Congress, we’ve done 
nothing here of real substance in 7 
weeks, but we are about to confront 
the sequester. 

I want every American to know, I 
want every person who relies on the 
Federal Government—and that is 
mainly all of us—that if Democrats 
were in charge of this House the se-
quester would not go into effect. Why? 
Because we would adopt an alternative 
policy that would cut spending so that 
we could move towards deficit and debt 
reduction, which we need to do as a 
country, and we would make a bal-
anced proposal that the Senate Demo-
crats will offer this day, and that we 
wanted to offer and CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
offered last night in the Budget Com-
mittee, but which as not made in order. 
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In his State of the Union speech, the 

President talked about the American 
people deserve a vote. He’s right. The 
American people deserve to know how 
Members are going to vote on issues of 
consequence to them, their families, 
their lives, their jobs, and their coun-
try. But we were denied a vote last 
week on this issue, which was a sub-
stitute for the sequester, and we are 
again denied this week a substitute for 
the sequester. 

Some of my Republican friends try to 
say, Oh, it’s the President who wanted 

the sequester. That is dead flat wrong. 
Rob Nabors did mention the sequester 
after the Republicans passed the se-
quester in this House in July of 2011. 
They call it the Cut, Cap, and Balance 
Legislation. Its fallback position was 
‘‘sequester.’’ It was a policy that all, I 
think, but two Republicans voted for 
when it passed this House. It was a pol-
icy that they promoted and supported. 
It is a bad policy. It’s an irrational pol-
icy. It is a policy that will have great 
adverse consequences. 

At a town meeting, I said the seques-
ter works like this: if you have a food 
budget and a movie budget and some-
body loses their job, the sequester says 
you cut food by 10 percent and movies 
by 10 percent. No rational American 
family would do that. They’d say this 
month we’re not going to the movies or 
this 6 months we’re not going to the 
movies, but we’re going to make sure 
we put food on our table. Sequester 
says, No, we cut food by 10 percent and 
movies by 10 percent. 

Sequester is an irrational response to 
our failure as a Congress, correct, to 
get our finances on a sustainable path. 
We need to do that. And Democrats are 
suggesting a balanced way to do it. By 
the way, every bipartisan commission 
that has dealt with this issue has rec-
ommended a balanced process to get 
from where we are to where we need to 
be. 

We’re going to go on break next week 
as if we’ve done our job. We haven’t. 
We ought to be spending time today, 
tomorrow, next week, and the week 
thereafter in avoiding the irrationality 
of the sequester process, but I have a 
list of Republicans here, all of whom 
say, Bring it on. The sequester is okay. 
Well, if we do the sequester, we’re 
going to find out it’s not okay. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the majority 
leader and I urge the Speaker to bring 
forth substantive legislation that is 
balanced and which will avoid the se-
quester taking place. It’s bad for our 
people; it’s bad for our country. It’s 
bad policy. 
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DR. JULIAN DAVIDSON, AN 
AMERICAN PATRIOT 

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

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, Dr. Julian Davidson passed away on 
January 31, 2013. 

I have personally known Julian Da-
vidson and his wife, Dorothy, for only a 
few years. But I know enough about 
Julian Davidson, what he did, and how 
he lived to know that he was an Amer-
ican patriot who will be sorely missed 
by his family, the Tennessee Valley, 
America, and me. 

Julian Davidson was born in the 
small town of Oakman in Walker Coun-
ty, Alabama, on September 2, 1927. He 
was a proud son of Oakman and Walker 
County; however, his destiny lay else-
where. 

At the age of 17, Julian Davidson 
hitchhiked to Montgomery, Alabama, 

and without permission and despite 
being underage, enlisted in the Navy 
during World War II. He served with 
distinction on gunships loading heavy 
ammunition into gun turrets. Julian 
Davidson’s naval service gave him an 
enduring respect and admiration for 
America’s warfighters who serve in 
harm’s way. 

After the Navy, Julian Davidson at-
tended classes during the day and 
worked at a pool hall at night to ob-
tain an electrical engineering degree 
from Auburn University. After gradua-
tion, Julian Davidson joined the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority where he rose 
to senior design engineer. 

In 1961, Julian Davidson began work 
for the United States Ballistic Missile 
Defense Organization as an aerospace 
research engineer, thus beginning his 
life’s passion in a career in missile de-
fense that spanned half a century. 

Julian Davidson once briefed Sec-
retary of Defense Robert McNamara 
concerning using the Nike Zeus missile 
system for a possible anti-satellite 
role. Army leadership didn’t believe 
McNamara would do it, so they sent in 
Julian Davidson, then a junior member 
of the briefing team to make the pres-
entation. Julian related that ‘‘for some 
reason, McNamara was very interested 
and asked how long it would take and 
how much it would cost.’’ I answered 15 
months and $15 million. He didn’t 
flinch. He said, Do it. We went through 
about six decision milestones in that 
15-minute briefing. 

In time, Julian Davidson became Di-
rector of the Advanced Ballistic Mis-
sile Defense Agency and one of the 
youngest people to achieve the rank of 
senior executive service with the Fed-
eral Government. 

In 1979, Julian met Dorothy Smith. 
In 1981, they married in Fairfax, Vir-
ginia. Julian loved and admired Doro-
thy for her intelligence and spark. Ju-
lian Davidson used to say that Dorothy 
‘‘is the glue that holds everything to-
gether.’’ He wrote in a speech: 

I’d like to thank my wife, Dorothy, who in 
addition to running her company, takes care 
of family matters, allowing me to do the 
things that interest me the most, missile de-
velopment and testing. 

Julian Davidson was quick witted 
when he added: 

I want you to know the rumor is not true 
that Dorothy does all the maintenance jobs 
around the home because I refuse to. I would 
be happy to do these tasks, except she will 
not allow me to borrow her tools. 

In the 1990s, Julian and Dorothy Da-
vidson settled in Huntsville, Alabama, 
a community Julian loved very much. 
Julian started Davidson Technologies 
in 1996 with just two employees. 

Julian Davidson emerged as a leading 
figure in the Tennessee Valley and be-
lieved that if everyone worked for the 
betterment of the community, regard-
less of personal gain, everyone bene-
fited. Julian sought to leave our com-
munity and country better than he 
found it, and he did that. 

Julian Davidson is a former chair-
man of the Air Force Studies Board of 
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the National Research Council, mem-
ber of the Defense Sciences Board, and 
vice chairman of the Technology As-
sessment Committee of the United 
Space Command for the National Re-
search Council. 

Julian Davidson twice received the 
Army Exceptional Civilian Service 
Award. He has received the Air Force 
Meritorious Civilian Service Award, 
the MDA Pioneer Award, and the 
Medaris Award. He is a member of the 
United States Army Strategic Defense 
Employees Hall of Fame, the Alabama 
Technology Hall of Fame, and the Au-
burn Alumni Engineering Council. 

Julian Davidson’s impact on America 
is enormous. He is known by many as 
the ‘‘father of missile defense in Amer-
ica.’’ 

Julian Davidson is survived by his 
wife, Dorothy; his four children, Diana 
Lyn, Janice Faye, Randall Eugene, and 
Robert Lee; his two grandchildren, 
Wendy Faith Holderfield and William 
Blair Peyton; and three great grand-
children, Teagan Holderfield, Shelby 
Holderfield, and Michaela Holderfield. 

America and the Davidson family 
have lost a great man and a true pa-
triot, and we are all better for having 
known Dr. Julian Davidson. 

f 

END HUNGER NOW 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, Presi-
dent Obama’s State of the Union 
speech was memorable and important 
for a number of reasons. I’m pleased 
the President talked about gun vio-
lence, climate change, voting rights, 
and, of course, jobs and the economy. 

I’m especially pleased that, for the 
first time in more than a decade, the 
State of the Union had a real focus on 
poverty and the need to help those who 
economically are the most vulnerable 
in our Nation. 

Poverty is the root cause of many of 
our Nation’s problems. Those in pov-
erty face challenges that middle- and 
higher-income families simply do not 
have to face. And to be frank, there are 
too many voices in the United States 
Congress that are silent on this issue. 

So I commend the President for talk-
ing about poverty, which we must con-
front and address if we are truly to ful-
fill our mandate to form a more perfect 
Union. 

One of the most devastating effects 
of poverty is hunger, and we cannot 
end hunger now if we’re not talking 
about it. This is a big problem, and it 
is a costly problem. This is a problem 
that is not going away unless we act. 

Mr. Speaker, over 50 million people 
are hungry in America. There are more 
than 50 million people who struggle to 
put food on their tables. Many of these 
are hardworking people whose jobs just 
do not pay enough to feed their fami-
lies. Many are jobless, and many are 
homeless. 
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We need to use every opportunity we 

have to talk about it and to shine a 
light on the plight of the hungry, to 
take hunger out of the shadows and re-
dedicate ourselves to the need to End 
Hunger Now. 

As I said last week, just because over 
50 million people in this country strug-
gle to put food on their tables doesn’t 
mean that we have mass starvation in 
America. Thankfully, we have devel-
oped a safety net that helps protect the 
vast majority of the hungry. SNAP, or 
food stamps, is one of the most impor-
tant parts of that safety net. 

There are a myriad of different ini-
tiatives being used to combat hunger 
in America. There are public, private, 
and nonprofit initiatives that are all 
very successful in their own ways. The 
problem is that these efforts—from 
Federal to State to local governments 
and from nonprofits, like churches and 
food banks, to for-profit businesses— 
are often working independently of 
each other. They are not always con-
nected. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to work smart-
er and more efficiently if we are going 
to End Hunger Now. We need to bring 
everyone together and connect the 
dots. We need a plan. That’s why I’ve 
called for a White House Conference on 
Food and Nutrition. Over the years, 
there have been citywide, countywide, 
and statewide hunger summits. Food 
banks, hospitals, colleges, and univer-
sities have all held these events, but 
there has not been one nationwide hun-
ger summit convened by the White 
House since President Nixon hosted 
such a summit in 1969—over 44 years 
ago. 

We need this conference today more 
than ever because hunger is getting 
worse in America, not better. Our def-
icit and our debt are forcing us to do 
more with less, and that means we 
need to be more efficient and stream-
lined with our resources. Our Federal 
agencies should be talking to each 
other and addressing hunger in a more 
comprehensive and holistic way. 

Why shouldn’t the Departments of 
Labor, of Health and Human Services, 
of Housing and Urban Development, 
and, yes, the Department of Defense sit 
down and talk about the impact hunger 
and nutrition have on their efforts and 
how best they can address this prob-
lem? 

As these agencies coordinate, we will 
need to involve antihunger safety net 
nonprofits, like our food banks, reli-
gious institutions, schools, and hos-
pitals; and we need to bring in the busi-
ness community, including the food 
and beverage community, financial in-
stitutions and manufacturers. We need 
to bring our doctors and nurses, our 
teachers and pastors, our business lead-
ers and politicians, and, yes, the hun-
gry together in one room to develop 
one plan to End Hunger Now. Then we 
need to agree to implement and exe-
cute the plan. 

Mr. Speaker, hunger is a political 
condition. We have the means and the 

knowledge to End Hunger Now. We just 
don’t have the political will. While 
hunger is a political condition, it 
should not be a partisan issue. A White 
House Conference on Food and Nutri-
tion is the forum that we need to gal-
vanize political will to finally end hun-
ger in America. 

Ending hunger takes bold leadership. 
It takes Presidential leadership be-
cause the President is the only one who 
can call everyone together, who can 
get everyone in the same room and on 
the same page in order to come up with 
one meaningful and achievable plan. 
We need the President to rise to the oc-
casion and to say that we are going to 
End Hunger Now. 

Mr. Speaker, I call on the White 
House to host a Conference on Food 
and Nutrition. I call on the White 
House to commit to ending hunger in 
America just as they are working to re-
duce obesity and to improve nutrition. 
I call on the White House to End Hun-
ger Now, and I ask my colleagues, Re-
publicans and Democrats, to join in all 
efforts to End Hunger Now. Mr. Speak-
er, ending hunger now is more than a 
nice phrase. It is something we must 
do. It is our moral obligation. It is 
what a great country like America 
should do—End Hunger Now. 

f 

SEQUESTRATION AND DEFENSE 
SPENDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
part of the air of unreality in Wash-
ington is the myth of our inability to 
contend with budget reductions and 
the threat of sequestration in stabi-
lizing America’s financing. No doubt 
the draconian hand of across-the-board 
cuts in every program from food safety 
to border control to air traffic control 
would be foolish and destructive. 

Let me be clear. The major problem 
in all of this is here in Congress and 
our political structure, which creates 
self-inflicted crises. Sequestration and 
the postal deficit are just two exam-
ples. We know what to do, but you 
would never know it because we spend 
most of our efforts around here describ-
ing and decrying the problems rather 
than doing something about them. 

Let me repeat. The amount of budget 
reduction is something that can, in 
fact, be managed if only we change how 
America does business. Nowhere have 
the cries been more anguished than 
about the impact of sequestration on 
the Department of Defense, ironically, 
from many of the same people who in-
sisted on the sequestration gimmick in 
the first place. As is widely recognized, 
sequestration over the next 10 years 
when applied to the Pentagon’s budget 
would only reduce it in inflation-ad-
justed terms to what it was in 2007 
when the most powerful military in the 
world was engaged in a war in Iraq and 
the challenge in Afghanistan. 
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