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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 TUnited
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.

——
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
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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.

———

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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If Members of Congress pay attention
to the facts, they will see a clear path
to dramatically reduce Pentagon
spending without undermining Amer-
ica’s position of being the most power-
ful Nation on the planet.

Nobody has done a better job of high-
lighting a path forward, an area of op-
portunity, than Walter Pincus, writing
in the pages of The Washington Post
over the course of the last couple of
years as he details the sweep of our nu-
clear weapons program and the spend-
ing trajectory. This morning is his lat-
est offering and should be required
reading for every Member of Congress,
and the ones who whine the loudest
should be forced to read it twice. He de-
tails the vast array of nuclear weapons
that are ready to be deployed within 30
minutes, a relic of our contending with
the former Soviet Union, where deter-
rence was the order of the day and
when we were relying on massive as-
sured mutual destruction of that huge
country with overwhelming force.

Now, not even the most delusional
think we need a fraction of that fire-
power for today’s threats, like North
Korea, and it certainly wouldn’t work
against a nuclear weapon falling in the
arms of some radical extremist. That,
by the way, is most likely to happen
with Pakistan’s proven nuclear capa-
bility than Iran’s, which is still being
developed.

The cost of this overwhelming force,
including its three delivery systems,
ought to give people pause. Consider
the 14 Ohio class submarines, each with
24 ICBMs and each missile armed with
five warheads, each three times the ex-
plosive power of the bombs dropped on
Japan. We’ve got 118 B-52 strategic
bombers and, of course, all of the land-
based missiles where people are in the
silos, ready to launch at a moment’s
notice. It is, by any stretch of the
imagination, extravagance that bor-
ders on lunacy.

The $80 billion the White House was
forced to promise for the upgrades on
the nuclear weapons complex and the
at least $100 billion to replace the stra-
tegic delivery systems that were ex-
tracted in return for votes to pass the
START treaty are obvious places to
begin retrenchment. There are tens, if
not hundreds, of billions of dollars to
be saved over the next 10 years by re-
focusing our defense posture for the
threats of today and the likely ones of
tomorrow. Let’s start cutting this mas-
sive Cold War deterrence based on the
threat of nuclear weapons we’ve never
been able to use, don’t want to use,
shouldn’t use, and can’t afford.

I invite my colleagues, especially
those on the other side of the aisle, to
join us in getting real and getting spe-
cific. There is a clear path forward that
should command the support of Repub-
licans and Democrats alike to achieve
fiscal stability. Let’s rein in out-
rageous crop insurance abuses. Don’t
fight health care reform—accelerate it.
The work we’re doing in Oregon, if ap-
plied nationally, could save up to $1.5
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trillion over the next 10 years. Pay for
the privilege of taking America’s min-
eral wealth by reforming the Mining
Act of 1872, and slash the fossilized nu-
clear weapons program.

———

SOBER TRUTH ON PREVENTING
UNDERAGE DRINKING ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD) for 5
minutes.

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker,
last week, I introduced H.R. 498, to re-
authorize the Sober Truth on Pre-
venting Underage Drinking Act, better
known as the STOP Act.

The original STOP Act passed with
bipartisan support in 2006. It was based
on the recommendations of the 2003 In-
stitute of Medicine report, which out-
lined the extent of the underage drink-
ing problem in the United States. At
that time, 20 percent of eighth graders,
42 percent of 10th graders, and 58 per-
cent of 12th graders reported being
drunk in their lifetimes.
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Designed to address this public
health crisis, the STOP Act established
an interagency committee to coordi-
nate Federal efforts to reduce and ulti-
mately prevent underage drinking.

The law financed public health re-
search on underage drinking, and it au-
thorized a national media campaign to
educate parents about the dangers of
consuming alcohol before the age of 21.

The STOP Act also provided grants
to communities throughout the coun-
try to enhance their underage drinking
prevention efforts. As a result of this
comprehensive approach, we have seen
positive results in both national statis-
tics and in communities across Amer-
ica.

According to the 2012 Monitoring the
Future survey, the lifetime use of alco-
hol by 8th-, 10th-, and 12th-graders is at
the lowest level in years. Unfortu-
nately, there is more that needs to be
done.

Despite the progress we have made,
alcohol continues to be the number one
drug of choice among youth, and the
consequences are devastating.

In addition to costing society over
$62 billion a year, underage drinking by
youths 15-20 years of age is a major
cause of homicide, suicide, and motor
vehicle accidents. And it results in the
deaths of approximately 5,000 youths
every year. Adding to this tragedy is
the fact that all of these consequences
are preventable. This makes reauthor-
ization of the STOP Act even more nec-
essary.

H.R. 498 continues the successful pro-
grams of the original STOP Act and
adds a grant program to train pediatric
health care providers on the best prac-
tices for screening and treating sub-
stance abuse among youth.

Mr. Speaker, the reauthorization of
the STOP Act is an important bipar-
tisan effort to help prevent the need-
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less suffering and costs associated with
underage drinking. I urge my col-
leagues to join me and my original co-
sponsors, Congressman FRANK WOLF
and Congresswoman ROSA DELAURO, by
cosponsoring the STOP reauthorization
bill, H.R. 498, so we can continue to
move forward in our efforts to address
this public health crisis affecting our
children.

———

DOING NOTHING IS NOT AN
OPTION

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

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today with sincere appreciation for the
opportunity I have to represent my re-
gion in our Nation’s Capital. Through-
out the past year, whether it was in
Gray’s Harbor or Port Angeles, Brem-
erton, or Tacoma, what I heard from
folks around my region is they want
solutions to our problems. People want
to get back to work. They want to
start new businesses. They want to ex-
plore new frontiers of science and tech-
nology. They want to help build our
Nation’s bridges and roads. They want
to refurbish our schools and buildings.
I'm passionate about these issues, and
I'm committed to working with my
colleagues from both sides of the aisles
to find new ways to move this economy
forward.

Over the past 6 weeks, I've had the
opportunity to meet with constituents
to talk about their top concerns. And
whether it’s back in Washington State,
or visits with folks who’ve traveled
3,000 miles to our Nation’s capital, the
number one thing that I hear about is
the reckless and devastating impact
that impending across-the-board cuts
would have on our families and on our
communities.

I've heard from educators and admin-
istrators that they face dramatic cuts
that would lead to ballooning class
sizes and significant cuts to financial
aid.

I've heard from parents who are
afraid for their kids who have autism,
fearful that their kids won’t be able to
get the services that they rely on.

I've heard from tribal leaders who
say that these cuts will scale back
community policing on our reserva-
tions and jeopardize patient access to
the Indian Health Service.

And as someone who has spent the
last decade working in economic devel-
opment, I’ve heard from small business
owners who say that all of this uncer-
tainty is making them hesitant to hire
new workers and expand their produc-
tion lines. Virtually every meeting
that I have had has detailed how reck-
less and wrong-headed these across-
the-board cuts would be.

Yesterday, testifying before the
House Armed Services Committee,
Deputy Secretary of Defense Ashton
Carter pointed out that these cuts
aren’t happening because we’ve
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