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create private sector jobs. The Presi-
dent’s new plan will reduce the deficit
by $4 trillion over 12 years. He does
that by reducing spending by $2 trillion
but raising taxes by $1 trillion, and,
thus, lowering interest payments by $1
trillion. The President has again failed
to realize that we don’t have a revenue
problem, we have a spending problem.

At least a couple times since I have
been in the Senate, I have heard this
argument: Let’s increase taxes $1, and
we will reduce expenditures $2 or $3 or
$4—sometimes it is $2, sometimes $3,
and sometimes $4 behind those ideas.
That sounds very good, doesn’t it? But
here is why it doesn’t work and why
bringing in $1 in new taxes actually
leads to spending of $1.17. I often quote
Professor Dave Vedder of Ohio Univer-
sity, who has studied tax increases and
spending for a long period of time. In
fact, you increase taxes until you de-
cide to do something else with the
taxes. But appropriations are reviewed
annually and, for some reason or other,
after that first year, appropriations
tend to creep up and up and up. Con-
sequently, the well-intentioned raising
of taxes $1 and reducing expenditures
by $3 or $4—as well intended as it is, it
gradually is eroded on the expenditure
side—that half of that proposition—so
you end up not reducing expenditures
as you have originally indicated.

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, may I address the Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered. The Senator
is recognized.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, we have come through a crisis. It
is not over yet because we don’t have a
law that has been passed by both
Houses averting the shutdown of the
government, and once it has passed
both Houses—which we anticipate to-
morrow—then it will be signed into law
by the President, and we will avert the
shutdown.

Had there been a shutdown or, in the
alternative, had a law proposed in the
House of Representatives, H.R. 1, been
law, what we would have seen is a num-
ber of the hunger programs we have
being savaged. There would have been a
huge savaging of the feeding programs
around the world—USAID, an arm of
the State Department, which saves un-
told thousands, if not millions, of lives,
particularly of children. They have a
program right now in Africa, for exam-
ple, of just providing mosquito netting,
which cuts malaria by 30 percent. But
also, USAID uses a lot of American ag-
riculture to help feed hungry popu-
lations. Those programs would have
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been cut significantly had H.R. 1, the
House of Representatives’ appropria-
tions bill, been the final decision.

Fortunately, it wasn’t and, fortu-
nately, for the hunger programs, both
abroad and at home, the least among
us will not have to suffer those cut-
backs to the budget for the duration of
this fiscal year—for the next 6 months.

Even so, there were some significant
cuts in what has been agreed to in the
funding for hunger programs here in
America. There was a $500 million cut
in the Women, Infants, and Children
Program, otherwise known as WIC, the
Federal health and nutrition program
for women, infants, and children. We
will have to deal with this, as we are
now putting together the mathematics
in building the next budget for 2012.

I decided to come over and talk be-
cause I wish to talk about one of my
closest personal friends, former Con-
gressman and former Ambassador,
Tony Hall of Ohio, who started a fast 16
days ago. That fast he is going to con-
tinue, only having water. He is going
all the way through Easter, which is
another week and a half away. The du-
ration of that fast will be somewhere
around a month.

You can imagine what happens to
your body when you don’t take in any
nourishment other than water for 30
days. That is what Tony Hall is doing.
It is very interesting that people are
joining him. Some 35,000 people nation-
wide have joined Tony in a fast. It may
not be a complete fast such as he is
doing, with only water, and it may be
just that they are doing a fast 1 day a
week. It is interesting that 30 Members
of the House of Representatives have
joined their former colleague, Con-
gressman Tony Hall, in this fast, and
that includes—as just announced—14
U.S. women lawmakers who plan to
protest the deep cuts in the programs
that help the poor and battle hunger in
the United States and overseas.

In conclusion, you can tell a great
nation by how it takes care of the least
of those among us. It is certainly a
part of our Judeo-Christian heritage,
throughout the Hebrew Scriptures and
the New Testament, that, over and
over, the most referenced part of the
Scriptures is the obligation of a society
to take care of the least privileged
among us.

Back in the old days, some 2,000
years ago—and even before—they had a
social security system in that agricul-
tural economy of the time called glean-
ing. Those who owned the wheat fields
would go in and reap the wheat, but it
was the standard practice of the day
that they would leave enough wheat on
the stalks so the poor could come in
and glean the fields in order that they
would have sustenance. That was their
social security system of the day. Our
systems of aiding the poor are much
more sophisticated and include the pro-
grams of USAID, and here at home a
lot through the Department of Agri-
culture. But as we have to cut the
budget, we must constantly remind

April 13, 2011

ourselves, as Ambassador Tony Hall is
reminding us right now with his fast
for a month, that it is an obligation of
all of us to take care of the least
among us.

I will close by quoting that passage
from Matthew 25: When you did it for
the least of these, my brothers and sis-
ters, you were doing it for me.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEN-
NET). The majority leader is recog-
nized.

Mr. REID. Before my friend leaves
the floor, I had the good fortune to
serve in the House, as my friend did,
with Tony Hall, a very dedicated,
thoughtful man. I wasn’t aware of his
doing this fast. That is a real fast. It
shows how strongly he feels and has
felt for many years about this. So it is
nice my friend from Florida brought
this to the attention of the American
people.

————

EXTENSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the period of morn-
ing business for debate only be ex-
tended until 7 p.m. tonight, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10
minutes each, and that at 7 p.m. I be
recognized.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Without objection, it is so
ordered.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that on Thursday, April
14, following any leader remarks, the
Senate proceed to a period of morning
business for debate only with Senators
permitted to speak for up to 10 minutes
each until the Senate receives the pa-
pers from the House with respect to the
following items:

H.R. 1473, the Department of Defense
and Full-Year Continuing Appropria-
tions Act for fiscal year 2011; H. Con.
Res. 35, a correcting resolution relative
to a prohibition of Federal funds for
health care reform; and H. Con. Res. 36,
a correcting resolution relative to a
prohibition of Federal funds for
Planned Parenthood; that when the
Senate receives the papers from the
House, the Senate proceed to votes on
the two concurrent resolutions and
passage of the bill in the following
order: H. Con. Res. 35, H. Con. Res. 36,
and H.R. 1473; that there be 2 minutes
of debate equally divided prior to each
vote; that there be no amendment in
order to the bill or the concurrent reso-
lutions prior to the votes; that the mo-
tions to reconsider be considered made
and laid upon the table; that the cor-
recting resolutions and the bill be sub-
ject to a 60-vote threshold; that the
only points of order and motions in
order be budget points of order and the
applicable motions to waive; further,
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