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Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

THE ECONOMY 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the Jan-
uary jobs report shows that President 
Obama and many others have joined to 
help put our economy on the path to 
recovery. The economy added 257,000 
private sector jobs in January. That is 
the 23rd month in a row that the econ-
omy has added private sector jobs, for 
a total of 3.7 million payroll jobs over 
that same period. 

In January, the unemployment rate 
fell again from 8.5 to 8.3 percent. The 
unemployment rate has fallen .8 per-
cent since August. That is the first 
time in almost 17 years that the unem-
ployment rate has fallen for 5 consecu-
tive months. 

Job growth is occurring across many 
sectors of our economy. In Illinois, we 
are seeing manufacturing jobs return, 
some from overseas, and across the 
country last month the manufacturing 
sector added 50,000 new good-paying 
jobs. 

Don’t get me wrong, we still have a 
long way to go. We have to quickly 
agree on the extension of the payroll 
tax cut, which will expire in just a few 
days. We have to ensure that unem-
ployment benefits for those looking for 
work are continued. We are on the 
right track, but we shouldn’t rest in 
our efforts to foster an economy that is 
built to last. 

I am not a deficit and debt denier. I 
understand the gravity of our fiscal 
challenge, and we need to work to re-
solve these problems. I hope my work 
on the President’s fiscal commission 
and as part of the Gang of 6 shows a 
commitment to this issue. However, as 
Ben Bernanke, Chairman of the Fed-
eral Reserve, said last week: 

Even as fiscal policymakers address the ur-
gent issue of fiscal sustainability, they 
should take care not to necessarily impede 
the current economic recovery. 

Fortunately, the two goals of achieving 
long-term fiscal sustainability and avoiding 
additional fiscal headwinds for the current 
recovery are fully compatible—indeed, they 
are mutually reinforcing. 

On the one hand, a more robust recovery 
will lead to lower deficits and debt in coming 
years. On the other hand, a plan that clearly 
and credibly puts fiscal policy on a path to 
sustainability could help keep longer-term 
interest rates low and improve household 
and business confidence, thereby supporting 
improved economic performance today. 

We can grow our economy and reduce 
the deficit. In fact, it is arguable that 
we can’t balance our books or the 
budget with 14 million people out of 
work. We have to work to put this 
economy back on its feet, to put Amer-
icans back to work earning good in-
comes, paying their fair share of taxes, 
and sustaining a growing economy. 

A credible deficit reduction plan will 
include investments that look to the 

future. Not only can we be fiscally re-
sponsible and still invest in infrastruc-
ture, education, and innovation, we can 
only be fiscally responsible if we do 
make those investments. Failing to in-
vest in the future is a recipe for more 
intractable fiscal problems in the years 
to come. 

Those who say just cut spending and 
ignore the consequences ignore the re-
ality. There are those who say that 
government spending is holding our 
economy back. They say that if we cut 
government spending, somehow we are 
going to enliven and rejuvenate this 
economy. History tells us quite a dif-
ferent story. President Clinton pre-
sided over the strongest period of pri-
vate sector growth in recent memory, 
and he did so while government spend-
ing grew every year from 1995 to 2000. 
In 3 of those years, President Clinton 
generated a balanced budget—the last 
balanced budget we have seen in Wash-
ington. 

It is clear to me that we should be 
heartened by the recent positive eco-
nomic data, but we can’t mistake it for 
a signal to retreat. We have to con-
tinue working to build a strong and fis-
cally sound economy for the 21st cen-
tury. A critical element in that is un-
employment insurance. The January 
report, as I mentioned, says we are on 
the road to recovery, adding 257,000 pri-
vate sector jobs, with the unemploy-
ment rate dipping from 8.5 to 8.3 per-
cent. Even with these gains, more than 
121⁄2 million people are still unem-
ployed and actively looking for work. 
Even more concerning is the number of 
longer term unemployed, which re-
mains at about 5.5 million. The trouble 
finding work isn’t due to lack of initia-
tive. We need more jobs. And until 
there are more jobs available, we 
should maintain unemployment insur-
ance benefits at current levels. 

Maintaining the current level of Fed-
eral unemployment insurance has prov-
en to be one of the best things Congress 
can do to breathe life into this econ-
omy. The Congressional Budget Of-
fice—respected and bipartisan—esti-
mates that every dollar we put into un-
employment insurance not only goes 
into the economy but is respent and is 
worth $1.90 in economic activity. Late 
last year, the Economic Policy Insti-
tute estimated that extending Federal 
unemployment benefits for 1 additional 
year generates $72 billion in economic 
growth, creating over 560,000 jobs over 
the course of the year. 

An estimated 3.2 million people were 
kept out of poverty simply because of 
unemployment insurance checks. As of 
the end of last year, 200,000 individuals 
were collecting unemployment in Illi-
nois, with 43 percent of those unem-
ployed people having children in their 
homes. 

I came to the floor today to reinforce 
for my colleagues and the conferees 
working on the payroll tax-unemploy-
ment insurance bill that this isn’t just 
about numbers, it is about real lives. 

I received a letter from Laurel in De-
cember, who does a far better job of il-

lustrating the role of unemployment 
benefits than anything I can say. Here 
is what Laurel wrote: 

Thank you for working late nights. I am 
from Evanston, IL. I graduated from Evans-
ton Township High School. My position as 
Ethics and Compliance Manager in a large 
multi-national conglomerate was eliminated 
last December 2010. 

I am trained as a lawyer, and have worked 
in international law, economics and policy. 
In addition to a law degree, I have a Master 
of Science in International Relations from 
the London School of Economics. I wrote my 
thesis about US trade policy, the now ex-
pired Agreement on Textiles and Clothing, 
and international economics and labor at 
LSE. 

After working for a think tank in London 
on democracy and participation, I went to 
law school. During law school, I interned at 
the United Nations and later for the legal 
and regulatory group of a Wall Street re-
search service. 

I was working in the legal department of 
Smiths Group on international compliance 
issues when I was laid off. While working for 
Smiths Group, I studied for an LLM in inter-
national comparative law in the evenings. 

After being laid off, I received severance 
from my previous employer and was able to 
get a short-term contract with the World 
Bank after only a few weeks of unemploy-
ment. However, since the end of that con-
tract in July, I have not been able to find a 
job or get a contract. 

My first phase of unemployment ended in 
November. I have now been receiving unem-
ployment insurance payments for 7 months, 
just beginning Phase II. If unemployment in-
surance extensions are not renewed, I under-
stand I will no longer receive payments. 

I am a 38-year-old single female living 
alone. My parents are elderly, and my moth-
er was just diagnosed with breast cancer. My 
dad has had two strokes in the last 6 years. 

I am paying $402 a month in COBRA pay-
ments to keep my health insurance. I rent an 
apartment and unemployment just barely 
covers my rent. I have been living on savings 
since July. Without the help of unemploy-
ment, I will not be able to pay my rent, and 
I am terrified. 

I have had over 20 informational interviews 
and applied to 42 jobs since I first heard my 
job might be eliminated last November. 

The extension of unemployment insurance 
means something to me personally. I need 
more time. I believe at least with some of 
the applications I have submitted in both the 
private sector and government agencies, the 
companies have not hired anyone despite 
posting a job. I believe many companies are 
waiting to see what will happen with govern-
ment contracts, and agencies are stalled due 
to the hiring freeze or funding. I know some-
thing has to come through soon . . . I sup-
port the efforts to support the extension of 
unemployment benefits. 

Is this an example of someone who is 
not trying, someone who is not trained 
and educated? Just the opposite. Here 
is a person who clearly has been driven 
her entire life to develop skills, to 
challenge herself, to improve her abil-
ity to earn and learn, and here she is 
out of work and desperate. She doesn’t 
know which way to turn. She is single. 
She may not be able to pay her rent. 
Are unemployment benefits important 
for her to keep her on the track of find-
ing a job? Of course they are. The 
money we give her will be spent back 
into the economy to create a better 
economic climate. 
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I have received thousands of letters 

along these lines in the last 2 years. If 
Congress doesn’t move quickly to 
maintain unemployment insurance 
benefits, millions of workers relying on 
this program will be left without a life-
line. The Joint Economic Committee 
estimates that 3.3 million workers will 
exhaust benefits by June if we fail to 
act—nearly 170,000 in Illinois. I am con-
cerned about what this will do to our 
country and especially what it will do 
to these people—our neighbors, mem-
bers of our families, friends, folks who 
just need a helping hand. 

Prematurely ending unemployment 
insurance or the payroll tax cut would 
make our economic recovery more dif-
ficult. There may be some political 
strategists who would applaud that, 
saying: Well, a little bit of pain for a 
few months here and we can change 
that President into another person. Let 
someone else take the job. 

I think that is very shortsighted. Of 
course, I support the President, make 
no mistake about it, but to sacrifice 
the well-being of this country and the 
growth of our economy for the sake of 
an election is just plain wrong. 

Conferees in the Congress must act 
soon to maintain a robust unemploy-
ment insurance system for those still 
struggling to find work. Now is not the 
time to roll back unemployment insur-
ance. 

MARKETPLACE FAIRNESS ACT 
Mr. President, there is one other 

issue I would like to raise at this point, 
and it is one I have worked on for some 
period of time with Senator MIKE ENZI. 
It relates to a phenomena all of us are 
aware of—Internet sales. There is hard-
ly an American with access to a com-
puter who doesn’t buy something on 
the computer. I do, and lots of families 
do—some of the basics, in addition to 
some other things that may be just as-
pirational purchasing. But the inter-
esting thing that has happened over 
the years is we have allowed the Inter-
net retailer to have a different position 
when it comes to their tax liability. 

I talked to a lot of local businesses in 
Illinois, small businesses, businesses on 
Main Street. Some of them think 
things are getting better and I do too. 
They sense the worst may be behind us 
and the future is looking brighter. But 
at the same time, they share with me 
the frustration they have currently 
now with customers coming into their 
shops and businesses looking for every-
thing from running shoes to sporting 
equipment—you name it—and then, 
just about the time when they have 
tried on the second or third pair of 
shoes, looked in the mirror, got every-
thing squared away as to what they are 
going to buy, they sometimes pull out 
their phones, turn on an app, and take 
a picture of the barcode on the product. 

You see, there is an app which allows 
a person to find out where they can buy 
that very same product cheapest on the 
Internet. So here is the local retailer 
doing their part to make a sale, and it 
turns out they get nothing from the ex-
perience. 

What is the advantage that Internet 
sellers have over those who have busi-
nesses on streets and highways across 
America? One advantage relates to 
sales tax. In my home State of Illinois, 
the payment of sales tax on Internet 
purchases is voluntary and personal. If 
one does not declare it and pay it, it is 
not collected. We are supposed to pay 
it, but many people do not. So those 
selling on the Internet, subject to local 
sales tax, in fact are not collecting 
that sales tax. I think that can change 
and should. 

Becky Anderson owns Anderson 
Bookstores in Naperville, IL—a great 
little town. She described to me how 
she loses sales every day because con-
sumers walk in, ask her questions, and 
then buy an item online from remote 
retailers because they do not collect 
sales tax. 

Becky understands most customers 
do not realize they do owe the sales tax 
to the State of Illinois and local units 
of the government. They say: 

This runaway train may undermine more 
than our bottom lines. It’s not a stretch to 
say entire Main Street districts could dis-
appear. 

That is Becky’s conclusion after hav-
ing watched what happens with these 
Internet sales not collecting sales tax. 

She talks about how a local shoe-
store in downtown Naperville was 
forced to close and lay off employees, 
strictly because of Internet sales. The 
local business owner, Michael Abt, 
president of Electronics, in Glenview, 
IL, described in detail how our current 
system results in a built-in price ad-
vantage for Internet retailers. Mike 
said: 

Oftentimes with consumer electronics, the 
profit margin is 10 percent or less. Abt col-
lects 9.25 percent sales tax. When an online 
competitor does not collect it and then offers 
free shipping, it is a huge advantage for [his] 
competition. 

Local businesses will never be able to 
compete if we continue to provide a 
built-in price advantage for online re-
tailers by exempting them from sales 
and use tax collection. There was a 
time, I guess—and I heard the argu-
ment here—that we did not consider 
the sales tax for online sales because, 
the argument was made, they may not 
survive; it is a fledgling industry. 

That day is long gone. They are cer-
tainly not fledgling; they are in full 
flight. 

Over the past decade, online retail 
has become an important part of Amer-
ican commerce. Online retail allows 
customers to compare prices, shop 
around right in the comfort of their 
living room. At the same time, local 
businesses such as Anderson Book-
stores in Naperville compete with on-
line retailers by trying to provide good 
service at the lowest prices they can. 
These local businesses also invest in 
our communities. They hire local 
workers. They pay local property 
taxes. They are involved in commu-
nities supporting baseball teams and 
charity efforts in their community. 

They are our neighbors and they de-
serve a fair shake. 

Last year, Senator ENZI, LAMAR 
ALEXANDER of Tennessee, and I joined 
in introducing the Marketplace Fair-
ness Act, with seven additional cospon-
sors—Senators TIM JOHNSON, BOOZMAN, 
JACK REED, BLUNT of Missouri, WHITE-
HOUSE, CORKER and PRYOR. We recently 
added Senators BENNET and CARDIN. 
This bipartisan group of Senators un-
derstands we have to do more to ensure 
a fair marketplace for American busi-
nesses. The bill will level the playing 
field for Main Street businesses and 
limit the current built-in price advan-
tage given to online retailers. It allows 
States to treat brick and mortar retail-
ers the same as online retailers by pro-
viding two streamlined approaches for 
States to require collection of both 
sales and use taxes. 

The bill also includes a small seller 
exemption that will ensure small on-
line retailers are exempt from the re-
quirement to collect sales and use 
taxes. The notion is that if Grandma 
Franken has an apple butter recipe and 
makes a few cases each year to the de-
light of all her neighbors, she will not 
be burdened with this responsibility of 
selling it online and collecting sales 
tax. 

Let me be clear. This bill does not 
impose any new taxes. This bill does 
not raise taxes, period. It does not 
amend the Internal Revenue Code at 
all. It simply is a collection issue that 
for too long has put local businesses at 
a disadvantage. The real job creators in 
America, many of them, are the small 
businesses in our communities that 
struggle to get by every day, and when 
they get better and they get well, 
America gets well. Now is the time to 
help these retailers. 

It also is going to help State and 
local budgets, those that are trying to 
make ends meet in a tough economy. I 
hope we can get this done and done 
quickly. 

One thing I would like to add. The 
largest online retailer in America, 
amazon.com, supports our legislation. 
We are not at war with online retailers. 
They have concluded it is best to have 
a uniform, streamlined system that 
uses available software for collection 
from a retailer and distribution 
through the State departments of rev-
enue. It is voluntary. We do not impose 
a mandate on any State to adopt this, 
although I think every one of them 
will, and this moves us finally in the 
direction of fairness—fairness not only 
for those who are doing the bricks and 
mortar sales but fairness for all cus-
tomers and all retailers across Amer-
ica. 

I commend this bill to all colleagues. 
If we truly believe, as many of us have 
spoken time and again, in the value of 
small business to economic recovery, 
most small businesspeople will tell you 
this is a critical element in their com-
petitive edge and their ability to hire 
more people and be able to be profit-
able all across the Nation. 
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I yield the floor and suggest the ab-

sence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

FRANKEN). The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. COATS. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
SHAHEEN). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

HHS CONTRACEPTION MANDATE 

Mr. COATS. Madam President, I rise 
today to call upon the President of the 
United States to rescind one of the 
most radical and unconstitutional 
mandates ever issued, a mandate that 
requires faith-based organizations, hos-
pitals, and educational institutions to 
provide and pay for health insurance 
coverage that violates the fundamental 
tenets of their faith. 

Our Founding Fathers believed so 
deeply in the importance of religious 
freedom that they made it the very 
first American principle in the Bill of 
Rights. The first amendment to the 
Constitution reads, in part: 

Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion or prohibiting the 
free exercise thereof. 

On January 20, the Obama adminis-
tration announced one of the greatest 
deviations from this constitutional 
guarantee of religious freedom in our 
Nation’s history. This Federal rule is a 
blatant assault on the conscience 
rights of any organization or any indi-
vidual who opposes abortion or the use 
of contraceptives. 

While I am a pro-life Senator and be-
lieve that life begins at conception, I 
am not someone that supports banning 
contraception. But I do support the 
right of those who hold the belief that 
those tenets should be respected, and 
that Federal mandates, Federal regula-
tions, and Federal laws should not be 
used to overturn that belief. 

I do not believe this ruling was an 
oversight. The Obama administration 
doubled down on its ruling by ignoring 
the numerous efforts by faith-based or-
ganizations to be granted an exemp-
tion. This issue is not a debate over 
whether the use of contraceptives is 
right or wrong. This is not a debate 
over whether the health care law is the 
right policy or the wrong policy. I do 
believe personally that the ObamaCare 
policy is the wrong policy for this Na-
tion. But this is a debate over whether 
the Congress is going to sit idly by and 
watch the administration walk all over 
freedom of religion—and not just the 
Congress but the institutions of Amer-
ica and the people of America—a core 
American principle or will we stand 
and protect what our Founding Fathers 
put their lives on the line for and what 
millions of Americans practice each 
day. 

Catholic institutions, whether they 
be social services or universities such 
as the University of Notre Dame in 

South Bend, will have one of two 
choices: they can either pay for health 
insurance that covers things such as 
sterilization or birth control, despite 
their deeply held religious objections, 
or they can refuse to offer any sort of 
health insurance to their employees, 
which will result in these organizations 
facing significant fines and penalties 
while their employees are forced to 
seek health insurance elsewhere. 

In other words, the Obama adminis-
tration is saying: Compromise your re-
ligious beliefs to comply with our mas-
sive Federal health care law or you and 
your employees will face a penalty. 

While this decision will greatly im-
pact many in the Catholic faith, it will 
also extend beyond a singular religious 
denomination. A wide variety of reli-
gious institutions and organizations 
across the country will resist providing 
insurance coverage for birth control. 
Cardinal-designate Timothy Dolan, 
president of the U.S. Conference on 
Catholic Bishops, said: 

Never before has the Federal Government 
forced individuals and organizations to go 
out into the marketplace and buy a product 
that violates their conscience. This 
shouldn’t happen in a land where free exer-
cise of religion ranks first in the Bill of 
Rights. 

Although a blatant violation of the 
first amendment, this ruling is a cul-
mination of attacks on religious and 
faith-based organizations by this ad-
ministration. I fear, as Washington 
Post columnist Michael Gerson noted 
in his article today, that such a trend 
will threaten the good work being done 
by faith-based groups—of any faith— 
whether it be Catholic, Protestant, 
Jewish or Muslim. Any group or non-
profit hospital or charity that is work-
ing to provide services to people in 
need now has to compromise their 
basic religious tenets in order to con-
tinue to provide that insurance cov-
erage for their employees or pay a fine 
by not doing so. 

There have been some bills intro-
duced in the Senate to rescind this. I 
would hope that those in the adminis-
tration who are listening to the people 
and listening to the protests that are 
being made against this almost uncon-
scionable mandate will not stand by 
idly and wait to see whether Congress 
will act because we will act. We will 
act as soon as we can. I would hope 
that they would reconsider this sweep-
ing unconstitutional ruling which is in 
direct violation of the first amend-
ment. 

George Washington once said: 
Every man, conducting himself as a good 

citizen and being accountable to God alone 
for his religious opinions, ought to be pro-
tected in worshiping the Deity according to 
the dictates of his own conscience. 

We must take a stand to protect this 
inalienable right, the right of con-
science established by our Founding 
Fathers and sustained for over 200 
years. 

Mr. President, you can undo this 
wrong by rescinding this mandate that 

has been imposed in violation of the 
most basic of human rights and prin-
ciples of our Constitution. I am calling 
on you to do so. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. BOOZMAN. Madam President, I 

ask that I be recognized to speak. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator is recognized. 
Mr. BOOZMAN. Madam President, I 

come to the floor today to add my 
voice in opposition to President 
Obama’s unwillingness to respect the 
conscience rights of religious institu-
tions. 

On January 20, the Department of 
Health and Human Services issued a 
mandate requiring almost all private 
health insurance policies, including 
those issued by religious institutions, 
to cover free sterilizations and contra-
ceptives at no cost to policyholders. 

What this means, in simple terms, is 
that churches are exempt from the 
mandate, but institutions such as 
church-run universities, hospitals, and 
nonprofits must comply with the gov-
ernment regulation. Therefore, in order 
to continue to operate, these church- 
run institutions must violate the very 
beliefs that inspire them to care for the 
least among us. 

I would not be surprised to see many 
of these faith-based institutions dis-
appear should this mandate move for-
ward. Despite the President’s conten-
tion this outcome is not what he in-
tends, his mandate unfairly forces peo-
ple to choose between their health and 
their moral or religious values. 

Many parents, Christians and others, 
object to sterilization, agents that 
abort, and contraceptives. Americans 
should not have to pay for services or 
health care plans that conflict with 
their deeply held religious beliefs. This 
is purely a political decision on the 
part of the administration, and it 
shows that President Obama will do 
whatever necessary to appease his base 
and protect his own job, even if it 
means the blatant infringement on 
first amendment rights. 

With this mandate, President Obama 
is not only trampling religious lib-
erties, he is also confirming what many 
feared when this health care bill be-
came law. Americans saw this massive 
expansion of government as a threat to 
individual rights. This mandate, one of 
the first based on the President’s 
health care bill, does little to comfort 
those concerns. In fact, it comes across 
as confirmation the President intends 
to force on us his belief that he knows 
what is best for Americans when it 
comes to our health care choices. 

In an effort to fight the administra-
tion’s overreach, I have joined with 
several of my colleagues in supporting 
legislation to protect freedom of con-
science and prohibit the government 
from imposing mandates on our reli-
gious employers. Religious institutions 
play a critical role in our communities. 
If Federal policies make it difficult for 
those institutions to continue impor-
tant social services without going 
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