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The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. LEAHY).

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Our Father, far from the world, we
come to You in prayer, boldly entering
Your throne room to be blessed by
Your sweet presence. Thank You for
the calm retreat of fellowship with
You.

Thank You for our lawmakers. Con-
tinue to inspire and sustain them, as
Your wisdom illuminates their path.
May they be faithful in their service to
this Nation and to you. Lord, dwell in
this Chamber and in their minds so
that they will think Your thoughts and
discover Your solutions.

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
majority leader is recognized.
——

SCHEDULE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following
leader remarks the Senate will be in
morning business until 5:30 p.m.

Today at 5:30 p.m. the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 743, the Mar-
ketplace Fairness Act. There will be
two rollcall votes in order to complete
action on that bill. The filing deadline
for all second-degree amendments to S.
743 is 4 p.m. today.

I have been told, and staff has indi-
cated to me, that we believe there will
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be an agreement that we will not have
to have the vote this evening on the
water resources bill; that we can just
move to it sometime tomorrow. Other-
wise, if we can’t work that out, there
will be a third rollcall vote on the mo-
tion to invoke cloture on the motion to
proceed to the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act.

——
THE BUDGET

Mr. REID. Mr. President, for 38
straight months private sector compa-
nies have added new jobs and put
Americans back to work, 7 million
Americans in all. They have done it in
spite of economic policies that ham-
pered growth—harsh austerity policies
Republicans have forced on the econ-
omy for the last 2 years. Yet the Dow
Jones Industrial Average and the other
indicators hit an all-time high last
week and the manufacturing sector re-
mains strong.

While the economy isn’t back to full
strength, and that certainly is the
truth, last week’s job report shows we
have made remarkable progress in 3
years. But just imagine how strong job
growth could have been if Republicans
had not insisted on round after round
of meat axe budget cuts that undercut
economic expansion.

Every expert, every respected econo-
mist says the best way to encourage a
recovery, the best way to create jobs is
with targeted investments and bal-
anced deficit reduction. The most re-
sponsible way to reduce our deficit is
to get away from short-term fixes, last-
minute negotiations and, instead, pur-
sue a responsible budget process. We
can’t begin to find common ground if
we never get to the negotiating table.
That is why again today I will ask
unanimous consent to go to conference
with the House on the budget, the
budget that we passed.

For 2 years my Republican colleagues
have complained the Senate had not
passed a budget resolution, even

though we had enacted a budget with
the force of law and signed by Presi-
dent Obama. Remember, a budget reso-
lution is just an inter-Congress matter.
It doesn’t have anything to do with the
President. He doesn’t have to sign that,
but we enacted a budget with the force
of law and signed by President Obama.

The Republicans complained and
complained: Why didn’t we do a budget
resolution? We had something much
better than a budget resolution, but for
2 years Republicans longed for the days
of regular order. We know because they
told us so. They wanted amendments;
we gave them amendments. They want-
ed bills to go through committee; they
got bills reported out of committees.
Republicans were desperate for the
Senate to vote on a budget resolution
that would set spending priorities for
the fiscal year. They got them. We
passed a budget resolution under reg-
ular order, complete with a late-night
budget vote-arama that lasted until 5
a.m. that included more than 100 indi-
vidual votes. Still, the House has re-
fused to go to conference with us. Since
they got what they claimed they want-
ed, their interest in regular order has
not just waned, it disappeared.

They don’t want to go to conference
as we would under the regular order—
that they said they wanted. They don’t
even want to name conferees. We tried
to get that out of this body.

The ranking Republican on the Sen-
ate Budget Committee admitted these
stall tactics were an effort to provide
political cover for his colleagues in the
House. This is what he said:

There are difficulties in the fact that we
haven’t been able to have any understanding
on how this conference might work and what
prospects we have for success might be. I
think it’s possible that we could succeed, but
at this point we’re not close enough to an-
ticipate a successful conference and that pre-
sents complications for the House.

Can you imagine? They don’t have
any understanding how this conference
might work. Well, probably one of the
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reasons he doesn’t have an under-
standing of how a conference works is
because they have stopped us from
going to conference on virtually every-
thing.

He also says: We don’t know what the
prospects are for success. That is what
conference is all about. The Senate
passes a bill, the House passes a bill,
and we sit down and try to work it out.

He said:

I think it’s possible that we could succeed,
but at this point we’re not close enough to
anticipate a successful conference, and that
presents complications for the House.

We are the United States Senate, not
the United States House of Representa-
tives. We should do our business and
not be worried about the tea party-
driven House of Representatives. The
budget process is the only way to work
through our differences without bring-
ing the country to the brink of another
artificial crisis. To accelerate job
growth and reduce the deficit without
harming the economy, we have to
make important and smart spending
cuts, while asking the most fortunate
among us to do a little better, con-
tribute a little more.

The arbitrary across-the-board cuts
of the so-called sequester do just the
exact opposite. The sequester uses a
meat cleaver where a scalpel is needed.
The sequester cuts were designed to be
too painful—so painful they would
force the supercommittee to reach a bi-
partisan compromise. We all remember
what happened there. Republicans re-
fused to allow one penny of revenue.
When they did that, they insisted on a
cuts-only approach. They ensured the
sequester would kick in.

Eliminating sequester is part of a
larger challenge: to set sound long-
term fiscal policy through the regular
order of the budget process, which they
said they wanted—they, the Repub-
licans. Now they have walked away
from it. That will take cooperation.
Remember, Democrats and Republicans
voted for these arbitrary cuts, and
Democrats and Republicans will have
to work together to reverse them.

Why are my Republican colleagues so
afraid? We know the two sides will not
agree on every aspect of the budget. We
know finding common ground will not
be easy.

We can get it done. We used to do it
until we have been stopped from doing
everything by a tea party-driven House
of Representatives and the strongly in-
fluenced Republicans in the Senate by
the tea party. Republicans believe in
one set of principles for how the gov-
ernment should spend money and how
it should save money.

Democrats have very different prin-
ciples. Republicans would lower taxes
for the rich while the middle class
foots the bill. Democrats would ask the
wealthiest individuals and corporations
to contribute a little more to reduce
the deficit. Republicans would turn
Medicaid into a voucher program, in ef-
fect doing away with Medicaid as we
know it.
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Democrats would preserve and pro-
tect Medicare for future generations.
Republicans would use more harsh aus-
terity to reduce the deficit. Democrats
would adopt a balanced approach that
couples smart spending cuts with new
revenue from closing loopholes.

Remember, we have already cut more
than $2.5 trillion from the debt. We
have our differences, but Democrats
aren’t afraid to work out those dif-
ferences. We are ready to go to con-
ference to begin the difficult work of
compromise.

If this Congress is serious about re-
ducing the deficit and protecting the
economy, we need to go to work now,
not wait until this minor impasse—and
that is what it is—turns into another
major manufactured crisis, which the
House loves to send to us at the last
minute.

—————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
H. CON. RES. 25

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the Senate proceed to
the consideration of Calendar No. 33, H.
Con. Res. 25; that all after the enacting
clause be stricken; that the amend-
ment, which is at the desk, the text of
S. Con. Res. 8, the budget resolution
passed by the Senate, be inserted in
lieu thereof; that H. Con. Res. 25, as
amended, be agreed to; the motion to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon the table; that the Senate insist
on its amendment, request a con-
ference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses, and
the chair be authorized to appoint con-
ferees on the part of the Senate, all
with no intervening action or debate.

I have just been informed that there
is no one from the Republican side to
object to this, so I will renew this. I
want everyone put on notice that we
are going to ask that we follow regular
order, which the Republicans have been
whining about for 2 years. That is what
we want to do, and that is what this
consent is all about.

I would withdraw this request until
the Republicans show up to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KAINE). The unanimous consent request
is withdrawn.

———

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will be
in a period of morning business until
5:30 p.m., with Senators permitted to
speak therein for up to 10 minutes
each.

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
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The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KiNG). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

MARKETPLACE FAIRNESS ACT

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I rise today
to urge my colleagues to vote for the
Marketplace Fairness Act in just over
an hour or so from now. I have said
many times over the past few weeks—
and, in fact, I have been saying it for
the past 12 years as I have worked on
this issue, but it is worth repeating—
this bill is about fairness. It is about
leveling the playing field between the
brick and mortar and online companies
and it is about collecting a tax that is
already due. It is not about raising
taxes, taxing the Internet, or taxing
Internet access.

This bill in general, and this bill in
particular, has grabbed the attention
of Members of the Senate and their
constituents back home. Unfortu-
nately, the misinformation that is
being disseminated by many has added
confusion and anxiety about what the
bill does and does not do. For example,
the Americans For Tax Reform sent me
a detailed letter last week asking
many questions. It appears the letter
was not meant to find resolution or a
path forward with this issue but ulti-
mately to confuse my colleagues prior
to tonight’s vote. Senator ALEXANDER
and I responded to the 16 questions in
order to provide clarity for the organi-
zation and its members.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD the
two letters to which I just referred.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD as follows:

AMERICANS FOR TAX REFORM,
Washington, DC, May 2, 2013.
Hon. MIKE ENZI,
Senate Russell Office Building,
DC.

DEAR SENATOR ENZzI: We believe that there
are a number of unanswered questions con-
cerning the Marketplace Fairness Act that
remain troubling to taxpayers. We would ap-
preciate your leadership in answering the
following questions regarding the legislation
as it stands and the recent manager’s amend-
ment that you filed to S. 743, the Market-
place Fairness Act.

1) What measures protect businesses from
tax audits, court proceedings and penalties
like tax liens imposed on a business by state
departments of revenue where the business
has no physical presence? How will business-
men and women be protected over time from
politicians in a different state that they can-
not vote for or against? Is there a danger of
establishing taxation without representa-
tion?

2) Does the bill prevent double taxation by
removing the Use Tax? If states still have a
Use Tax law on the books what provisions of
MFA prevent states from charging Use Tax
in addition to sales tax?

3) Can states audit remote sellers for cus-
tomer data and then retroactively (i.e., prior

Washington,
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