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requirements for new Federal build-
ings—in particular, our colleagues on 
this side of the aisle, Senator MANCHIN 
and Senator WHITEHOUSE, and on the 
other side of the aisle I wish to thank 
Senator HOEVEN. They were very in-
volved in the nuts and bolts of redoing 
this legislation. Suffice it to say that 
the three of them would be the first to 
say they don’t agree on every possible 
energy policy subject matter. Yet the 
three of them came together, worked 
with this coalition of groups I have de-
scribed, and made significant improve-
ments in the already good bill after 
September. As a result of their work, 
we have generated financial savings 
that made it possible to include the 
Isakson-Bennet legislation on residen-
tial mortgages, which is a very signifi-
cant and positive development in the 
energy efficiency field. 

This is not a small matter, taking 
bold steps to improve energy efficiency 
in residential mortgages the way our 
colleagues Senator ISAKSON and Sen-
ator BENNET have done in a bipartisan 
fashion. The reason this efficiency leg-
islation is back is because it is sensible 
and has bipartisan appeal. It is about 
cutting waste and creating jobs. Pass-
ing this legislation would be the big-
gest step in years toward tapping the 
enormous potential of energy effi-
ciency, which is the most sensible and 
cheapest energy source America has. 

Here are the most relevant figures 
with respect to the benefits of this bill. 
The bill will save about 2.8 billion 
megawatt hours of electricity by 2030, 
according to the American Council for 
an Energy-Efficient Economy. To 
translate this into something people 
can put their arms around, if we are 
going to generate 2.8 billion megawatt 
hours—and that is the projection for 
this bill—our country would have to 
build 10 new nuclear powerplants, at a 
cost of billions of dollars each, and run 
them for more than 20 years. An addi-
tional provision of the bill updates and 
promotes voluntary model building 
codes, making residential and commer-
cial buildings more efficient through 
the installation of new equipment, in-
sulation, and other efficiency tech-
nologies. There is money to be saved 
and there is energy to be saved. That is 
the kind of work this legislation ac-
complishes. 

What I have described is possibly not 
the most flashy of stories we might be 
contemplating here in Washington. It 
might not be at the top of every single 
account on the nightly news, but busi-
nesses understand how valuable this is. 
Businesses understand that there is 
money to be made here. That is why 
more than 250 companies and associa-
tions endorse the bill, including the 
chamber of commerce, which I think 
would be the first to state that they 
don’t see themselves as a bleeding 
heart environmental organization. I 
was struck by a headline in forbes.com 
not long ago that read ‘‘The Shaheen- 
Portman Energy Savings Act: It’s the 
economy, stupid.’’ Forbes, a prominent 
business publication, got it right. 

If Congress can pass this bill, it 
would immediately become one of the 
largest job-creating efforts the Senate 
will enact this year, creating an esti-
mated 192,000 new jobs by 2030. It can 
also make a tremendous difference in 
our country’s economic competitive-
ness, bringing savings to businesses 
and families, reducing demands on our 
electric grid, and reducing greenhouse 
gas emissions. 

Having watched the development of 
this legislation as the former chair of 
the Energy Committee and now chair 
of the Finance Committee, I think 
every Member of the Senate under-
stands how important it is to secure a 
cleaner, more efficient, job-creating 
energy future. This legislation provides 
that opportunity. It was a good bill 
when the Senate considered it last Sep-
tember, it is an even better bill to-
night, and to a great extent it is made 
better because colleagues such as Sen-
ator JOE MANCHIN and Senator SHEL-
DON WHITEHOUSE and Senator HOEVEN 
have worked together on a very con-
tentious matter involving renewable 
energy in Federal buildings. It is the 
latest demonstration of good will and 
comity that has dominated this debate, 
at least as it relates to the substance 
of discussing energy efficiency legisla-
tion. 

I thank our chair Senator LANDRIEU 
for the first-rate job she has done not 
only on this but on the matters before 
the Energy Committee. I also thank 
my good friend and colleague Senator 
MURKOWSKI for the same sorts of ef-
forts she made to work with me as the 
chair and Senator LANDRIEU. I think 
those efforts are going to pay off. Let’s 
make sure they pay off immediately 
with the Senate this week moving for-
ward and passing the bipartisan Sha-
heen-Portman legislation. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BLUMENTHAL). The Senator from Geor-
gia. 

TRIBUTE TO LARRY WALKER, JR. 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 

rise today to talk about a dear friend 
of mine who last Friday, at the joint 
spring meeting in Las Vegas, received 
the American Bar Association’s Solo, 
Small Firm and General Practice Divi-
sion’s 2014 Lifetime Achievement 
Award. 

Larry Walker is a lawyer in Perry, 
GA. He is a lifetime resident of Perry 
and went back to his hometown of 
Perry to practice in 1965. I am so proud 
that Larry has been recognized by his 
peers—of which I am one, as a prac-
ticing lawyer in Georgia before I came 
into government. Larry epitomizes 
what lawyers look to when you think 
of someone who is a good lawyer. 

The award he received recognizes 
solo and small firm attorneys who are 
widely accepted by their peers as hav-
ing significant lifetime distinction, ex-
ceptional achievement, and distinction 
in an exemplary way. Winners are 
viewed by other solo and small firm 
practitioners as epitomizing the ideals 

of the legal profession of solo and small 
firm practitioners. 

Larry began his law career, as I say, 
in 1965 when he came back to Perry to 
practice law. He became a judge of the 
Perry Municipal Court at the age of 23. 
In 1972 Larry ran for the General As-
sembly of Georgia and won the seat 
that was formerly held by soon-to-be- 
Senator Sam Nunn. He served in the 
General Assembly until 2005. In 1986 he 
was elected majority leader of the 
Georgia House of Representatives and 
served in that capacity for 16 years. He 
was the founding member of Walker, 
Hulbert, Gray & Moore and served as 
chair of the State Legislative Leaders 
Foundation. Larry also represented 
Georgia’s Eighth Congressional Dis-
trict on the Georgia Department of 
Transportation from 2007 to 2009, and in 
August of 2009 he was appointed by 
then-Governor Sonny Perdue to the 
University System of Georgia Board of 
Regents, where he continues to serve 
today. 

Larry writes a weekly column for the 
Houston, GA, Home Journal and is the 
author of a book entitled ‘‘Life on the 
Gnat Line,’’ a composition of Larry’s 
widely read columns on family, every-
thing southern, reading, politics, and, 
of course, just folks. Larry is a fre-
quent speaker at various community 
and State events, including continuing 
legal education seminars. 

Larry has been my dear friend for 
over 30 years. He is not just a great 
lawyer, he is a great guy. He and I have 
had the opportunity to knock down a 
quail bird or two in the woods of South 
Georgia. We have had discussions late 
into the night over politics and life in 
general. Larry is one of those individ-
uals who make life fun and who are a 
pleasure to be around, and that is why 
I am so excited the American Bar Asso-
ciation has seen fit to recognize 
Larry’s talents, his hard work, his 
dedication, and his integrity to the law 
profession. He has been successful not 
because he moved to his hometown 
where he was well known; he has been 
successful because he is looked at as 
someone who possesses all the finest 
characteristics a lawyer can hope to 
have. 

I am indeed privileged to call him a 
dear friend. I am indeed privileged to 
have an opportunity to say to Larry 
and to his wife Janice, congratulations. 
This kind of award shows that people 
all across this great country recognize 
you, Larry, for the great work you 
have done in our profession for all of 
these years since you first hung out 
your shingle in June of 1965. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate stands in recess until 6:30 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 5:30 p.m., 
recessed until 6:30 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. BLUMENTHAL). 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:22 May 07, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G06MY6.056 S06MYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
7S

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2707 May 6, 2014 
ENERGY SAVINGS AND INDUS-

TRIAL COMPETITIVENESS ACT 
OF 2014—MOTION TO PROCEED— 
Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, on 
behalf of the distinguished Senator 
from Illinois, Mr. DURBIN, I ask unani-
mous consent that he and I and the 
Senator from Wyoming, Mr. ENZI, and 
the Senator from North Dakota, Ms. 
HEITKAMP, be permitted to engage in a 
colloquy. 

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

MARKETPLACE FAIRNESS ACT 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 
this colloquy is for the purpose of 
marking an important day in the Sen-
ate because it was on this day 1 year 
ago that the Senate overwhelmingly 
passed the Marketplace Fairness Act. 
We did this by an overwhelmingly bi-
partisan vote. Sixty-nine Senators, in-
cluding about half of our Republican 
caucus, 21 Republicans, supported an 
11-page bill—a rarity in this body—that 
is about just two words, and the words 
are ‘‘States rights.’’ 

The Marketplace Fairness Act, sim-
ply described, gives States the right to 
decide for themselves whether to col-
lect or not collect State sales taxes 
that are already owed. This ability to 
collect taxes that are already owed 
would give States the option to reduce 
existing taxes or to avoid a new tax or 
to pay for services without raising 
taxes. 

The Marketplace Fairness Act closes 
a tax loophole that prefers some busi-
nesses over other businesses and some 
taxpayers over other taxpayers. Out-of- 
State businesses are being subsidized 
because they don’t have to collect sales 
taxes—taxes that are owed—and local 
businesses do. As a result, some tax-
payers are being subsidized because 
some pay sales taxes and others do not 
even though they may owe the taxes. 
That is not right, and it is not fair. 
This legislation, which passed the Sen-
ate 1 year ago, gives States the option 
to decide whether to change that. 

One of the best ways to lower State 
taxes is for the Federal Government to 
allow States to collect State sales 
taxes from everyone who owes the tax 
and not just from some of the people 
who owe the tax. 

We have an honor roll of conserv-
atives who do not think States ought 
to have to play ‘‘Mother May I?’’ with 
the Federal Government on this ques-
tion. For example, Al Cardenas, chair-
man of the American Conservative 
Union; Art Laffer, President Reagan’s 
favorite economist; Charles 
Krauthammer; Representative PAUL 
RYAN; Governor Mike Pence, a former 
Member of the House of Representa-
tives; Governor Chris Christie; former 
Governor Jeb Bush; former Governor 
Mitch Daniels; and the late William F. 
Buckley, not to mention Governor Bill 
Haslam of the State of Tennessee, 

agree that recognizing the power of 
State legislators to make these deci-
sions for themselves is consistent with 
the 10th amendment and our constitu-
tional framework. 

In our State of Tennessee, the Mar-
ketplace Fairness Act is an insurance 
policy against a State income tax. We 
don’t have a State income tax and we 
don’t want a State income tax. 

The House of Representatives has not 
yet acted on this bill. The bill that was 
passed a year ago today by the Senate 
was an overwhelming bipartisan vote. 
We are hopeful that the House will 
soon either enact our bill, which we 
have sent to them, or send us their 
version of the bill so we can confer and 
send a result to the President of the 
United States. 

State and local governments have 
been waiting on Congress to solve this 
problem for more than 20 years—since 
1992 when the Supreme Court said Con-
gress has the ultimate power to resolve 
the issue. Now is the time to act on 
this legislation. We are ready to work 
with the House to enact that legisla-
tion this year. 

In conclusion, I will read the com-
ments of Al Cardenas, chairman of the 
American Conservative Union and 
former chairman of the Florida Repub-
lican Party. When talking about the 
Marketplace Fairness Act, Mr. 
Cardenas said, 

When it comes to state sales tax, it is time 
to address the area where federally man-
dated prejudice is most egregious—the policy 
towards Internet sales, the decades-old in-
equity between online and in-person sales as 
outdated and unfair. 

Again, that was Al Cardenas, chair-
man of the American Conservative 
Union, speaking in support of the Mar-
ketplace Fairness Act. 

I am pleased that of the four Sen-
ators who will be on the floor during 
this colloquy, two are already here. I 
see the Senator from North Dakota, 
and I see the Senator from Wyoming. If 
it is all right with the Senator from 
Wyoming, I will defer to the Senator 
from North Dakota. While the Senator 
may be a little modest about this—I 
hope she is not—she actually started it 
all. She has a better view of the Mar-
ketplace Fairness Act than just about 
anyone because of her service in the 
State government of North Dakota. 
She has an ability to explain in plain 
and simple language why the fair and 
right thing to do is to recognize the 
rights of States to make these deci-
sions for themselves. Her ability to do 
that has been a crucial part of our de-
bate and is one of the reasons why we 
had such overwhelming bipartisan sup-
port in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, first 
I want to say what an honor it has been 
for me to participate in any amount of 
leadership on this issue here on the 
floor of the Senate with such incredible 
leaders as Senator ALEXANDER, Senator 
ENZI, and Senator DURBIN, who have 

long recognized the injustice that is 
being done to Main Street businesses 
and the problems we have in terms of 
States rights and making sure we 
maintain a system that recognizes the 
value of States rights and the value of 
a State prerogative so they can make 
their own taxing decisions without in-
terference from the U.S. Senate or any-
one in the Federal Government. 

As Senator ALEXANDER has ex-
plained, when I first came to this body, 
Senator DURBIN suggested to his staff 
that they try to find out where I would 
be on this issue because my prede-
cessor, Senator Dorgan, had been very 
active with this coalition of leaders on 
addressing this problem, and his staff 
suggested that he might want to read 
the caption on the Quill case since 
there was the name ‘‘HEIDI HEITKAMP’’ 
in that caption. 

The reality is that back in the late 
1980s and early 1990s, we saw this phe-
nomenon of increased catalog sales. I 
am not talking about companies such 
as Sears that had a physical presence 
in the community and could thereby 
collect sales taxes but more and more 
boutique types of catalogs. There was 
more and more competition coming 
from catalogs. 

I had more and more Main Street 
businesses coming to me as the tax 
commissioner asking: How is this fair? 
How is it fair that I started my little 
business—whether it was a wallpaper 
business or a fabric business, whatever 
it was—and people come to my store 
and look at my sample books that I ac-
tually have to pay for, test out the 
quality of the fabric, take a lot num-
ber, and leave and order it from the 
catalog? 

That was a pretty horrible thing to 
happen to Main Street businesses back 
in the late 1980s. 

Can you imagine walking into a Main 
Street business now and not only get-
ting advice and information on how the 
product operates and what the 
warrantees are—not to mention all the 
training these Main Street businesses 
have given their employees—but then 
taking a snapshot of a barcode so you 
can order it on the Internet right there 
in the store? I can only imagine how 
discouraging this is for Main Street 
businesses. It is unfair to Main Street 
businesses when they are asked to sup-
port their communities, such as put-
ting the ad in the little high school 
newspaper or contributing to a football 
billboard or the local fire department 
so they can serve their communities. 

If you think of all the things Main 
Street businesses do, they are not just 
involved in retail, they are involved in 
communities. Yet those Main Street 
businesses are not asking for an unfair 
advantage; they are asking for fairness 
and equity. They are asking that when 
sales tax rates have gone up from 8 per-
cent to 9 percent because the base 
dwindles—you have to raise the rate in 
order to collect the same amount of 
money—they are being basically taxed 
out of the marketplace through this 
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