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Always active in the community, 

Harry served as Southampton Demo-
cratic Town Chairman and as a mem-
ber of the board of trustees of South-
ampton Hospital. He also wrote two 
books: ‘‘The Case Against the Volun-
teer Army,’’ and ‘‘Selective Service: 
Conflict and Compromise.’’ 

Harry was also a devoted family man. 
He and his wife, Pat, were married for 
54 years. They have three daughters, 
Elizabeth, Sarah, and Sheila, and nine 
grandchildren. 

At a February 1997 press conference 
when the USTA announced the naming 
of the new stadium, Harry said, ‘‘Ar-
thur Ashe was an outstanding tennis 
player, but we naming our new stadium 
in his honor because Arthur Ashe was 
the finest human being the sport of 
tennis has ever known.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, the same could be said 
of Harry Marmion: he excelled at his 
career and as a human being. I, along 
with hundreds of others he touched 
over the course of his life, loved Harry 
Marmion. I will miss him greatly. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. FOXX addressed the House. Her 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

ALL-OF-THE-ABOVE ENERGY 
POLICY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
it’s that time of day in the House busi-
ness when Members of the House have 
the right and the privilege to come to 
the floor and speak to colleagues both 
here and back in their offices and to 
constituents via the cameras for a pe-
riod of 5 minutes. And you’ve heard 
some important speeches tonight, some 
heartfelt speeches, various topics, 
issues that Members of Congress felt 
were the most important thing that 
they could communicate today, and 
it’s their right and their privilege. 

Why do I bring that up? Well, on Au-
gust 1, Friday, August 1, the last day 
before the 5-week paid vacation that 
the Speaker sent everybody on from 
the House of Representatives, the 
Speaker brought down the gavel at 
11:23 a.m. before more than 40 Members 
of the House of Representatives were 
given the right and the privilege of ad-
dressing this Chamber. 

Why? Well, it appeared that the 
Speaker wasn’t interested in having 
the message that we were concerned 
about as we were summarily dismissed 
across this Nation to be delivered. And 
what was that topic we were concerned 
about? Mr. Speaker, it is the number 
one issue for Americans: the high cost 
of gasoline, the high cost of energy. 
And the Speaker said, no, go on home. 

So what happened then was a sponta-
neous uprising, a spontaneous speak-in 
of over 134 members of the Republican 
Conference who came back and stayed 
not just that day, but there were mem-
bers of the Republican Conference 
every single day here in Washington on 
the floor of this House, with lights 
dimmed, with cameras off, with micro-
phones silenced, speaking to constitu-
ents about the number one issue of the 
day: the high cost of energy. 

So we’ve been back in town now a lit-
tle over 24 hours. Each of us had gone 
home for a period of that time, that 5- 
week period of time, and heard from 
our constituents about their concerns. 
And their concerns are based primarily 
on the economy, which is based pri-
marily on the high cost of energy. 

So when you see jobs lost, when you 
see the unemployment rate rise, it’s di-
rectly related to the inaction of this 
Congress on the number one issue of 
the day: increasing gas prices. 

We’ve had a bill that we have put be-
fore the House of Representatives that 
we believe addresses all of the above; 
that says we ought to embrace all of 
the solutions that we can as America; 
that we ought to end our dependence 
and our reliance on foreign oil; that we 
ought to increase our domestic produc-
tion of oil; that we ought to increase 
our incentives for conservation; and 
that we ought to rapidly explore alter-
native fuels and alternative resources. 
That’s what we believe ought to be 
done. But the Speaker and the Demo-
crat leadership, the majority Democrat 
Party in this House of Representatives 
says, no, not going to allow that. 

What are they afraid of? What are 
they afraid of, Mr. Speaker? Well, I 
would suggest, Mr. Speaker, it’s just 
all politics all the time. They believe 
they are beholden to a group in this 
Nation that doesn’t want to increase 
American energy. Their friends on the 
other side of the aisle are saying, as we 
approach this election season, are you 
better off now than you were 4 years 
ago or 8 years ago or they will pick a 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I would ask you, are 
you better off now than you were 2 
years ago? Just 2 years ago. Because 
what’s changed in this 2-year period of 
time is that we have leadership now in 
the House of Representatives that re-
fuses to address the number one issue. 

We believe that the American Energy 
Act is what ought to come to the floor. 
We implore the Speaker to put this bill 
on the floor and have an up-or-down 
vote, have debate like it ought to occur 
in this House, not close debate, not si-
lence Members in this House of Rep-
resentatives. Have an up-or-down vote 
on the American Energy Act, an all-of- 
the-above approach to energy inde-
pendence. 

That is what American people sup-
port, an all-of-the-above policy. Over 80 
percent of them have said, yes, we 
ought to do all of these things. We 
ought to do more conservation. We 
ought to make certain that we have re-

newable fuels and explore as much as 
possible to find those new technologies, 
and we ought to make certain that we 
increase American supply of energy for 
Americans. That’s all we ask, Mr. 
Speaker. 

So during this period of time, I 
thought it was appropriate that since 
we weren’t able to give speeches on Au-
gust 1, that I come and share the mes-
sage that is the most important mes-
sage that the American people want to 
hear, and that is, that the United 
States House of Representatives will 
get down to work and do what the 
American people desire, and that is 
pass an all-of-the-above energy policy. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HIGGINS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. HIGGINS addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

UNFAIR TRADE POLICIES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KAGEN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the opportunity to share with 
you some of the stories of people that 
live in northeast Wisconsin. Northeast 
Wisconsin is a hardworking area where 
people work hard and play by the rules, 
and we expect to get compensated with 
a living wage, a wage that’s necessary 
not just to educate ourselves but also 
our families. 

In recent times, because of unfair 
trade policies and unfair trade agree-
ments, particularly by the Asian cor-
porate governments—let’s just call it 
Communist China—we’ve witnessed the 
disappearance of many thousands of 
jobs, particularly in the paper indus-
try. 

Now, Wisconsin is an agricultural 
State, and one of the things that we do 
manufacture is paper. We grow trees; 
and after a generation, we harvest 
these trees and process them into 
paper. 

You’ve heard about Kleenex. You’ve 
heard about Puffs, Huggies and many 
other paper products that have made 
your life much more valuable, much 
more convenient. But what’s happened 
recently is a corporation has closed a 
paper mill in Niagara, taking away the 
livelihoods of hundreds and hundreds of 
workers who for over 100 years have 
worked in the Niagara Paper Mill to 
produce a valuable product. 

More recently, in Kimberly, several 
days ago in Kimberly as in Kimberly- 
Clark, as in Kleenex, the Kimberly 
Paper Mill was closed, and when it shut 
down, it turned away hundreds and 
hundreds of people. In Kimberly, Little 
Chute, Combined Locks, Kaukauna, 
Appleton and the surrounding area of 
Darboy, these people who had been 
working hard no longer had their jobs. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:56 Sep 10, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00084 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K09SE7.155 H09SEPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

67
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7941 September 9, 2008 
So I wish to share with you tonight 

some of those families’ stories and 
what this closure, what the stealing of 
American jobs means and also comes 
with a warning, a warning that I’ve 
been repeating for the last 6 months. 
As Niagara goes, so goes this Nation. 
And as Kimberly goes, so goes our 
country. 

This is a photo I’m showing you of 
the Wendel family. This is Don Wendel 
who worked for 30 years in the Kim-
berly mill. His wife is Ann on the far 
left of the picture; his daughter, Kath-
leen; and the son is Anthony. And he 
said, ‘‘Our daughter is a junior in high 
school and the thought of paying for 
college with this uncertain future is 
daunting. We also need to move to a 
larger home or add on to ours, and this 
now needs to be postponed indefinitely. 
We may have to sell our car we bought 
in March.’’ 

To sum it up, ‘‘It is shocking and dis-
heartening that the owners, instead of 
researching options to make this mill 
profitable, made such a quick decision 
to shut it down. It is causing such 
great devastation to so many families, 
and the entire Kimberly community.’’ 

He’s not alone. There are hundreds of 
others, like Jerry Jansen who worked 
there for 41 years. His wife is Donna; 
children, Craig, Scott and Matt; and 
many grandchildren. What does he say 
about this impact of the closing of the 
mill? ‘‘Just over 2 years left until I can 
collect Social Security. I don’t know 
what I’m going to do until then. No-
body is going to hire someone my age.’’ 

To sum it up, ‘‘I feel like my life has 
been sucked out of me.’’ 

For generations, his family has 
worked at that mill, not just his family 
but his in-laws as well. 

Another family, Tom Kilsdonk has 
been there for 24 years. His wife, Jodi; 
his children, Karley, Camie, and Han-
nah. And he said, ‘‘I have a major 
changes coming in a short period of 
time. Financial, emotional, social. My 
wife now works two jobs with no health 
care. It will not be enough.’’ 

To sum it up he said, ‘‘I feel like 
someone blindfolded me, dropped me 
off in the middle of the forest and left 
me there. I am angry, frustrated and 
nervous.’’ 

Well, to Tom Kilsdonk, to the Jansen 
family, to the Wendel family, there’s 
somebody listening, and I have the 
honor of representing you and coming 
here to Congress to share with my col-
leagues your story. Your story must be 
told not just across Wisconsin, the 
Midwest, but across the country. Your 
story is not alone. 

These unfair and unbalanced trade 
deals and the failure of this adminis-
tration to administer justice, to apply 
the law equally, and to allow the ille-
gal dumping of Chinese paper and 
South Korean paper into our domestic 
marketplace has damaged not only 
your lives but your entire city and en-
tire region. This is a matter of national 
security. It’s called job security. It’s 
something that we have to fight for 
each and every day here in Congress. 

And, yes, it’s true, there are three 
components to the cost of doing busi-
ness in the paper industry: energy, raw 
materials, and labor. We have to work 
hard here in Congress together and join 
hands across the aisle to solve these 
complex problems of energy and the 
economy. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. SOUDER addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. SHERMAN addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

AMERICAN ENERGY ACT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. LATTA) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the time. 

As we gather here this evening, we 
have heard a lot of speeches and discus-
sion about one of the number one ques-
tions we have in this country, and 
that’s our energy policy. We all went 
home and a lot of us didn’t want to go 
home on August 1, and we stayed down 
here to get an energy policy in this 
country, but as we did go home, we 
faced a lot of questions from our con-
stituents. 

I, for one, represent the National 
Manufacturing Association, one of the 
largest manufacturing districts, with 
manufacturing jobs in the Congress, 
and the number one agriculture dis-
trict in Ohio. We have got a lot of 
needs in our district concerning en-
ergy. And that energy isn’t just talk-
ing about oil to put in our cars, but it 
also depends on what we have in our 
factories. 

b 2000 
This evening, we have a number of 

Members who I would like to bring to 

the podium to talk a little bit about 
what’s happening, not only in their 
States but across this country. The 
first Member I’d like to introduce this 
evening is our distinguished Member 
from Texas, our ranking member on 
Energy and Commerce, Mr. BARTON. 

Good evening, and thanks very much. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Well, thank 

you, Congressman LATTA, and thank 
you for hosting this Special Order. 

It’s nice to be on the floor with the 
cameras on and with the microphones 
on. I was one of, I think, 135 Repub-
lican Members of the House who par-
ticipated in what I called our American 
townhall meetings here on the floor 
during the August work period where 
we spoke to the tourists who were com-
ing through the Capitol. We talked 
about the need for a comprehensive en-
ergy policy. We did it without the ben-
efit of microphones and with the cam-
eras off, just speaking extempo-
raneously to educate the American 
public and to keep a vigil for the Amer-
ican public for a real energy policy. 

I notice that our distinguished 
Speaker today held a press conference 
at which she announced yet another at-
tempt to politically confuse the Amer-
ican people by putting a so-called ‘‘en-
ergy package’’ on the floor perhaps on 
Thursday, perhaps on Friday, perhaps 
some day next week. One of her aides, 
in response to a question from the 
press corps after that press conference, 
said—and I’m not going to say this is 
an exact quote—that they would never 
allow the Republican energy package 
to come onto the floor because it was 
too radical. Well, that must be a dif-
ferent definition of ‘‘radical’’ than is in 
Webster’s Dictionary, because what the 
Republican energy package is is the 
radical notion that Americans, them-
selves, can develop American resources 
so that we have American-made en-
ergy/American-produced energy to 
keep America’s families and America’s 
factories humming and being produc-
tive. I don’t think that’s radical. 

I want to talk a little bit about a 
part of that energy policy, the Repub-
lican energy policy, which would be to 
allow drilling in ANWR, up in Alaska. 
I’ve been having my staff do a little bit 
of research, and I thought it might be 
beneficial to give the benefits of some 
of that research here to the Members 
on the floor and to others in the coun-
try. 

In 1910, almost 100 years ago—I think 
it was while Teddy Roosevelt was 
President—the Congress passed a law 
for the development of American re-
sources. That law stated that the 
Presidents and Congresses could set 
aside certain portions of Federal lands 
for different purposes if they felt that 
there might be some economic develop-
ment potential in these Federal lands. 
It was called the Pickett Act. So, in 
1924, they decided to create what we 
now call the Alaska Naval Petroleum 
Reserve. Now, there is a reason they 
picked this part of Alaska, which is to 
the west of Prudhoe Bay, fronting on 
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