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SUPPORT THOSE WITH DOWN 

SYNDROME 

(Mr. SPANO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SPANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to bring attention to Down Syn-
drome Awareness Month. 

Down Syndrome occurs when abnor-
mal cell division results in a duplicate 
of chromosome 21. However, those suf-
fering from this disease are anything 
but abnormal, and it is time that they 
be viewed as valued members of our 
communities. 

Although there is no cure or preven-
tion for Downs, there are still nations 
working to eradicate the disease using 
the only means available to them, 
through the willful abortion of babies 
identified as having Down Syndrome 
during prenatal screenings. 

Iceland is an example of a country 
where almost all women who receive a 
positive test result for Down Syndrome 
terminate their pregnancies at the rec-
ommendation of their medical practi-
tioners. 

Those with Down Syndrome can and 
should be given the opportunity to live 
full lives. They can be educated and 
employed. They exude joy and grace, 
with the most lovable personalities. 
Just ask their family and friends. 

It is time for the world to stop being 
complicit in the genocide of those with 
Down Syndrome and to support our 
friends born with an extra chro-
mosome. All life has value. 

f 

HONORING MARINE CORPS RE-
SERVE PFC KENNETH W. LIKENS 

(Mr. LEVIN of Michigan asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. LEVIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
last week, I experienced one of the true 
honors of my time in Congress. I par-
ticipated in the burial of Marine Corps 
Reserve Private First Class Kenneth W. 
Likens of Mount Clemens, Michigan. 

Private Likens died fighting to pro-
tect the freedoms of all of us on the 
third day of the Battle of Tarawa Atoll 
in the Gilbert Islands in the Pacific 
theater during World War II. 

Incredibly, his remains, which have 
been missing for 75 years, were identi-
fied in May, thanks to the tireless and 
underappreciated efforts of Hero 
Flight, which refuses to give up the 
fight to bring democracy’s heroes 
home. 

I was so moved to attend this dig-
nified and solemn ceremony at Great 
Lakes National Cemetery in Holly, 
Michigan, and to meet PFC Likens’ 
nearest surviving relative, Kenneth 
Dolan, who was named for his uncle, 
the lost soldier. 

PFC Likens is lost no more. He now 
rests in peace where he belongs, in the 
land of the free and the home of the 
brave. 

STATE OF OUR MANUFACTURING 
ECONOMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PAPPAS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2019, the 
gentlewoman from Michigan (Ms. STE-
VENS) is recognized for 60 minutes as 
the designee of the majority leader. 

Ms. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
within this Chamber this evening to 
give an address on the state of our 
manufacturing economy. It is certainly 
very significant to do so this evening 
in the well of our House of Representa-
tives, one of the more sacred and dis-
tinct places of our democracy, where 
we deliberate, exchange, and make our 
Nation’s laws. 

Certainly, the weight of a great his-
tory is also upon us, and some profound 
and oftentimes troubling questions are 
asked of us. How do we make govern-
ment work for the people we represent? 
How do we restore trust, faith, and ac-
countability in our Federal Govern-
ment? 

Henry Clay once said that govern-
ment is a trust, and those elected into 
office, into Federal Government, are 
its trustees, and they work together for 
the benefit of the people. 

We hear and see the aching headlines 
of dysfunction, of inability, of stagna-
tion, questions around progress and 
where we seek and look to go. Trust in 
government is at its lowest levels, ac-
cording to Pew. 

We are waiting for an infrastructure 
deal. We are waiting for tenets of social 
justice, of economic justice, of equal 
opportunity for education. 

This House of Representatives in this 
116th Congress has passed some re-
markable bills, over 200, in fact, bills 
that colleagues who preceded me 
worked for years to get to the House 
floor. Now, the American public waits 
for those bills to become law, to be 
passed through our Senate, to be 
signed into law. That is why we are 
here today. 

It is very intentional this evening 
that I speak from the well of this Con-
gress to whoever may be listening. 

The facts are also upon us. Today, 
the Federal Reserve cut interest rates 
for the third time this year as the U.S. 
economy continues to slow down amid 
‘‘ongoing trade disputes and weak glob-
al growth.’’ 

b 2000 

For is it such a fact that 98 percent of 
the world’s consumer base exists out-
side of the United States that we are in 
a race to sell our best-in-class product 
from our best-in-class workforce to the 
international markets before us. 

We are closing out this decade in just 
a few short weeks. It feels like months. 
We are entering into a new decade, and 
we are asking ourselves what our com-
petitiveness agenda will be. 

Tariffs, the tariff war that we are in 
so far has cost U.S. businesses $34 bil-
lion since January 2018. Individual 
households are now at risk to pay hun-
dreds more for consumer goods as they 

are increasingly impacted by this trade 
war: individual households, our Amer-
ican middle class, bearing the burden 
of this fallacious trade war. 

Yes, we need to be tough on China. 
Yes, we need accountability. Yes, we 
need to take on illegal dumping and 
currency manipulation and strong- 
arming and the taking of our IP, but 
we need to do so in a way that posi-
tions us for success, that positions the 
American middle class on a trajectory 
for growth and reclaims what we have 
lost since the mid-1990s. That income, 
median income, has not increased since 
the mid-1990s. That rests upon us as an 
economic charge. 

Today, industrial activity is at its 
lowest point since June 2009—an Earth- 
shattering year, by the way, in the 
middle of a Great Recession—today, 
with productivity inventories and new 
orders falling. 

I represent these manufacturers in 
southeastern Michigan. I represent a 
shining, incredible asset, the most ro-
bust supply chain of auto manufactur-
ers in the country. I have devoted this 
first year in my first term in Congress 
hand in hand with these small busi-
nesses, with these midsize companies 
who employ countless people who live 
in the neighborhoods, who send their 
children to the schools I represent. 

To the other service businesses who 
benefit from this strong economy, why 
get in the way of growth? 

So far, Michigan has lost 6,200 fac-
tory jobs. And we are not the only 
State with this type of industry as its 
lifeblood that is showing signs of a 
slowdown: States like Ohio, which has 
also shed 2,400 manufacturing jobs; 
Pennsylvania has 9,100 fewer manufac-
turing workers. 

I hear from these individuals, these 
small firms, and they are wondering 
what it is going to take to reignite in-
vestment in our workforce and invest-
ment in them. A trade war that we 
have now spent more in agricultural 
subsidies than we have on the entire 
U.S. auto rescue. 

The auto rescue was not a man-made 
crisis. It was part of a larger economic 
conundrum, a set of economic policies 
that set us on a trajectory of near im-
plosion, of implosion of our financial 
banking, insurance, housing. 

And the lifeblood of our industrial 
base and good, bipartisan policy-
making, of which I was a part of, came 
together to save the auto industry— 
200,000 Michigan jobs, millions more 
across the country—an auto industry 
that is humming on incredible and re-
markable innovation today. I know 
this. I see it. 

Some more facts: 2 to 1 patents in au-
tonomous vehicle technology coming 
out of my district; 75 percent of the 
R&D; rampant proliferation of electric 
vehicle technology going into indus-
trial parks and seeing what is akin to, 
and nothing short of, an innovation 
renaissance. 

We are waiting for the electric vehi-
cle tax credit bill. We are waiting for 
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an economic policy not of resistance, 
not of fighting, but of positioning us 
for success. 

The statistics and the facts and the 
headlines are real, and they mean 
something in Michigan’s 11th District 
to the manufacturer in Livonia, to the 
small business in Novi, to the hub of 
automobile manufacturing taking 
place in Auburn Hills, that I–75 cor-
ridor. And yet we want to compete; we 
want to sell; we want the investment 
in our American workforce. 

Who and how are we paying for it? 
This is a referendum on our economic 
policy that is coming from agencies 
and administrators whom the body 
that I serve in has oversight appro-
priating and authorizing authority 
over. 

Our Federal deficit has swelled to 
nearly $1 trillion. It is basically at $1 
trillion in this year. It happened quiet-
ly. It was maybe a peep of a headline. 
We can’t even fathom what a $1 trillion 
deficit in this country means. 

This isn’t to shame any individual 
about their spending habits, because, I 
guarantee you, any of my colleagues 
engaging in such personal egregious be-
havior would be declared bankrupt and 
unfit for office. 

Our Nation cannot function with a $1 
trillion deficit for the long-term. It 
comes at the expense of every Amer-
ican, and particularly an undue and 
saddled burden to the next generation, 
to those under the age of 18 who cannot 
even place a vote yet and are counting 
on us to enact policies. 

So when the headlines start to rum-
ble, of which they have, about a manu-
facturing slowdown, about an acute 
manufacturing recession, how can that 
be when we have such incredible inno-
vations proliferating? It is because we 
have not reconciled our economic pol-
icy. It is because we have not embraced 
an economic policy for the middle class 
as a whole of government. 

Our Democratic Caucus has, our 
Democratic Caucus reverberating the 
mantra of ‘‘for the people.’’ That 
mantra has a value for the people be-
cause, you see, this tax cut that we 
passed last Congress, that was passed 
last Congress without a Democratic 
vote, 80 percent of it going to the larg-
est corporations, not doing anything 
for our middle class, not doing any-
thing for our small and midsize manu-
facturers. 

Remember that headline, ‘‘Cuts to 
Research Funding,’’ sending us a gen-
eration back on scientific research. It 
is one of the reasons, as a sub-
committee chair for the Research and 
Technology Subcommittee, we have 
had over a dozen hearings around how 
to manifest our country’s research and 
technology agenda for inclusive 
growth. 

Productivity. Erik Brynjolfsson, MIT 
professor and author of a great book on 
the future of work in the digital age of 
manufacturing, recently testified in 
front of my committee, declaring sev-
eral things which are of note to this 

body. He declared, his research, the re-
search, the primary facts that drive 
these headlines, our research tells us 
that we face two urgent economic chal-
lenges: a lack of productivity growth 
and too much inequality. 

What do we do next? How do we re-
claim this agenda of economic rights, 
of economic growth for everybody? 

As Mr. Brynjolfsson went on to say in 
his testimony, for two centuries since 
1776, since ‘‘The Wealth of Nations’’ 
was written, Americans benefited as we 
created an economic system that gen-
erated shared prosperity. But, over the 
past several decades, the benefits of 
economic growth have been much more 
unequal. 

Not only has median income barely 
grown since the 1990s, as I previously 
stated, but other social indicators, 
have worsened. Deaths from despair, 
namely, suicide, drug addiction are 
skyrocketing. We also know that life 
expectancy has declined in this coun-
try for the third year in a row. 

He goes on to say that these chal-
lenges, this schism of inequality and 
lack of productivity can be solved. 

I have taken up that challenge and 
believe that a middle-class economic 
agenda can reverse course for us, rein-
vesting in public education, making 
higher education affordable, on-ramps 
and pathways to opportunities for the 
skilled workforce, tax credits for com-
panies that want to do on-the-job 
training. 

For is it not the case that our work-
force spectrum, our future, those stu-
dents being educated for the jobs that 
they are in demand to fill and those in 
the existing workplace who are swing-
ing through the jungle gym of opportu-
nities, making their way at their place 
of employment, they represent who we 
should be investing in. 

They represent a phenomenal oppor-
tunity for us to support not the house-
hold name businesses, but the busi-
nesses that want to train those work-
ers and deserve credit for doing so, the 
businesses that want to sell—I have a 
lot of them in Michigan who want to 
sell their products internationally— 
giving them the opportunity to do so 
through good policy that invests in 
global citizenry, invests in global out-
look, and allows us to bring American 
innovation to the world. 

The plight of American greatness in 
the post-9/11 era has been the plight of 
innovation that we, as Americans, pro-
liferated the internet, the use of infor-
mation technology that is captured on 
the internet. It started in the late 
nineties with less than 10 percent of in-
formation technology on the internet. 
By the year 2007, 98 percent, and then 
today, an entirely different internet. 

b 2015 

We now talk about the Internet of 
Things, the interconnectedness of de-
vices through the technology and the 
wireless networks, which have a great 
and profound benefit to our manufac-
turers in Michigan. We are leaders in 

this industrial Internet of Things 
space. We are designing, producing, 
making, and shipping in ways that we 
never have before, and it needs to be 
shared, the prosperity. That is, what 
we know, we all want. 

So we look to revive some of the suc-
cessful economic policies of 10 years 
ago, of pieces of legislation like the 
States’ small business JOBS Act that 
spurred investment of American prod-
ucts into international markets. 

We also raised the question of supply- 
chain security. This is particularly im-
portant to those of us in Michigan, in 
Metro Detroit, recognizing how impor-
tant that supply chain was in World 
War II. We manufactured our way to a 
new world order, to the ringing notions 
of freedom that we helped to usher in 
throughout the West, creating a sys-
tem of government that was admired 
and bestowed and that grew our middle 
class. 

We recognize the troubling dilemma 
that we have with our rare earth min-
erals. In May, China, frustrated, 
threatened to cut off supply to the U.S. 
as part of the U.S. trade war, supply of 
these rare earth minerals that go into 
our devices that secure the production 
of some of our incredible innovations, 
like our smartphones. 

America depends on China for 80 per-
cent of its rare earth imports, and that 
is not a desirable position to be in. We 
must reclaim our supply chain. We 
have to reclaim or categorize an agen-
da for rare earth minerals. 

The global rare earth market is pro-
jected to grow in value from $8.1 billion 
to $14.4 billion by 2025, as driven by the 
demand for electric vehicles, cell 
phones, and other products. 

Here is a story of a manufacturer in 
Michigan, a company in Northville 
called soulbrain MI, that develops and 
delivers quality lithium-ion electro-
lytes in steel cases—which they are 
paying tens and tens of thousands more 
for, not realizing a profit—which is a 
core component of the lithium-ion bat-
teries that go into our electric vehi-
cles. 

It is just one of two producers that 
we have in the United States, and yet 
they pay the price because of the poli-
cies, the overregulation, and the fail-
ure to support the small businesses and 
the manufacturers. The subsidies have 
gone to agriculture. And there was not 
one investment or change for our man-
ufacturers, albeit, the several great 
pieces of legislation that we have 
passed out of the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee. 

Many of my colleagues are paying at-
tention to this. Many of them are 
working on this, but we need the legis-
lation to come to the floor. We need it 
to be voted on in the Senate, and we 
need to usher in a new manufacturing 
agenda. 

The world is demanding our electric 
vehicles. It is demanding our tech-
nology. It is demanding our manufac-
turing. 

Let’s revive the great ability to sell 
our products. 
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Let’s revive the great ability to advo-

cate on behalf of our labor force, our 
21st century labor movement. 

Let’s reconcile the reality of today’s 
economy and policies that have been 
19th or 20th century proposed solutions 
to 21st century problems, and let’s get 
smart about how to win and compete 
again. It is a new era that begets a new 
trade orientation for us. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be remiss in 
this Special Order hour, of which I am 
reeling with passion for our manufac-
turing economy and have profound ex-
citement and only want to see it suc-
ceed through an economic agenda that 
I believe this House majority can usher 
in, that I believe that this Congress-
woman from Michigan’s 11th Congres-
sional District can champion the great 
requests, but I would be remiss to leave 
out, in these remarks, another moment 
and marker in time as we will close out 
session tomorrow and resume our in- 
district work activity, recognizing that 
we will be hitting 1 year since this 
116th Congress was elected—and how 
magnificent this year has been. 

With so much energy and gusto, we 
made our way to freshman orientation 
shortly after that election—less than a 
week after—meeting our colleagues, 
meeting our deliberators, meeting 
those, the small, collective composite 
of us, the 435 of us in this House Cham-
ber who are charged with making this 
Federal Government work for the 
American people. 

Let me say, by the way, that this 
manufacturing agenda has tremendous 
return on investment should we so 
choose to embrace it as a nation. We 
know our House majority is ushering it 
in. We know we are balancing the equi-
ties and advocating for all components 
of a good trade deal, inspired by the 
Buy American content, pushing for the 
enforcement standards, embracing the 
need for certainty to come to our small 
and midsized manufacturers, the manu-
facturers in Michigan’s 11th Congres-
sional District, the people who are 
wondering: How will my taxpayer dol-
lars work for me? 

It has been an incredible moment in 
time to be a part of this 116th Con-
gress. And while we will not be to-
gether as a body on both sides of the 
aisle to look at each other and to rec-
ognize what has happened in a year 
since what sometimes feels like dra-
matic action with elections, we can re-
flect on some of the moments that of-
tentimes don’t even make it into news 
headlines or Twitter feeds or proclama-
tions from Members of Congress, but 
ways in which we have embraced this 
new orientation of government in the 
Democratic House majority of our For 
the People agenda: bringing up issues 
for the labor movement, whether you 
belong to a union or not, for our middle 
class; the long overdue passage of 
Butch Lewis, the Butch Lewis Act, 
bringing the pensions of many to sol-
vency, a classic example of doing noth-
ing is greater than the cost of doing 
something; solving people’s problems, 

making their taxpayer dollars work, 
not forcing small businesses to feel a 
pinch, not looking job layoffs in the 
face but saying, ‘‘We are investing in 
you.’’ 

We are championing legislation and 
policy that embraces and puts people 
at the forefront, those who are not 
armed with the biggest lobbyists or the 
fanciest offices but who are counting 
on those who hold the stewardship of 
trust to deliver for them. 

We will also recognize, in this 1-year 
anniversary mark—without being in 
one another’s presence—that we still 
have a lot of work to do. 

The bipartisan elixir, in my humble 
opinion, is our manufacturing econ-
omy. It is our ability to make things. 
It is our ability to help the people 
whom I have spoken to directly, whose 
factory floors I have walked on, whose 
office rooms I have sat in looking at 
that pathway to growth, not disinvest-
ment. 

Too many have told me: We have had 
to invest elsewhere, we have had to re-
move ourselves from deals. We need to 
be competing effectively as a continent 
with the rest of the world. We need to 
take Asia by storm because we know 
they want our goods. We know they 
want our innovations. And it is that 
ability to do original research, the ‘‘if 
not but for the Federal Government’’ 
approach to basic research investment 
that catalyzes and proliferates new 
technologies of scale. 

I am looking forward, Mr. Speaker, 
to continuing to learn and to grow and 
to advocate fiercely on behalf of my 
economy in Michigan’s 11th Congres-
sional District for the betterment and 
the semblance of our future. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

FULL-SCALE IMPEACHMENT 
HISTORY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it is 
an honor to be recognized as I address 
you here on the floor of the House of 
Representatives, and I appreciate all 
the eyes and ears that are paying at-
tention here this evening as we take up 
this most serious business that this 
Congress has only addressed three pre-
vious times in the history of the 
United States of America. 

As we go back through American an-
tiquity, we will see that there was an 
impeachment process that was ad-
vanced shortly after the Civil War with 
Andrew Johnson as President. 

Then we sat back for over a century 
before there was another issue that 
arose, and that was in 1974 with the im-
peachment effort of Richard Nixon, 
who resigned before he faced the judg-
ment of this United States Congress. 

Then, in 1998, I happen to have been 
here in this city, not an elected Mem-

ber of Congress, Mr. Speaker, but I 
came here into this city as a State sen-
ator from Iowa to an allied conference. 
As I opened up the newspaper, I saw in 
there that it said that there are im-
peachment hearings taking place in 
room 2141 of the Rayburn House Office 
Building for the dates of December 7, 8, 
and 9 of 1998. 

I concluded that whatever was going 
on in that conference wasn’t as impor-
tant as me being seated there in that 
Judiciary Committee as a spectator to 
be able to witness the unfolding acts of 
history as the House of Representa-
tives passed judgment upon then-Presi-
dent Bill Clinton. 

As I listened to the testimony, and, 
of course, Mr. Speaker, I had been 
watching on television many of the 
other open public hearings that had 
taken place before the House Judiciary 
Committee, I was pretty well informed 
as to the charges that were being 
brought against Bill Clinton. 

b 2400 
As I listened to that debate in those 

3 days, December 7, 8, and 9 of 1998, I 
watched some other things go on 
around me that I would not have 
picked up if I had just been watching 
the committee hearings on C–SPAN. I 
remember Representative Barney 
Frank coming into the room. He want-
ed to ask questions of the witness and 
make his statement. They advised him 
that he had to have a tie on before he 
could be recognized. Then he went out 
and borrowed a tie from someone and 
made a big show out of tying that tie 
before he was recognized to speak be-
fore the Judiciary Committee. 

I recall also that Democrats, in par-
ticular—in fact exclusively—didn’t ap-
pear to be taking it seriously. When 
they were off the sight of the camera, 
they were joking, laughing, and cut-
ting up outside the scenes. I thought 
that that was not the decorum that we 
should have when we have the most se-
rious of constitutional issues before us, 
the very impeachment of a President of 
the United States and the prospect 
that that impeached President—rel-
atively soon to be impeached Presi-
dent—would be standing trial before 
the United States Senate to determine 
whether the acts that he had been ac-
cused of, not convicted of, but accused 
of in the form of an indictment out of 
the House of Representatives, whether 
he was guilty of those violations, 
which by my recollection were perjury, 
subornation of perjury, and obstruction 
of justice. 

It seems to me those were the three 
charges that made their way out the 
center aisle here in the House of Rep-
resentatives and over to the United 
States Senate where Chief Justice 
Rehnquist presided over a trial in the 
United States Senate. 

The question was: Was President 
Clinton guilty of the charges that were 
brought against him right here in this 
House of Representatives? 

And if he was guilty, did those viola-
tions that he was found guilty of rise 
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