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Conclusion:

We have lost about 10% of our
manufacturing jobs, 2.7 million according to
Moveon.org (recent campaign commercial).
The Moveon.org ad says that 1.0 million of
that job loss is due to outsourcing (trade).

The 1 million jobs lost to trade and 1.7
million jobs lost to the military buildup equals
the 2.7 million manufacturing jobs lost since
2000. So of the 10% manufacturing jobs lost ,
6% is due to the military buildup and 4% is
due to outsourcing under trade treaties.

Then:

In 2000 we had about a $10 trillion US
economy with a $280 billion military budget.

The manufacturing economy was about
$3 trillion, 30% of that economy, and 20% of the
jobs.

We had about 140 million jobs and about
28 million manufacturing jobs.

Now:

The military buildup from $280 billion to $460
billion is an increase of $180 billion. That $180
billion transfer to the military represents 6% of
the $3 trillion manufacturing economy of year
2000. A loss of 6% of our 28 million
manufacturing jobs is 1.7 million jobs.

Why:

Manufacturing is very intensive in key
resources like scientists, engineers, and capital
just like military spending. Manufacturing
requires a physical and technical labor force, just
as soldiers, sailors, and airmen have very
technical or physical labor.

Military buildups hurt our economy in
direct proportion to the size of the military
buildup. They deplete these key resources and

take them out of our total pool otherwise
available to compete economically with foreign
manufacturing.

Military spending is the opposite of
manufacturing in that it consumes and wastes
resources, producing no net product out of the
military “factory”, unlike other manufacturing
that produces products we all need and use.

In peacetime, military is a service like
insurance, not a product.

In wartime, military destroys, it does not
create like manufacturing, construction, or
farming

Empires:

All empires eventually collapse under the
weight of high levels of military spending.

While at the top, empires are very
attractive to peoples around them, and this helps
temporarily overcome the weight of the military
spending.

Brains and talent drain from around the
world to the center of the empire. Many of our
doctors, engineers, and businessmen are foreign
born. US universities train the world.

The booming nineties occurred in the US
because of cutting military spending’s share of
our economy in half from the eighties, and
because first generation immigrants in the US
rose from 7% of our population in 1990 to 11%
of our population in 2000. World talent
sustained the US.

Wisconsin:

Wisconsin’s military tax vs. spending gap has
grown from $4.2 billion in 2000 to $7.5 billion
in 2004. The loss of $3.3 billion additional each
year from the Wisconsin economy is greater than
the $2.9 billion in farm milk sales in this state.
Of the 80,000 manufacturing jobs lost here,
31,000 were from the military buildup and
49,000 were from trade (61% in new survey).
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