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David Bloom made an imprint on our
hearts and minds. That will never, ever
be forgotten. Our hearts and prayers go
out to his wife, his three daughters,
and the entire NBC News family. He
will truly be missed.

———

THE DWINDLING MANUFACTURING
BASE AND HIGH-TECH INDUSTRY
IN U.S.: WHAT IT MEANS FOR
AMERICA

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

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, | want to relate to a problem
that | see as real in this country, so |
am going to talk for a couple of min-
utes about losing our manufacturing
base. Now, it looks like we are losing
our high-tech jobs in this country.
Then, secondly, how serious a situation
is it, and then maybe third, what are
we going to do about it.

Over the last 30 years, we have lost
our manufacturing base as we have
made the transition towards a service
economy. A lot of that service econ-
omy has been in the area of high tech-
nology. | happen to be chairman of the
Subcommittee on Research of the Com-
mittee on Science, and one of the con-
cerns is what is happening to
outsourcing as more and more Amer-
ican companies are sending their engi-
neering work overseas.

In the last 2 years, in the last 2 years,
we have lost over 560,000 high-tech jobs.
Why is that?

It is a situation where other coun-
tries are doing it cheaper. Companies
have decided that they are going to
outsource and put related factories and
facilities in India, in the Pakistans,
and any country where they can get
these quality engineers to do the work
cheaper; and of course, with our new
technology and our ability to commu-
nicate so rapidly with the Internet, it
does not make a great deal of dif-
ference whether one is down the hall or
whether one is over in India or some
other country.

In relation to repairing automobiles,
it is now suggested that within a few
years, because of the computerization
of those automobiles, a lot of the me-
chanical work is going to be done by
computers, again remotely; so it is not
going to make any difference if the
local repair shop plugs in their com-
puter or if it is done by some shop
overseas.

In the manufacturing industry,
which | think we also have to be just as
concerned with, we have, over the last
10 years, gone from almost 18 percent
of our total working population in
manufacturing to a situation today
that is a little over 12 percent. If we
care about the future of jobs and good-
paying jobs for our kids and our
grandkids, then it is a situation that
we need to consider.

What are some of the possible ways
that we can deal with this problem?
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One, of course, | think is taxation, and
we are going to be discussing that for
the next several weeks. Our taxes now
on business are approximately 17 per-
cent higher than if that business were
in another country.
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One of the keys that | see is doing a
much better job with matching math
and science education. This has to be a
priority as we are starting to limit the
number of foreign students that can
come in and do our research work. On
research, what do we think, | ask my
colleagues, is the percentage of our re-
search done at universities in this
country that is done by foreign stu-
dents? Over 50 percent. So science and
math have to be a priority.

We have had several hearings on
science and math. The witnesses sug-
gested that the learning in K through
12 is more a matter of excitement and
enthusiasm and lighting a fire under
people to be curious rather than filling
a container with knowledge. | asked,
when is this fire lit for science and
math? And most of the witnesses said
probably between 4 years old and 6
years old. So if we miss out on lighting
the fire with parents that are inter-
ested, with communications that are
going to stimulate the interest of those
parents and those students and quality
teachers, then it is going to be tough
to light that fire in the future.

In conclusion, Madam Speaker, | just
suggest that it has to be a real concern
for our future economy and for future
jobs; and for the relative wealth and in-
fluence this country has, that we need
to pay attention to losing our manu-
facturing base and now losing our high-
tech base. Part of that solution has to
be fair taxes, and part has to be a bet-
ter job with math and science edu-
cation.

———

INTRODUCTION OF THE DAWSON
FAMILY COMMUNITY PROTEC-
TION ACT OF 2003

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, |
rise today to speak on behalf of brave
families fighting to take back their
neighborhoods from the clutches of
drug abuse and the violence of the il-
licit drug trade.

Throughout the country, commu-
nities are losing this fight. The voices
of families are being silenced, lost
through the isolation and suppression
that comes through the use of verbal
threats, physical intimidation, and
even murder.

April 16 marks 6 months since Angela
and Carnell Dawson and their five
young children were murdered in ap-
parent retaliation for their local action
in the fight against the open-air drug
markets being operated on the streets
before them in my district.
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The Dawsons’ house was firebombed
at 2 a.m. in the morning in an attempt
to silence their important and powerful
voices, and the voices of other families
committed to our troubled neighbor-
hoods in this country.

We must not allow their voices to be
stifled. We must support these brave
families and protect their loved ones
while ensuring that they can work
freely with police and other law en-
forcement officials to push the drugs
out of their communities. We must not
fail to support them, for if we do, these
neighborhoods and these neighborhood
residents are doomed.

We need to strengthen the support
for these brave families as they strug-
gle to maintain their activism in their
communities and on their blocks. Wit-
ness relocation programs are necessary
and invaluable in protecting witnesses
in individual criminal cases, Madam
Speaker, but they are not sufficient to
combat the problem of intimidation of
entire neighborhoods patrolled by vio-
lent drug gangs actively involved in
the interstate trafficking of illegal
drugs.

In such communities, there are many
dealers who will rush to fill the space
of a single convicted dealer or enforcer.
Courageous souls like the Dawsons are
far less common and impossible to re-
place. Thus, it is vital that we support
those families who insist on remaining
in their neighborhoods and who are
committed to working with police to
repel drug trafficking in their neigh-
borhoods.

That is why | am introducing today
the Dawson Family Community Pro-
tection Act of 2003. The bill serves both
to memorialize the Dawson family’s
commitment and activism, and to re-
mind us all of what may result when
families in an at-risk neighborhood do
not receive adequate support.

Moreover, this bill would ensure that
in the future, providing support for
such communities is a Federal priority
within the context of our National
Drug Control Policy.

The Dawson Family Community Pro-
tection Act would require the director
of the National Drug Control Policy to
direct each year $1 million in HIDTA
funds to support HIDTA initiatives
aimed at increasing safety and encour-
aging cooperation in neighborhoods
like the Dawsons’, neighborhoods that
are not fighting one sole drug dealer,
but a competitive open market of drug
trafficking; neighborhoods where
threats of reprisal for cooperation with
police are commonplace, and where ac-
tivist families working with law en-
forcement officials are in the most
danger; neighborhoods that are doomed
without increased support.

Federal, State, and local law enforce-
ment officials understand the impor-
tance of ordinary families coura-
geously taking a stand and cooperating
with the police like the Dawson family
did. The cooperation of such people is
essential to the success of law enforce-
ment efforts to disrupt violent drug



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-19T17:09:03-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




