Home | Headlines | Latest Articles | Latest Comments | Post | Sign-in | Mail | Setup | Help | Register

Status: Not Logged In; Sign In

Israel/Zionism
See other Israel/Zionism Articles

Title: Should Israel Really Be Asking For An Increase In US Aid?
Source: Jerusalem Post

URL Source: http://www.jpost.com/servlet/Satell ... e=JPost%2FJIPArticle%2FShowFull
Published: Jun 17, 2007

Author: Jerusalem Post

Post Date: 2007-06-17 20:51:55 by Brian S

Keywords: None

Views: 39

Comments: 5

Unless developments in Gaza overshadow the planned agenda for Tuesday's summit, Prime Minister Ehud Olmert and
US President George W. Bush are set to discuss, inter alia, Israel's request to increase American financial aid.

A few months ago, Israel submitted a request to raise the annual sum by 25 percent over 10 years, from $2.4 billion to
$3b. If implemented, this would reverse the course initiated by prime minister Binyamin Netanyahu 10 years ago, which
gradually reduced annual assistance by 20%, from $3b to $2.4b. Doing so would be a mistake.

The underlying rationale for the Israeli request is to take advantage of the final two years of the firmly pro-Israel Bush
administration.

Israel's reasons for requesting increased aid are fairly obvious: financial need in the face of multiplying security threats,
and reinforcing a powerful public symbol of American support.

On the other hand, there are four reasons to continue reducing the aid, and eventually eliminating it.

e First, since 1976, Israel has been the largest annual recipient of US foreign assistance. In the past 55 years, Israel
has received more than $84b. in grants alone. Annual per capita American aid to Israel is more than $340, which is
by far the highest in the world. Average global aid per capita is only $22.

This comparison becomes all the more glaring, given that, according to various indices, Israel is ranked 27th or
37th on the "rich scale.” From a moral point of view, Israel's place at the top of the list of aid recipients, ahead of
all poor and sick and malnourished Third World countries, is, to say the least, problematic.

Furthermore, this is also, or should be, a matter of national honor. It was only a generation ago that the goal of
"economic independence" was still mentioned in Israel, if only as a distant aspiration. The process initiated by
Netanyahu inched Israel toward that goal; freezing the process, let alone reversing it, means forsaking the dream.

e The desire for economic independence highlights a second reason for decreasing the aid.
Israel's financial dependence on the United States is a diplomatic liability.

True, this leverage has not been used by the US since 1956's brutal American pressure to withdraw from the Sinai
Peninsula, but that is only because there is no need for anything explicit to be said. The American leverage over
Israel, inter alia due to financial dependency, is manifested by the ever-present question: "What will the United
States say?"



True, even if Israel were economically independent, it would still be dependent on crucial American support in
other areas (technology, diplomacy). That, however, does not negate the importance of reducing dependence on the
US as much as possible.

e A third reason for decreasing aid is maintaining long-term political support in the US. At some point, Americans
will grow weary of the burden. It is already possible to detect potential warning signs. In 2003, against the wishes
of the pro-Israel lobby, Congress included aid to Israel in an across-the-board cut in all foreign aid. And in 2005,
both the administration and Congress cold-shouldered an Israeli request for extra assistance to offset the costs of
disengagement from Gaza.

Starring effortlessly at the top of the list of aid recipients far into the future should not be taken for granted.
Important voices calling to engage more seriously in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict (a euphemism for pressuring
Israel) indicate growing willingness in the US to acknowledge that Israel is not just a "strategic asset,” but also a
diplomatic liability.

Israel would do well to limit the negative aspects of its image to this issue, without being regarded an eternal
financial burden as well. Furthermore, if at some point the United States should, for any reason, wish to decrease
the aid, it would be important that Israel preempt this by initiating the process itself. As mentioned above, aid to
Israel is a powerful public symbol of American support. Any American-initiated decrease, even for purely
budgetary reasons, would be perceived as a weakening of support. Not so if the initiative is Israel's, as proven by
the Netanyahu process.

e A fourth and final reason for decreasing aid is the economic advantages it will bring. American aid comes with
strings, some of which shackle Israel's defense industry. Decreasing or eliminating American aid would help this
sector in four ways. One, the IDF would buy more in Israel, investing in the local economy. Two, additional
purchases by the IDF would bolster the reputation of Israeli firms, and thus their sales. Three, Israel's defense
exports would be at least partly unshackled by American restrictions. Four, paying for purchases in the US with
Israeli money would increase the volume of reciprocal purchases by American firms in Israel.

Israel's military needs are many and expensive, and the United States is generous. However, American aid amounts
to only 4% of Israel's annual budget. Israel can and should change its budgetary priorities to gradually decrease
American aid. Instead of asking for a 25% increase over 10 years, Israel should suggest a weaning process: a 100%
decrease over 25 years.

The writer is a research associate at the Institute for National Security Studies. Reprinted with permission of INSS.
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#1. To: All (#0)

Contrast the 'bastard state some call israel’ with a real state we call part of the USA and the amount of "aid" received...
Cash-Strapped City Of New Orleans Turns To International Aid

Never swear "allegiance” to anything other than the ‘right to change your mind'!

Brian S posted on 2007-06-17 20:55:46 ET Reply Trace Private Reply

#2. To: Brian S (#0)
REEEEEEEEEETCH.
"a 100% decrease over 25 years."”

How about a 100% decrease in the next five days - long enough for EI AL to fly the PNAC criminals to Tel Aviv with no
luggage and only wearing their underwear.

"The penalty good men pay for indifference to public affairs is to be ruled by evil men" Plato

tom007 posted on 2007-06-17 20:56:45 ET Reply Trace Private Reply

#3. To: Brian S (#0)



One more reason to vote Dem next year. While there are many zionist dems, there are also a substantial number who
loathe Israel and its oppression of the Palestinians and general thuggish behavior. If you wanna have fun, go to DU's
Israel boards and watch the gunfight.

One penny is one cent too much aid to these nazis.

Mekons4 posted on 2007-06-17 21:03:59 ET Reply Trace Private Reply

#4. To: Mekons4 (#3)
One penny is one cent too much aid to these nazis.
Yes; so is sixteen million dollars a day, every day of the year, out of the pockets of the U.S.taxpayers.

Bub posted on 2007-06-17 21:23:44 ET Reply Trace Private Reply

#5. To: Brian S (#1)

More for Israel than one of our own devastated cities? Outrageous.

Remember...G-d saved more animals than people on the ark. www.siameserescue.org
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