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Will some real adult American in a position of authority please stand up and
identify the federal budgetary elephant in the room!!  In this time of recession
with the level of spending and the national debt being real issues and not just
politically trumped up spin, the elephant roams free and unrestrained, rendering
all other aspects of the budget susceptible to undue pressure to be reduced.
And the main programs that most of the elephant’s favorite tenders target are
the ones that relate to the social safety net.  What a great idea; let’s further
crush the Middle Class,  and let’s unleash the Tea Party and get the Middle
Class to vote to do it to themselves!  And still, the elephant roams free!

So, what is this elephant?  It is the mostly unrestrained monetary commitment to
the  U.S.  military  and  to  the  military  industrial  complex  that  feeds  it.   Most
Americans are not aware that 60% of the discretionary federal budget goes to
support some one or other aspect of the military.  At the same time the total
expenditures for education are 6%.

Are these kinds of proportions appropriate?  Let’s look at some facts.  The U.S
spends on its military and its assertive adventures around the world as much as
the  next  20  developed  and  developing  countries  COMBINED.   These  20
countries  include  in  the  West  –  Russia,  Great  Britain,  France,  Italy,  Spain,
Netherlands,  Germany,  Australia,  Brazil,  Argentina,  and Canada,  and  in  the
Middle East – Turkey, Israel, United Arab Emirates and Saudi Arabia, and in the
Near East – India and Pakistan, and in the East – China, South Korea, and
Japan.  [See Wikipedia, “List of Countries by Military Expenditures”]

Now,  what  does  this  enormous  expenditure  on  the  military  buy  America?
Security?  If we balance out the gains we may enjoy in security with the fact that
our military adventures make us the target of all kinds of attacks from those who
resent our intrusions, the gain is nominal at best.  We pay to police the world in
the name of democracy [hiding the fact that it is really to support capitalism],
and what we earn is a bulls-eye on our backs for a whole host of reasons from a
wide variety of resentful populations.  As foolish as this situation seems even on
the face of it, the huge investment America makes in the military has one of the
lowest returns in advancing the U.S. economy.  Yes, all this funding supports a
lot  of  jobs,  which  the  military  industrial  complex  has  strategically  located  in
virtually every congressional district, but for the most part the buck stops there,
promoting  very  little  innovation  to  contribute  to  sustaining  the  rest  of  the
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economy.   It  is  a  well-recognized  fact  among  economists  that  military
expenditures are one of the poorest ways to support a domestic economy.

So, in a time of economic difficulty for America, who is willing to address the
military elephant in the room?  Clearly, neither of our major parties.  And yet
here are the Democrats, trying to preserve investment in the social safety net,
and less interested in  world  hegemony than the Republicans,  but  still  silent
about  this  elephant.   It  seems that  the  Democrats  are  as  captured  as  the
Republicans by the military industrial complex and the huge financial consortium
that supports it and that funds elections.  Yet, the Democrats have the most to
gain  by  exposing  the  elephant.   It  seems  that  they  are  afraid  to  do  so
presumably because this would open the door to Republican political claims of
Democrats  being  soft  on  national  security.   When is  this  nonsensical  claim
going to be put to rest?  Democratic presidents guided us through most of the
major international conflicts of the 20th century, and presently Obama is trying to
clean  up  the  mess  left  by  the  unwise,  trillion  dollar  military  adventures  of
Republican President Bush in the 21st century.   Who will  clean up the mess
Romney will  leave if  he lets his testosterone loose and leads America into a
conflict with Iran and stirs the entire complex of the terrorist hornet’s nest that is
the Islamic Middle East and East?

Eventually,  exposing  the  excessively  well-armed  elephant  and  bringing  him
under sane control is the only way to achieve balance in our U.S. economy,
recession or not.  The other developed nations of the world have achieved a
better balance in proportioning domestic and military expenditures, and most of
their  economies are  doing  better  than  our  own.   In  spite  of  many of  these
Western  nations  having  evolved  to  mostly  sustaining  rather  than  expanding
economies, they have found a way to sufficiently ensure their security without
excessive military expenditures or unnecessarily angering other nations.  And
they are able to provide for the domestic social and infrastructure needs of their
citizens at a level considerably beyond that of America.  In large measure these
nations, which once sponsored colonial empires, have accomplished this goal
by limiting military spending and not trying to police and control the world in
behalf of their self-interests.  America would do well to learn the same lesson.

The  current  Republican  call  for  cuts  to  social  and  entitlement  programs  in
America in order to address the national debt can only be countered adequately
by someone brave enough to identify the cavern size military elephant in the
center  of  the  Capital  rotunda!   Leaving  this  elephant  loose,  in  the  present
recession especially, is allowing him to literally eat us out of house and home.
And forget the billionaire contributors, this elephant and his entourage are de
facto the single greatest supporters of the Tea Party [now Republican] agenda.
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