A Heritage of Exaggeration
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‘ To paraphrase Ronald Reagan, there they go agan. & the key players in the
budget debate, from President Obama to House B@igeimittee chair Paul Ryan (R-
WI) are shirking their responsibility to take aises look at reducing military spending,
a newreportfrom the Heritage Foundation calls for an increadeinding for the
Pentagon and the wars in Irag and Afghanistan.

As usual, Heritage not only exaggerates the thteatsir security, but it exaggerates the
costs of addressing those threats. The Heritagashould be comical if the topic
wasn't so serious.

The bottom line is that in recent years militargisging has been at isghest levels
since World War I+ higher than during Korea, higher than during Wah, and higher
than during the Reagan buildup of the 1980s. Andienghsignificant portion of this
funding has gone to pay for the wars in Iraq anghahistan, the bulk of itmore than
two-thirds-- has not. It is in the Pentagon's base budgeathab now over $550 billion
per year. According to an analysis by Bv®@ject on Defense Alternativiesutting the
Pentagon's base budget to $500 billion per yeahatting it there would save more
than $900 billion over the next decade relativeuoent plans. Is it really possible that
we cannot defend the vital interests of this coufdr half a trillion dollars a year?

But that's not all. As Secretary of Defense RoBates has noted, current U.S. military
spending is almost more than spending by the fakieavorld combined. Furthermore,
the United States spends more than four timeser $¥00 billion tab150 billion-- as
much per year for military purposes as its alleged "peer competitor,” China. And
that's using the highest existing estimate of Chimalitary budget. The United States
overwhelms the rest of the world when it comesthasic foundations of military
power, from deployed aircraft carriers to advanceshbat aircraft to superbly trained
Marines and Special Forces. With a little help froun friends, as we are seeing in the
current operation in Libya, these assets woulchgbmuch further.

So where is the scary spending gap that Heritagglzons of? One of their recent
reports calls for a $27 billion increase in militapending, and that's just a down
payment, in their view. Part of their fear campaigbased on statistical sleight of hand.
They argue that because military spending is alemgtiare of GDP than it used to be, it



is therefore insufficient in some way. This ignotles fact that it is at its highest levels
since World War Il in absolute terms. As one cajlgaof mine pointed out, we are not
preparing to wage war on the GDP; we are prepdantefend ourselves from potential
adversaries.

To the extent that spending figures are relevaid,the spending of potential adversaries
that matters, not military spending's share of GBI by that score current spending
levels are more than adequate.

Looked at another way, what are the threats ttsifyuspending over $700 billion per
year on the military? For some of the most urgkredts we face, such as climate change
or outbreaks of disease, military force has nodalgiole in crafting a solution. For others,
like nuclear non-proliferation, using force would Gounterproductive at best, disastrous
at worst. That leaves the tasks of helping prdtegtregional allies in Europe, Asia, and
the Middle East. But as Christopher Preble fo tatodnstitute hagotedin a recent

piece at the National Interest, our allies areputling their weight when it comes to
providing for their own defense. If our alliancesutd be made into genuine partnerships,
we would not need to maintain over 700 overseasanylbases (oeven moreby one
count) or sustain a Navy thatle&sger than the next 13 navies in the world comiijid

of which belong to our allies). And as Secretarypefense Robert Gates hasted the
United States should get out of the business ofrwgatipoots on the ground” wars of
occupation in the Middle East and Asia.

All of these changes would clear the way for sulttsdhcuts in military spending without
harming our security. But don't tell the HeritagriRdation that. They're too busy crying
wolf.
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