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The U.S. House of Representatives voted yesterday to reject an amendment that would 
immediately end $3.3 billion in promised annual foreign military funding to Israel.  Approximately 
half of the Democratic Party—a plurality of the party’s members—voted in favor of the measure. 
Although the proposal to end the aid failed due to opposition from the Republican Party and the 
other half of the Democrats, the significant share of members who supported it reflects the deep 
rift in the Democratic Party's relationship with Israel. This rift was also evident in the party's 
primary elections, where the alliance with Israel has become a wedge issue that mostly benefits 
Israel's detractors. If the Democratic Party wins a majority in the House of Representatives, as 
expected in the upcoming November midterm elections, it is likely to push for sharp changes in 
the structure of relations with Israel. These changes could already affect the security MoU, which 
remains in effect until 2028. A shift in Israeli policy, particularly regarding the Palestinian issue, 
could soften the stance of the Democratic Party's center toward Israel, but it will not eliminate the 
criticism. To be effective, such a change in Israel’s current policy would require more than general 
commitments or rhetorical declarations. 

A plurality of Democratic members of Congress (103 out of 212) supported a budget amendment last 
night aimed at immediately halting the $3.3 billion in annual foreign military funding guaranteed to 
Israel by the U.S. administration. Ninety-eight Democrats voted against the proposal, while another ten 
voted present. 

The proposal, submitted by insurgent Republican Congressman Thomas Massie from the party's right 
wing, failed as expected, with every Republican except Massie voting against it. Senior Democratic 
figures, including former House Speaker Nancy Pelosi, the Democratic Whip, as well as representatives 
known for their pro-Israel record, voted in favor of the proposal. Other party leaders, including Minority 
Leader Hakeem Jeffries, opposed halting the budget but refrained from whipping against the measure. 
This was partly due to the understanding that such a move was likely to fail, and would further deepen 
the party's existing rift over the relationship with Israel. 

In statements issued by members of Congress explaining their decisions on the proposal, negative 
references predominated regarding the current Israeli government and its leader; the manner in which 
Israel has conducted and continues to conduct its wars in the region—including the harm to innocent 
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civilians (with many using the term "genocide"); and the argument that Israel is a wealthy nation with a 
large defense budget and therefore does not require direct U.S. aid. Some opponents of the resolution 
refrained from defending Israel directly, instead attributing their opposition to the fact that the proposal 
was a political stunt by Republicans and that it included provisions to which they objected. 

The results of the vote point to a severe erosion of Israel's standing among Democrats. Even though the 
proposal failed, it carries several critical implications for Israel: 

1. The Future of U.S. Military Aid to Israel – If, as expected, a Democratic majority forms in 
Congress following the midterm elections on November 3, Israel is likely to see intense pressure 
from lawmakers to alter the framework of relations between Israel and the United States. Their 
first objective will be to modify the annual financial aid that Israel uses for procurement 
(primarily) from U.S. defense industries. Israel and the United States are currently negotiating a 
new security Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) to replace the agreement signed in 2018. 
According to reports, this memorandum includes a gradual reduction of the direct aid 
component. The question now is no longer whether this aid will decrease, but how quickly. 
Furthermore, programs involving cooperation between the two countries’ defense industries 
are also likely to face greater scrutiny, while pressure will increase to invoke existing legislation 
governing the use of U.S.-supplied weapons in order to impose restrictions on Israel’s military 
procurement as well. 

2. The Weakness of the MoU Model – The Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between Israel 
and the United States is signed between the governments of the two countries and is not 
enacted as legislation in either nation. As a result, the U.S. administration is required to secure 
annual congressional approval for the aid allocated to Israel. In the past, Israel enjoyed broad, 
bipartisan support in the United States, and therefore the appropriation of these funds posed 
no significant difficulty. Yesterday’s vote, however, illustrates that not only is the next 
agreement at risk, but the fulfillment of the current agreement in the years remaining may also 
run into obstacles. If Congress succeeds in blocking funds that have already been pledged, Israel 
(and the U.S. administration along with it) will be forced to find alternative sources of funding 
for procurement commitments already made against this budget. 

3. The Centrality of the Palestinian Issue and the Pro-Israel Lobby – For an ever-growing 
majority among Democratic Party supporters, Israel is perceived as an oppressive state whose 
policies run counter to their values and to U.S. interests. At the core of this perception is Israel's 
policy regarding the Palestinians. This trend is also impacting the perception of the pro-Israel 
lobby, AIPAC, which is rapidly becoming a symbol of negative forces operating within American 
politics. A shift in the Israeli government's policy on the Palestinian issue would make it easier 
for Israel’s supporters in the party—of whom there are still many, including those who felt 
compelled to support yesterday's proposal—to justify their support for the alliance between the 
two countries. However, as time passes, the minimum demands placed on Israel in this regard 
will only increase, and the power of general promises to reverse the trend will diminish. 

4. In a Broader Context, Challenges Also Exist on the Republican Side of the Aisle – The results 
of last night’s vote might give the impression that Israel’s standing within the Republican Party 
is secure, as only one renegade congressman, who has clashed with President Trump, 
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supported ending the aid. However, in other circles, a different type of erosion in Israel's 
standing is evident, one unrelated to its policies in the Palestinian sphere. Vice President Vance, 
currently on the defensive amid the stagnation of the efforts he is associated with to resolve the 
war in Iran, has issued a series of harsh statements regarding Israel. In an interview on Joe 
Rogan’s popular podcast released yesterday, Vance agreed with the assertion that Jeffrey 
Epstein—the convicted sex offender who remains the subject of intense and persistent attention 
on the American right—had ties to the Mossad or to the highest levels of Israeli intelligence. He 
also claimed that Israel is waging a public diplomacy campaign against him due to his support 
for the agreement with Iran, and is pushing for a perpetual war. This comes against the backdrop 
of reports that Israel has hired a former Trump campaign consultant to shore up its standing 
among young conservatives. Vance is widely regarded as a leading contender to head the 
Republican Party in the post-Trump era. He is not the party's most extreme voice when it comes 
to Israel, but his remarks make it clear that, even within the future Republican Party, Israel’s 
status is far from guaranteed. 
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