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The modern military budget debate.
 	The modern military budget has been known to be very big and very costly, and a major portion of the overall budget of the government. The military uses its budget to buy weapons, pay troops, and maintain research and equipment for military purposes such as National Defense. In recent years, there has been more debate over whether the military budget should be cut or should be expanded. This is due to the recent escalations and tensions in the Middle East, like conflicts including Israel and Palestine and the bombing of Iran. Along with the ongoing war between Russia and Ukraine. The military budget is a very important thing due to the fact that the military is in charge of national security and helps protect us from things like terrorism to foreign states. The military budget also takes away funding from things like healthcare and education. With recent health care and education cost increases, should military funding be cut to fund those things? With the debate of the military budget becoming more mainstream in recent years, I have taken the liberty of looking at many sides of this debate. I have come to the conclusion that the military budget must be cut to pay for things like healthcare and education if the United States civilians are still to prosper.	Comment by Larsen, Carly: I would try to find a different way to say "military budget" it gets a little repetitive. Maybe you could just say "the budget" in some of these sentences or "military funds" 	Comment by Stein, Johnny: This introduction and thesis are both excellent! Good work! 	Comment by Larsen, Carly: I understand what you are saying with your thesis. I would put "I have come to my own conclusion...." rather than putting "And" as the first word in the sentence. A little creativity here like adding what from healthcare/education could benefit (i.e. better technology or more comprehensive programs for children) could go a long way. 
I have stated that I have researched differing points of view of the modern military budget. One of these points of view is from think tanks, such as The Economist and the Heritage Foundation. These think tanks publish articles including “America can no longer afford to keep the world safe” by The Economists, and “the US military budget should be increased” by the Heritage Foundation. These articles have differing views. The Heritage Foundation argues that we must increase the military budget. The Economists argues that we can no longer afford the military budget. My view on the modern military budget is that it needs to be cut to pay for things like healthcare and education. And help with the debt crisis and the financial woes of the United States and its people.
Under The Economist article, written by Will Wilkinson, they believe that America can no longer afford to keep the world safe.  He argues that the American government can no longer afford to pay for the military budget and it must be cut and utilized responsibly for financial issues of the American people. “The real question at issue here is how much military spending is necessary to keep the trade routes open, and how much of that the United States must kick in.” (Wilkinson) .  His view is that the only thing the military should be doing is keeping trade routes open to the benefit of the United States, and not policing the world. 	Comment by Larsen, Carly: This section was a little hard to follow. My suggestion is to edit this to one source. I understand that within your groups there will be opposing viewpoints but, if ultimately you are agreeing with the perspective that the military budget should be cut it would help me as a reader to see how you came to that in your essay. 
 In the Heritage Foundation's article. “the US military budget should be increased.”  by Diem Nguyen Salmon, he argues that the US military budget must be increased for continued security of the United States, and to re-arm the military for modern threats. “[T]he security situation in many parts of the world has shifted in directions unfavorable to U.S. interests. In the past few years, the consolidation of threats to the U.S. has changed, and the U.S. needs to reexamine current defense spending levels”  (Diem Nguyen Salmon ). As such he believes the budget should be sufficient enough for re-arming and security, whereas The Economist article is arguing that it should be limited to keeping trade route open and limited in scope.
  In this case, I believe the US military budget has grown too large and is one of the main reasons for why the United States is financial woes. It must be cut if we are to regain financial stability and reduce the deficit.
 	Another differing point of view was found among politicians. House Speaker Mike Johnson as the representative for majority in the house, recently supported and help pass a $901 billion military budget bill. This was right after cutting the budget for Medicaid and SNAP due to suspicions of high fraud. When questioned why this bill should be passed. He stated that it was needed as it “Ensures our military remains the most lethal in the world.”  This is a good reflection of his beliefs. He believes the military budget must be increased to ward off any attack on the United States and to keep the United States safe, while also believing that the Medicaid budget and SNAP benefits must be cut due to massive amounts of fraud. I do not fully disagree with his take on this. I believe there is a massive amount of fraud in the whole budget, not just Medicare and SNAP benefits. There is a lot of fraud with government benefits, for example the Somalian Daycare scams in Michigan. But I also believe that there is a massive number of scams, fraud, or waste within the military. The military is probably the most fraud-filled part of the budget. One of my main reasons for believing this is because the military has never successfully done a full audit on itself in years, despite constantly saying that it would.   My belief is that you should go into these organizations and cut out fraud and waste so you can cut down on spending and give a better result for the taxpayer. 
In my research on the military budget and different points of view on it, I found a book called War is a Racket that still applies today even though it was written in 1935. The author of War is a Racket is named Smedley Butler an former U.S. Marine general. He took part in several missions in Central America and the Caribbean, and fought in World War One. He believed in order to stop war from happening, every man must be paid the exact same salary of $30. Every CEO, every laborer, every banker, the president, senators and congressmen. He also believed that the people to vote to go to war should be the people who have to fight it.  Men of military age would be the ones drafted and sent to die in that war. He believed they should be the ones that voted for war.  These beliefs are demonstrated in this quote. “Let all these kings and tycoons and masters of businesses, all those workers in the industry and all our centers and governments and mayors pay half of their monthly $30 wage to their families and pay war risk insurance and buy Liberty Bonds” As you can see, this quote demonstrates his beliefs on how war should be handled  and how the military budget should be done and how payment should be expressed during wartime. I believe he is a little extreme for his beliefs that everyone should be paid the exact same amount, but I do believe that the best way to end war is to take the profit out of it. We should nationalize every single company that produces weapons and make it part of the military section of the government, and not just subject to government contracts with highly paid CEO’s.  The people who vote for war should be the ones who have to go and fight it. The soldiers already in the military and the youth who would be drafted should help make the decision of war. If we went to war, they should be the ones to decide if we go into a war.	Comment by Larsen, Carly: I thought sharing this quote was a really nice touch. Overall, I would have liked to see more of the anti-military stance that is more current.	Comment by Stein, Johnny: Long paragraphs: You don’t want your paragraphs to run longer than 2/3rd of one page. Locate a slight shift in ideas or a good breaking point and divide the paragraph into two by pressing the enter key. (I recommend dividing right here) 
 	Another group I chose to research for the military budget was the military industrial complex itself. They value profits and stockholder value because they are mostly of cooperation's and Businesspeople.  For their representative, I have chosen the CEO of Lockheed Martin, Jim Taiclet He recently spoke on Lockheed's Business strategy after Trump stated that he wants the production of ground to air missile defense systems be quadrupled, and began pouring millions of dollars into military firms like Lockheed Martin to make more them. When asked about this, Jim said "That’s Lockheed Martin’s strategy,"  to gain contracts to make money.  This shows that this mass investment into firms like Lockheed Martin to increase defensive missile production is part of their plan to make mass profit. This is proof that the military industrial complex profits off of the military budget. With the massive amounts of fraud in the Department of Defense, and to cut this fraud and to cut the budget, we must nationalize all defense contractors. 	Comment by Stein, Johnny: I think you can say more here about this group prior to giving examples or citing a representative. What do they value? What do they care the most about? What is at stake for this group (why might they be involved)? 
 	The debate over the military budget has been a very interesting debate, and all four speakers have given their insight into the subject. The think tanks had differing opinions but gave interesting insight on both sides of the topic. The politicians called for a raised military budget for defense. The military, businesses such as Lockheed Martin showed that this industry creates jobs. General Smedley D. Butler Showed the dangers of the military industrial complex and its ways of money. I have looked at all four of these groups and their speakers. Books on this subject and I have come to my conclusion that the military budget must be cut and have protections to prevent fraud. Safeguard the American economy from any further turbulence. If America is to survive as a country, it must cut back spending and destroy fraud around the board. But they must cut spending due to how expensive it is and how it has negatively affected Foreign Relations between the United States and foreign countries. Our actions of using our military have led to people hating us and seeing us as an imperialist empire. That is why we must cut the military budget.  Furthermore, the focus must be more at home and providing to the citizens, investing in healthcare (Medicaid) and other benefits, and not cutting them as Speaker Johnson supported.	Comment by Larsen, Carly: I liked that your conclusion was direct and understandable. 	Comment by Stein, Johnny: This conclusion is well done. 
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