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ES TA B L I S H E D IN 1952

E ven after all the alarming antics former presi-
dent Donald Trump has engaged in over the
past decade, it was jarring to learn what he

said to about two dozen oil company executives at
an April 11 dinner in his West Palm Beach, Fla.,
mansion, Mar-a-Lago. As The Post reported, Trump
responded to one executive’s complaint about the
burdensome regulations the industry faces under
President Biden, despite spending $400 million on
lobbying against them. He told them they should in-
stead donate $1 billion to his presidential election
campaign, in return for which they would get lighter
regulation and lower taxes — a much better “deal.”
To be sure, it’s impossible to know whether this was
a serious quid pro quo or just another case of the
former president’s off-the-cuff bombast. Perhaps
we’ll learn more if an inquiry by House Democrats
gains traction. The troubling appearance, so consis-
tent with Trump’s generally unprincipled approach
to politics and government, is evident, though.

Tr ump’s placing of a “for sale” sign on his admin-
i s t r a t i o n’s tax and regulatory policy, however seri-
ously, raises the question of how U.S. business lead-
ers generally view the upcoming election. The oil
and gas industry is a special case, since it is unusu-
ally dependent on federal environmental policy and
many industry leaders are known for ultraconserva-
tive politics. Still, the CEOs at Mar-a-Lago repre-
sented part of a broader private sector that will soon
face the same choice that all voters do: Trump or
Biden. This, despite the fact that traditional Republi-
can private sector leaders tried to promote alterna-
tives to Trump, such as former U.S. ambassador to
the United Nations Nikki Haley, in the GOP pri-
maries. They face this choice at a time when the two
parties are no longer so clearly distinguishable on
some key economic policies, largely because Trump
has injected a note of populist protectionism into
what was once a free-market Republican ideology.
Meanwhile, the private sector itself is less coherent
and its collective self-interest less clearly defined.
Entrepreneurial billionaires such as Elon Musk,
who recently hosted an “a n t i - B i d e n” dinner party for
other executives and investors, set their own agen-
das.

Business advocates have understandable
grievances with Biden. Not only has he kept the vast
majority of Trump’s tariffs, he has added more. His
regulatory and antitrust push has also gone too far
at times, especially in his ban on liquefied natural
gas exports. Still, the president has overseen strong
macroeconomic performance. Despite inflationary
challenges, the United States has recovered from
the pandemic much more robustly than other lead-
ing economies. The stock market is at record levels.
Corporate profits hit an all-time high in 2022 under
Biden and have remained elevated. Then there’s the
fact Biden has shepherded bipartisan legislation
that spends billions to resurrect U.S. manufacturing
and repair the nation’s infrastructure. And, yes, U.S.
oil production also soared to a record, even if the in-
dustry doesn’t give him credit — and even if the
president, deferring to environmentalists in his
coalition, is reluctant to take any.

There is little guarantee a second Trump term
would be a net benefit for the private sector in terms
of policy. His first term resulted in the largest corpo-
rate tax cut in U.S. history and many regulatory roll-
backs, to be sure. But he’s openly talking about a
10% tariff on all imports, “a ring around the coun-
tr y,” as he puts it, which would be inflationary and
chaotic. He is clear that he wants not only to restrict
immigration but also to deport millions of people, a
recipe for social conflict and scarcer labor. Trump’s
followers seem interested in trimming the Federal
Reser ve’s political independence.

More fundamentally, another four years of Trump
would be hard to square with business’s usual pref-
erence for social and political stability, at home and
abroad. His denigration of institutions such as
NATO harmed U.S. standing in the world and sowed
uncertainty about Asian and European security. His
hostile words about Muslims and immigrants, along
with occasional shots at iconic American brands, fu-
eled culture wars. And all of that was before the vio-
lent disaster on Jan. 6, 2021. Like other Americans,
many executives probably hoped Trump would give
way to a more conventional Republican nominee in
2024. That has not happened. He’s running neck and
neck with Biden even as his language and behavior
get more extreme.

The strengths of American business have always
been innovation and flexibility, leavened, in politics,
by a sense of enlightened self-interest. The 2024
election poses a test of those strengths.

The Washington Post
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I wrote the Leahy law, and it applies to Israel
MIDDLE EAST

By PATRICK LEAHY
The Washington Post

I n the 1980s and ’90s, the
United States gave training,
weapons and ammunition

to Latin American security
forces with a long history of vi-
olating human rights. In
Guatemala and El Salvador,
soldiers trained and equipped
by the United States killed
hundreds of thousands of civil-
ians with near-total impunity. I
conceived and introduced the
Leahy law in 1997 because our
Latin partners, and security
forces in many other countries,
were violating the basic princi-
ples that the United States
stands for, and we were com-
plicit.

Today, people are asking
whether the law should apply
to Israel.

The law prohibits U.S. aid to
any unit of a foreign security
force if the secretary of state
has “credible information” the
unit has committed a gross vi-
olation of human rights: mur-
der, rape, torture, forced disap-
pearance or other flagrant de-
nials of the right to life, liberty
and personal security. Aid can
resume if the foreign govern-
ment is taking “effective steps”
to bring the responsible mem-
bers of the unit to justice.

The Leahy law is not a
panacea. But it is a vital tool to
remind foreign officials — and
our own — that American tax-
payers do not want to fund hu-
man rights violations. Faced
since its passage with re-
peated arguments that “en -

gagement” with foreign forces
is essential and that human
rights problems are the result
of “a few bad apples,” I have
responded, in effect: “L et’s
agree not to arm and train the
worst bad apples until our
partners clean them up.” This
is hardly a pie-in-the-sky stan-
dard. In fact, it is a bare mini-
mum about which there should
be no disagreement.

Over the years, the Leahy
law has been applied to many
countries, and secretaries of
state and defense of both polit-
ical parties have affirmed its
importance as a practical and
effective tool to shield the
United States from involve-
ment in horrific crimes and to
build forces that respect hu-
man rights and the laws of
armed conflict.

But while the Leahy law ap-
plies the same requirements to
every country, it has not al-
ways been equally enforced.
Israel, among the largest re-
cipients of U.S. military aid, is
a glaring example.

Beginning in the early
2000s, I wrote to successive
secretaries of state about the
failure to apply the Leahy law
to Israel. The responses were
either inconclusive or inaccu-
rately claimed the law was be-
ing applied to Israel the same
as to other countries, which
the State Department contin-
ues to insist today.

Unlike for most countries,
U.S. weapons, ammunition and
other aid is provided to Israeli
security forces in bulk rather
than to specific units. The sec-

retary of state is therefore re-
quired to regularly inform Is-
rael of any security force unit
ineligible for U.S. aid due to
having committed a gross vio-
lation of human rights, and the
Israeli government is obligated
to comply with that prohibition.

Since the Leahy law was
passed, not a single Israeli se-
curity force unit has been
deemed ineligible for U.S. aid,
despite repeated, credible re-
ports of gross violations of hu-
man rights and a pattern of
failing to appropriately punish
Israeli soldiers and police who
violate the rights of Palestini-
ans.

Recently, Secretary of State
Antony Blinken determined
that four Israeli security force
units had committed gross vio-
lations of human rights of
Palestinians in the West Bank,
months or years ago, but that
Israel had taken effective steps
to bring those responsible to
justice, so the Leahy law was
not applied. Yet two of those
cases involved the fatal shoot-
ing of unarmed Palestinians
for which the Israeli soldiers
served little or no time in
prison.

In the case of a fifth unit, in
January 2022, soldiers of the
Israeli Netzah Yehuda Battal-
ion falsely detained a 78-year-
old Palestinian American citi-
zen, Omar Assad, bound his
hands behind his back, gagged
him and left him facedown on
the ground. He died from a
stress-induced heart attack. Is-
rael cleared the soldiers of any
wrongdoing, and Prime Minis-

ter Benjamin Netanyahu
praised Netzah Yehuda and
pledged to thwart any U.S. at-
tempt to implement the Leahy
law. Although Blinken deter-
mined that Netzah Yehuda had
committed a gross violation,
the Leahy law has not been ap-
plied.

Thus, according to the State
Department, in the decades-
long history of the Leahy law,
only five Israeli security force
units have committed a gross
violation of human rights, of
which four were appropriately
punished. That not only begs
credulity; it also makes a
mockery of the law.

I have condemned Hamas’s
barbaric attack on Oct. 7. The
perpetrators of those atrocities
should be tracked down and
held to account. Applying the
Leahy law to Israel would not
suggest “moral equivalence”
with Hamas. Nor will faithfully
applying the Leahy law to Is-
rael weaken its security. Our
aid to Israel will continue to
flow to Israeli units that re-
spect human rights and inter-
national law.

The secretary of state
should urgently give Israel a
list of ineligible Israeli security
force units, including Neztah
Yehuda, regularly update the
list with units that commit
gross violations of human
rights and thereby demon-
strate that no country whose
security forces receive U.S. aid
is above U.S. law.

Patrick Leahy, a Democrat,
served as a U.S. senator from
Vermont for 48 years.
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By LARRY SATCOWITZ
For the Valley News

T he Flood Safety Act, S.213, makes
changes to Vermont’s statues to
help Vermont become more re-

silient to future flooding. The massive
flooding of recent years caused billions of
dollars in damage, destroying homes,
businesses, roads, and other infrastruc-
ture. This bill is a response to those
events by addressing flood management
in our river corridors, floodplains and
wetlands.

A river’s corridor is the area where a
river will move over time. The moving wa-
ter naturally erodes its banks and bottom,
and at the same time deposits sediments
in its path. This process causes changes
in the width and depth of the river and
where the river is laterally located. A
river may take many years to move a
short distance in some situations. Other
times, such as during a powerful storm, a
river may move large distances over very
short periods, often in ways that are hard
to predict, as some of our neighbors sadly
experienced during the past few years.

Many of our towns and cities were set-
tled adjacent to rivers for what were good
reasons at the time, and we have con-
strained sections of river in many of
these more populated locations. This al-
lows us to build next to rivers, but in-
evitably makes erosion worse in areas
up- and downstream of the constrained

areas. It also makes flooding worse. We
need to let rivers move wherever they
naturally go wherever we can. Science
and recent history are very clear that
constraining rivers is counterproductive
and costly.

Vermont is currently spending tens of
millions of dollars per year to cope with
damage to existing development in river
corridors, and 80% of flooding damage oc-
curs within river corridors. Our best solu-
tion is to not build further in these loca-
tions, except for parcels in already built-
up areas where development in a river
corridor can make sense. This would
mostly be in-fill development adjacent to
existing structures. S.213 will require a
permit for many kinds of development in
larger river corridors. By creating a per-
mit process for development in these ar-
eas we’ll be taking reasonable and
needed steps to avoid future damage.

Floodplains, another area this bill ad-
dresses, are the areas next to rivers that
can fill with water during storms. This is
where inundation-style flooding occurs,
as contrasted with the movement of
rivers via erosion within a river corridor.
Floodplains store water and slow rivers
during storms. The effect of this is to dis-
sipate the energy of the moving water
and limit its depth, thus minimizing dam-
age to existing structures and threats to
human health and safety. The bill will re-
quire updates to building standards in
floodplains to make Vermont better able

to withstand floods and to make recovery
less expensive.

The bill will also address Vermont’s
wetlands. Wetlands store water and re-
duce flooding. A great deal of mapping of
wetlands has been completed and this bill
will require the updating and mainte-
nance of our wetlands maps. S.213 will
also put into statute the current practice
of creating twice the acreage of new wet-
land for every acre of wetland lost to de-
velopment. Between 2016 and 2020 this
policy enabled a gain of 18.5 acres of wet-
land statewide. About one third of the
wetlands that existed in Vermont at the
time of European settlement are gone.
This new statute will take tiny steps to-
ward reclaiming what we’ve lost.

This bill is long overdue. We used to
think that wetlands were wastelands with
no useful function. We know better now.
We used to think that floodplains were
better if they never saw floodwaters. We
know better now. We used to think that
dredging and armoring rivers were effi-
cient and effective means to control them.
We know much better now.

This knowledge has been learned at
great cost. This bill is a product of those
hard-won lessons and has been sent to
the governor for his approval. I urge him
to sign it.

Rep. Larry Satcowitz, D-Randolph,
represents the White River Valley towns
of Braintree, Brookfield, Granville, Ran-
dolph and Roxbury.
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