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NORPAC Mission to Washington 2018 - Talking Points Quick Summaries 

 

Threats Faced by Israel (pg 1) 

1. Supporting continued security assistance to Israel (pg 2) 

2. Opposing Iranian terror (pg 3)  

3. Combating the anti-Semitic BDS movement (pg 4) 

Threats Faced by Israel 

Use the points in this section to introduce the legislative initiatives. 

 Israel faces a growing array of threats stemming from direct challenges, the growing chaos gripping the region and 

attempts by its enemies to isolate it economically. 

 Current events highlight the increasing scope and severity of these threats:  

 Israel is now forced to confront a threat on its northern border from a growing Iranian presence in Syria.  

• Iran has repeatedly vowed to destroy Israel. 

• In the last few weeks, Israel has had, for the first time, to directly engage with the Iranian military: to repel an 

armed Iranian drone that the IRGC sent from Syria into Israeli airspace and (according to published reports) to 

attempt to neutralize a large IRGC base in Syria. 

• Israel has no choice but to forcefully confront Iran in Syria now to prevent an even greater Iranian danger in the 

future but, even at this stage, that confrontation is dangerous and likely costly.
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 Only a few miles to the west of Syria, Iran’s proxy, Hezbollah, is entrenched in Lebanon, threatening Israel with 

150,000 missiles, almost all concealed in civilian neighborhoods.  

• On the southern Gaza border, Hamas, whose mission is Israel’s destruction, attempts daily to further that mission 

by sending terrorists into Israel behind a shield of civilians – the so-called “Great March of Return.”  

• From Hamas’ standpoint sending waves of unarmed civilians marching toward the border fence and embedding 

terrorists among them is a cynical win/win: 

 Either (a) the marchers, terrorists among them, break through the Gaza border fence into Israel, or (b) they draw 

Israeli fire, risking the lives of those forced to exist under Hamas’ terrorist misrule and thus bringing 

condemnation on Israel from a world focused on body counts and not facts. 

o   You can only imagine how any other nation would respond if threatened by the breach of its borders by tens of 

thousands of people including embedded hostile combatants. 

o This same tactic is exemplified by Hamas’ practice of embedding missiles in civilian sites.  

o   Hamas puts its people last - diverting aid to build tunnels with which to threaten Israel.  

These threats, combined with new challenges such as cyber-attacks and the continued threat of a near-nuclear Iran, require 

Israel to increase the strength and adaptability of its armed forces. 

Israel’s enemies are increasingly turning to economic weapons, using boycott, divestment and sanctions (BDS) to 

delegitimize the Jewish State. At a time when anti-Israel boycotts are spreading around the country and the globe, the 

United States, Israel and our allies need new ways to defend against the evolving threat of economic warfare.  

The legislative initiatives described below are designed to counter the threats to Israel, other American allies, and 

American interests.  

                                                           
1
 See, for example, Thomas Friedman’s recent column: The Real Next War in Syria: 

Iran vs. Israel  https://www.nytimes.com/2018/04/15/opinion/war-syria-iran-israel.html. 
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1. Supporting continued security assistance to Israel  

(H.R. 5141 and S. 2497) 

What are we asking for? (House & Senate:) Thank MOC/aide for past support.  Will you support the 

United States-Israel Security Assistance Authorization Act of 2018 (H.R. 5141 and S. 2497)?  

H.R. 5141 –Sponsors: Ros-Lehtinen and Deutch. Co-sponsors:127 

S. 2497 – Sponsors: Rubio and Coons. Co-sponors:26 

(See legislation and list of co-sponsors at www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/5141 and 

www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/senate-bill/2497. Thank if already a co-sponsor.) 

What would the legislation do? The bill (a) authorizes $3.3 billion in military assistance and $500 

million in anti-missile funding for Fiscal Year 2019, as provided for in the 2016 MOU (Memorandum 

of Understanding), a 10-year agreement between the US and Israel that ensures Israel's qualitative 

military edge and (b) contains other provisions to ensure that Israel has the means necessary to defend 

itself, by itself, against a range of growing and emerging threats. 

Why is it needed? Israel is America’s closest ally in the Middle East. To help Israel maintain a strong 

military so that it can meet the threats described on the previous page, the United States provides it 

with security assistance as part of the overall foreign aid bill and the defense appropriations bill. That 

support has been, and is, bipartisan and longstanding.   

The great majority of this aid is provided pursuant to a ten year MOU (Memorandum of 

Understanding) reached between the United States and Israel.  This aid needs to be approved and 

appropriated each year by Congress.  

The aid America provides bolsters our country’s closest ally and the only democracy in the Middle 

East, furthers American interests without putting American troops at risk, and assists Israel in 

developing technology and intelligence that has been critical to protecting American interests and 

saving the lives of American troops in the Middle East and around the world. 

For a State-by-State analysis of how America benefits from our relationship with Israel, please 

check: http://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/jsource/US-Israel/statestoc.html 

  

http://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/jsource/US-Israel/statestoc.html
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2. Opposing Iranian terror  

(H.R. 5132 and Senate Corker-Menendez Letter) 

What are we asking for:  

(House): Will you support the Iranian Revolutionary Guard Corps Economic Exclusion Act (H.R. 

5132) Sponsors: Edward Royce (R – CA); Elliot Engel (D – NY).  108 co-sponsors. 

(See legislation and list of co-sponsors at www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/5132. 

Thank if already a co-sponsor.) 

(Senate): If Senator was one of 64 who signed the letter: We thank the Senator for supporting the letter 

in March urging the President to use his existing authority to enact stricter sanctions on Iran for its 

terrorist activities (see Senate letter at 

http://norpac.net/mission2018/CorkerMenendezIranletter.pdf). 

What would the legislation do (House)? H.R. 5132 tightens sanctions on Iran’s Islamic Revolutionary 

Guard Corps (IRGC)—Iran’s primary tool for terrorism and regional aggression. 

What does the letter do (Senate)?  The President has considerable authority under prior legislation to 

impose sanctions on Iran for its terrorist activities.  However, the Administration (and prior 

Administrations) have not used much of that authority; the letter urges the President to do so. 

Why is it needed? Since agreeing to the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action ("JCPOA," the 2015 

nuclear deal), Iran has continued to act belligerently toward the United States and our allies, including 

Israel, and increased its support for murderous regimes and terrorists in Lebanon, Syria, Iraq, Yemen, 

Gaza and elsewhere.  One of Iran’s principal means of doing so is through the Islamic Revolutionary 

Guard Corps (IRGC). 

Many hoped the JCPOA would encourage Iran to moderate its behavior and reduce its support for 

murderous regimes and terrorists. This has clearly not happened: to the contrary, Iran has ramped up 

both its hateful rhetoric, its support for, and direct involvement in, murderous activities and its defiance 

of the international community.   

Iran has very publicly continued to develop its ballistic missile program in contravention of UN 

Security Council resolutions and yet the international community has barely responded. Furthermore, 

Iran continues massive transfers of arms to third countries, including Assad’s brutal regime in Syria 

and terrorist organizations, all in violation of UN Security Council Resolution 2231 and other UNSCR 

resolutions.   

The IRGC sanctions legislation we are advocating for (in the House legislation), and the sanction 

authority the President is asked to exercise (in the Senate letter) are consistent with America’s 

obligations under the JCPOA.  That agreement left in place targeted sanctions aimed at Iran’s non-

nuclear behavior and intentionally separated these issues.   
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3. Combating the anti-Semitic BDS movement 

(H.R. 2856 and S. 170; H.R. 1697 and S. 720) 

A. H.R. 2856 and S. 170 Combating BDS Act of 2017 

What are we asking for: (House & Senate) Will you support the Combating BDS Act of 2017 (House: H.R. 

2856; Senate: S. 170) to reaffirm the right of states to divest from companies that boycott Israel?  

H.R. 2856: 118 co-sponsors; S. 170: 47 co-sponsors. 

(See legislation and list of co-sponsors at www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/2856 and 

www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/senate-bill/170. Thank if already a co-sponsor.) 

What would the legislation do? The Combating BDS Act of 2017 makes it clear that state and local 

governments have a right to disassociate their pensions and contracts from entities that boycott, divest from, or 

sanction Israel. In so doing, it also protects these governments from lawsuits.   

Why is it needed? The Boycott, Divestment & Sanctions (BDS) movement is a form of anti-Semitism. 

It demonizes the only democracy in the Middle East while turning a blind eye to the egregious actions of 

Israel’s enemies and nondemocratic states around the world. BDS proponents view the Jewish state as so evil 

that, almost alone among the nations of the world, it deserves to be boycotted, have businesses divest from their 

investments in it, and be sanctioned. 

 

B. H.R. 1697 and S. 720 the Israel Anti-Boycott Act 

What are we asking for: (House & Senate) Will you support the Israel Anti-Boycott Act (House: H.R.1697, 

Senate: S.720) to expand U.S. anti-boycott laws to counter attempts by the UN and the European Union to 

boycott companies because they do business over the 1949 Armistice Lines (such as in East Jerusalem and the 

Golan Heights)?  

H.R. 1697: 283 co-sponsors; S. 720: 55 co-sponsors. 

(See legislation and list of co-sponsors at www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/1697 and 

www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/senate-bill/720. Thank if already a co-sponsor.) 

What would the legislation do? The Israel Anti-Boycott Act would combat the efforts by the UN Human 

Rights Council’s to encourage a boycott of companies doing business in Israel over the 1949 Armistice line by 

expanding U.S. law to prohibit compliance with such boycotts. The bipartisan bill's authors support an updated 

version of their bill which includes language clarifying the rights of individual U.S. citizens to engage in 

personal boycott activity and affirms that nothing in the Act should be construed to diminish or infringe on any 

right protected under the First Amendment. 

Why is it needed? (For a discussion of BDS, see “A” above).  The UN has a long and sorry history of bias 

against Israel, both in the General Assembly and in many of its constituent organizations.  Perhaps the most 

notorious example of such bias is the UN Human Rights Council.  The most recent example of such bias is the 

Council’s promotion of a new form of BDS, calling for blacklisting any business, Israeli or non-Israeli, that 

conducts business over the 1949 armistice lines (the “Green Line”), including Jerusalem and the Golan Heights.  

This UNHRC action is immoral not only because it singles out and demonizes Israel but because it (a) attempts 

to dictate terms to Israel, demanding that it unilaterally withdraw from all the disputed territories, including its 

3,000 year old capital of Jerusalem, (b) ignores the risks that Israel has repeatedly taken for peace while (c) 

demanding nothing of the Palestinians, ignoring both the obstacles that the Palestinians continue to create to 

achieving a lasting agreement and the reality that peace, including resolving the status of the disputed territories, 

can only come through negotiations between the parties.  Furthermore, it is in contravention of the 1949 

armistice agreements where the cease fire lines (a/k/a the green line) were without prejudice to the final borders. 


