
CHAPTER 11

RESOURCES, PRODUCT AND NATIONAL INCOME1

The data in this chapter are provisional, especially as regards 1956; in part,
they are extrapolations from data pertaining to the two previous years.2
National income statistics are not sufifciently developed in Israel (0 provide

a satisfactory degree of accuracy. Hence, the estimates given below are merely
intended to relfect the general trends in the economy. Despite this, absolute
ifgures and not ranges are given in order to avoid an unnecessarily cumbersome
presentation.
The value of imports and exports has been computed according to the ofifcial

exchange rate ofIL. 1.800 =$1.00. This rate does not necessarily relfect the
prices of imported goods or services on the local market, or the equivalent re­
ceived in Israel currency for exports. A certain proportion of imported goods
is sold in this country at prices which include imposts appearing within the
framework of the national accounts, e.g. indirect taxes collected by the Govern­
ment. Other imported goods appear to be sold by importers at relatively high
prices. This applies especially to imports under the "Pamaz" system,^3 and the
additional proifts earned through this system are included in the national in­
come. Yet another part of imports is sold at lower prices than the ofifcial ex­
change rate warrants, as a result of Government subsidies. In the national ac­
counts, such subsidies are included under the item "subsidies" which are de­
ducted from "Indirect Taxes".
As adequate and comprehensive data concerning the actual price ratio

1 The various magnitudes shown in this chapter and their interrelationships are summarized
in table 11­12.

2 The extrapolations are based on the studies of Dr. Daniel Creamer and others on National
Income in 1954, of Dr. Harold Lubell on National Expenditure in 1954, and of Dr. Michael
Barkai on the Public Sector in 1954, all of which are to be published by the Falk Foundation
for Economic Research in Israel. The provisional estimates of National Income in 1955 and
1956 prepared by the National Accounts Unit of the Central Bureau of Statistics were
also used.
Estimates made in this chapter are explained in greater detail in a statistical appendix,

to be published shortly. Differences between certain ifgures quoted in this chapter and the
corresponding data published in the Bank of Israel Annual Report for 1955, Jerusalem,
May 1956, are due to the changed base and the receipt of more up­to­date statistics.

3 The "Pamaz" is a foreign currency deposit enabling exporters to use the counterpatr of the
added value produced by their exports to import raw materials destined for production for
the local market, in their normal line of business.
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between imports and local products are not available, we cannot measure the
weight of imports relative to the gross product or other magnitudes expressed
in terms of local prices, except by computation on the basis of the oiffcial ex­
change rate. In some subsequent calculations, an attempt has been made to
measure the weight of imports in total resources in 1956 as compared with 1955,
at 1956 prices.

1. A Summary of the National Accounts
The composition of total gross resources of the Israel economy and their use

in 1955 and 1956, are summarized in tableII­1.

2. Total Gross Resources and National Income
Total resources of the Israel economy in 1956 were estimated at IL.3,460 mil­

lion, as compared with IL.2,890 million in 1955. Of this 20 per cent rise, ap­
proximately8or 9 per cent represent price increases, while resources at constant
prices rose by some 10 to 11 per cent.
The real increase in resources in 1956 approximately equalled that of 1955,

but the distribution of the increment as between the national product and im­
ports differed. The value of gross national product at constant prices rose by 8
or 9 per cent in 1956, while the rate of increase was higher in 1955, amounting
to 10­11 per cent. On the other hand, the volume of imports grewby 17 per
cent in 1956, as against a rise of only some 7 per cent in 1955.
National income in 1956 was estimated atIL. 2,090 million, as compared with

IL. 1,750 million in 1955, and IL.1,480 million in 1954­ all at current prices.
National income thus grew at a rate of nearly 20 per cent in 1956 and approxi­
mately 18 per cent in 1955.
Payment of wages, salaries and social benefits by employers rose fromIL. 1,040

million in 1955 toIL. 1,240 million in 1956, i.e. by 19 per cent. This increase
was due to the raising of the average daily wage by 13 per cent, some improve­
ments in social benefits, not included in the average wage, and to the growth in
the number of wage­earners.
The breakdown of national income by origin showed few changes in 1956.

The most impotrant change was the increase in the share of agriculture and the
public authorities as against the decrease of building. At current prices, national
income originating in agriculture, industry (including electricity, mining and
water) , building and communications increased by approximately 19 per cent
during 1956. On the other hand, the value of gross output in these sectors, at
current prices, rose by 17 per cent. This difference indicates a certain increase
in the share of added value in the output of these sectors. The causes of this
phenomenon partly stem from development trends which will be analyzed
below. (A more detailed analysis of developments in the main branches of the
economy will be found in the second part of this report).
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Table 11­1

The National Accounts in 1955­1956

(in IL. millions(

19561955
1955as againstat current pricesat 1956 pricesat current prices

real
change

change
in pricesin per centinlL.in per centin IL.in per centin IL.

60.42,09260.61,752National Income
­­­336­­­271Indirect Taxes
­­­­ 60­­­­ 35less: Subsidies
­­8.0276­­8.2236Net Indirect Taxes
­­4.3150­1334.1120Depreciation
­­­0.2­ 9­­0.5+ 14Errors and Omissions

+8.3+9.272.52,50974.02,31773.42,122Total Gross National Product
+ 16.9+6.127.595326.081526.6768Imports (Goods and Services(

+ 10.5+8.4100.03,462100.03,132100.02,890Total Gross Resources

+38.9+ 13.619.968915.849615.1436Public Consumption
+ 5.8+ 6.453.41,85055.91,74956.81,644Private Consumption
+ 0.5+ 11.117.861519.561219.1551Gross Investment "
+ 12.1+ 6.28.93088.82759.0259Exports (Goods and Services(

+ 10.5+ 8.4100.03,462100.03,132100.02,890Total Resources Used

w * Gross Investment in the economy includes only investments in capital goods and housing. Excluding stock changes, corresponding data not
1­. being available.



Agriculture
The income originating in agriculture increased by some 37 per cent in 1956

at current prices, while the value of agricultural output rose by only about 25
per cent. This discrepancy had two main causes :

First, the real volume of output grew by 16 per cent, while real input­ i.e.
the agricultural sector's purchases of raw materials, spare parts and fuel from
other sectors of the economy and from abroad­ rose by only 10 per cent. The
considerable growth of output was largely due to favourable weather, contrast­
ing sharply with the drought of 1955.
Secondly, the prices received by farmers for agricultural produce rose by 7

per cent, while the prices of production materials purchased by them increased
by only 2 per cent. Thus, an improvement occurred in the "terms of trade"
as between agriculture and other sectors of the economy or markets abroad.
This phenomenon was the result of a considerable increase in the price of Israel
citrus in foreign countries, a particularly marked expansion of production of
goods the local prices of which had risen (e.g. beef cattle), the higher prices

TableI 1­2

National Income by Industrial Origin, 1955 and 1956, at Current Prices

1 9561 955
in perin IL.in perin IL.
centmillionscentmillions

13.128111.9213Agriculture1.

20.543820.8372Industry and Mining2.
6.11307.2129Building3.

Public Supply of Electri­4.
1.7371.730city and Water
7.71647.8140Transport5.

49.11.05049.4884Total, 1­56.
11.624811.6208Commerce7.

Banking, Finance, Insur­8.
8.81888.5152ance and Real Estate
10.823111.6207Other Services9.

Government, Local Authori­10.
19.742018.9338ties and Public Institutions

50.91,08750.6905Total, 7­1011.

100.02,137100.01,789Total Domestic Income12.
Less: Net Payments to13.

­45­37Production Factors Abroad

2,0921,752Total National Income14.

Source : Provisional estimates of the National Accounts Unit, the Central Bureau of Statistics.
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obtained for agircultural crops sold to local industry, and the larger Govern­
ment subsidies paid on some crops.
The above development led to an increase in the income of the agricultural

sector (which includes wage and interest payments made by this sector) not
only in toto but also per unit of output.

Industry
The real value of industiral output (including industry, crafts, mining, electri­

city and water) rose by some 8 to 10 per cent during 1956, while the rise in
prices has been estimated at 8 per cent. The value of output in this sector at
current pirces thus increased by approximately 16 to 18 per cent. On the other
hand, the income originating in industry expanded by about 19 per cent. In so
far as this difference is not due to inaccuracies in the estimates, it would appear
that in industry also the share of added value in total output has increased,
although to a modest extent.
Duirng the year under review, the trend towards vertical production

continued in some branches of industry; that is, these branches began to
process raw materials or semi­manufactures, instead of importing the pro­
cessed materials. The following may serve as examples of this tendency : the
increased use of local minerals in the chemical industry; the production of wool
and cotton yarn, previously imported ; and the greater use of agricultural pro­
ducts, such as cotton, sugar­beet, oil­seeds and hides. This vertical expansion
tends to increase the national product.
While the real output of industry expanded, as already stated, to the consider­

able extent of 8 to 10 per cent, employment in this sector increased by only 2
per cent. The growth of output was chielfy made possible by the installation of
improved equipment in many plants during recent years.

Building and Construction
The value of construction 4 at current prices rose by about 7 per cent in 1956.

As building costs increased considerably, the real volume of building declined
by some 5 per cent. This decline mainly affected the public construction of house­
ing schemes for persons other than new immigrants.
A tendency to restirct building was apparent duirng the year, the area of

buildings commenced being smaller than that of buildings completed. For
every 4 square metres of building completed in 1956, only 3 square metres
were commenced.
As regards non­building construction, activities connected with mineral ex­

ploitation, oil­dril'hng and the work of local authorities were expanded, while
those connected with. irrigation, land reclamation, road construction and the
laying of railway lines contracted.

* Including building and non­building construction.
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Transport
The real output of transport services increasedby6to 7 per cent. Most of

this rise was due to the 33 per cent increase in the value of shipping services, and
to the larger output of the railways, which exceeded the 1955 level by more
than 25 per cent. The increase in the output of road haulage is estimated at
7 per cent, while the output of the bus services decreased owing to the strike
of the bus co­operatives and the mobilization of vehicles during the period of
the Sinai campaign.
The a\'erage increase in the prices of transport services was about 6 per cent,

while the prices paid for purchases from other sectors and from abroad rose by
about7or 8 per cent.
During 1956, the various transport branches were affected by the results of

the tendency evident in recent years to modernize equipment, such as the re­
newal of the merchant lfeet,the substitution of diesel locomotives for steam
locomotives and of diesel for petrol­driven motor vehicles. Hence, current pur­
chases of materials such as fuel increased to a lesser extent than the output of
the sector.

3. The Use of Resources
The most striking change in the use of resources was the big expansion of pub­

lie consumption, which increased by 39 per cent at constant prices. The pro­
pcition of resources diverted to public consumption rose from 15 per cent in
1955 to 20 per cent in 1956. The major part of this increase was due to heavier
security expenditures. The share of exports remained unchanged. On the other
hand, the weight of private consumption and of gross investment in the total
use of resources declined. (See tableII­1 ).
The changes which occurred in the composition of resources and in their dis­

tribution according to use will be put more clearly in focus if marginal changes,
rather than aggregates for 1955 and 1956, are considered.
Approximately 60 per cent of the real increase in resources was dueto the

growth of the national product, while the remainder was the result of increased
imports. The expansion of public consumption, to which nearly 60 per cent of
the additional resources were diverted, thus equalled the increment to the na­
national product during the year. Approximately 30 per cent of the year's incre­
ment to resources was used to enlarge private consumption. On the other hand,
only one­tenth of the additional resources was used to expand exports, and
virtually none was directed to investment.
For the evaluation of the composition and distribution of the net resources

actually at the disposal of the economy for its current consumption, and for the
expansion of its future production capacity by net investment, a computation is
given below of "Resources Available", after deduction of depreciation both from
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gross national product and from gross investment, and after deducting exports
from imports to obtain the import surplus. :

The figures of table II­4 underline the tendencies apparent from table II­3.

Table II­3
Changes in the Composition and Use of Resources, 1955 and 1956

(in IL. millions­at 1956 prices(

Change from
1955 to 1956

from
1955

Change
1954 to

per cent
increase

in IL. in
millions ■ of

in per cent
of increase

in IL.
millions

58
42

+ 192
+ 138

81
19

+228
+ 52

Gross National Product
Imports

100+330100+ 280Total Resources

58
31
1

10

+ 193
+ 101
+ 3
+ 33

19
44
36.

1

+ 54
+ 122
+ 101
+ 3

Public Consumption
Private Consumption
Gross Investment *

Exports

100+330100+280Total Use of Resources

* Due to the lack of satisfactory data concerning stock changes estimates have been
based on the assumption that stocks increased in 1956 to the same extent as in 1955. If
stock increase to a greater extent, the investment is larger than that shown in the table,
while consumption is smaller;­ and vice versa if stocks increase to a lesser extent than in
1955.

Source: Table 11­1.

Table II­4
Resources Available and Their Use, 1955­1956

(in IL. millions(

Increment in 1956
at current prices

/956
1955

in per
cent of
increase

in IL.
millions

at 1956
prices

at current
prices

62.5
37.5

+ 175
+ 105

2,359
645

2,184
540

2,002
509

National Product net of
Depreciation

Imports less Exports

100.0+2803,0042,7242,511Total Resources Available

69
36
­ 5

+ 193
+ 101
­ 14

689
1,850
465

496
1,749
479

436
1,644
431

Public Consumption
Private Consumption
Net Investment

100+2803,0042,7242,511
Total Domestic Use of
Resources Available

Source: Table 11­1.
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Some of the more important aspects of the use of resources i.e. consumption,
investment and export, are dealt with below.

4. Private Consumption
The value of private consumption at current prices increased by 12 to 13 per

cent in 1956. The growth of private consumption at constant prices is estimated
at about 6 per cent. Taking into consideration the population increase of some
4.5 per cent, it appears that average per capita consumption expanded by only
about 1or 2 per cent. (It should be noted that this refers to the increase in the
average consumption for the whole population,­ within which there may be a
considerable spread. It is possible that the consumption level of some consumers
rose considerably, while that of other strata of the population declined.) In con­
trast to the small increase during the year under review, private per capita con­
sumption had grown by about 4 per cent between 1954 and 1955.
Real food consumption expanded to a greater extent than that of other

goods and services. This was made possible entirely by the growth of agricultural
output, as regards both final products (the quantity of which rose by about 13
per cent) and materials for the food industry. Imports of foodstuffs and raw
materials for the food industry remained at the 1955 level, and­if calculated
per capita­ even contracted. Consumption of clothing and footwear rose slightly,
and per capita consumption apparently declined. Sales of durable consumer
goods, such as electric refrigerators and wireless sets, expanded at a faster rate
than the population during the year under review. The average standard of
housing also improved, especially as regards private residential building.

5. Export and Investment

Export accounted for approximately 9 per cent of the use of resources both
in 1955 and in 1956. But for the rise of export prices on foreign markets­ and
particularly the prices of citrus fruit­ the share of exports might have declined
to some extent. On the other hand, the diversion of a larger proportion of exports
to hard­currency countries resulted in some increase in the real value of exports.
This fact is not relfected in the national accounts due to dififculties of com­
putation.
The share of gross investment in the use of resources shows some contraction­

from 19 per cent in 1955 to 18 per cent in 1956. However, in so far as it is pos­
sible to regard the proportion of investments in agriculture, industry and transport
(in contrast to investments in residential building and services) as a very general
indicator of the percentage of "productive" investment, there seems to have
been some improvement in the composition of investments, since th*e share of
residential buildings and services in total, investments fell slightly during 1956.
On the other hand, the real volume of gross investment in agriculture, industry
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and transport showed no increase, and net investment in these sectors even con­
tracted.5

6. Saving
One of the most important indicators of the performance measurement of an

economy is the volume of savings, since it indicates the proportion of the na­
tional product allocated, through investment, to the expansion of future produc­
tive capacity. In the national accounts, the magnitude of saving appears as the
total of net domestic investment and net foreign investment (which is the surplus
of export over import) or the difference between net domestic investment and
the import surplus. Saving also equals the difference between net national pro­
duct and total private and public consumption. Aggregate saving, and its break­
down between the public and private sectors/ are detailed in tableII­5.
In 1956, therefore, dissaving totalled IL.180 million, as compared with a dis­

saving of IL.78 million during 1955. This means that the net national product
was not only insufficient to ifnance part of net investment, but was even con­
siderably smaller than the total consumption of the economy,­ the difference
being covered by net capital import. The larger volume of dissaving was mainly
due to an increase in the public sector, the consumption expenditure of which
considerably exceeded the amount of direct and indirect taxation levied by it.
On the other hand, dissaving in the private sector appears to have diminished
in 1956.
The concept of saving used in tableI1­5 is that commonly accepted in

national accounting. However, the special structure of the Israel economy, and
in particular the absorption of large numbers of immigrants, calls for certain
conceptual modiifcations.
First of all, the dissaving of the public sector is due not only to higher Govern­

ment expenditure, unaccompanied by a parallel expansion of its revenue from
other sectors of the economy, but also to the fact that almost all the revenue of
the national institutions consists of donations from abroad and is therefore in­
eluded in table 11­5 under item 2 "Net Foreign Investment", while their current
expenditure forms part of public consumption. Within the accepted framework
of national accounting, therefore, these institutions constitute a factor of con­
stant dissaving in the public sector. The current spending by the national institu­
tions represented about 9 per cent of public consumption in 1955 and between
6 and 7 per cent in 1956.

s This conclusion is presumably not affected by the fact mentioned in the footnote to table
II­1, namely that the estimate of investment does not include stock changes. If any
increases occurred, it may be assumed that they approximately parallelled the increase in
pirvate consumption.

s The public sector comprises, in this connection, the Government, local authorities and
national institutions.
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Table 11­5
Capital Import, Net Investment and Saving, 1955 and 1956

(in IL. millions­at current prices(
1955 1956 Change

A. Net Investment by the Economy
1. Net Domestic Investment
2. Net Foreign Investment*

3. Net Investment by the Economy
(1. less 2.)b

B. National Saving
4. The Public Sector

(a) Direct Taxes
(b) Net Indirect Taxes

Total Taxes
less: Public Consumption

5. National Income
less: Direct Taxes

Disposable National Income
less: Private Consumption

6. Errors and Omissions

7. National Saving

431
­509

465
­645

­78 ­180 ­102

243167
276236

519403
­689­436

­137­170­33
2,0921,752
­243­167

1,8491,585
­1,850­1,644

+ 58­1­59
­ 23­9+ 14

­78 ­180 ­102

* Financing of the import surplus through foreign loans, repatriation of foreign investments,
donations and grants from abroad, etc.

b This item is identical with item 7­ National Saving.
Source: TableII­ 1 and estimates of the Bank of Israel.

Moreover, the Government, too, receives from abroad certain resources de­
stined for consumption, such as the maintenance of immigrants and the sup­
porting of education, health and social welfare services.
Secondly, a part of the financing of the import surplus actually constitutes

private income. This applies, for example, to the personal restitution payments
from Western Germany.
Net transfer payments from abroad increase the total income of the private

sector above its share in national income. If private consumption is related not
to national income but to the sum total of private income, private saving will be
positive.
For the purpose of computing private saving, it is ifrst necessary to ascertain

the amount of transfers from abroad which­in whole or in part­ were destined
to ifnance private consumption. As shown in table II­6, transfers from abroad
received by individuals in 1956, totalled IL.109 million, as compared with IL.97
million in 1955.
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Table 11 ­ 6

Foreign Transfer Payments* to Individuals, 1955 and 1956
(in $ millions and in IL. millions(

19561955

26.3
25.7
8.3

24.3
18.7
10.8

Net Pirvate Transfers
Personal Restitution from ­Germany
Gifts

60.353.8Total, in $ millions

108.596.8■ Total, in IL. millions

* The figures include current and capital transfers. While capital
transfers should not be included in private income, the inadequacy
of the data makes it impossible to distinguish between these two
types of transfer receipts.

Source : Estimates of the Bank of Israel.

TableII­7 gives an estimate of private income and pirvate saving7 in 1955
and 1956. This estimate includes under private income all foreign and local net
transfer payments. Pirvate saving, as here denned, thus totalled IL.163 million
in 1956, as against IL.88 million in 1955. Though this calculation may overesti­
mate the saving of the public, since some of the transfer payments included in
pirvate income actually constitute capital transfers and not current transfers, it is
clear that positive saving out of private income has not been insigniifcant.
A large percentage of this pirvate saving ifnanced the building of dwel'hng
houses. Total saving does, however, not exceed the agregate of the vairous
transfer payments from abroad and from the public to the pirvate sector.
In order to assess the full signiifcance of pirvate saving, it must also be recalled

that the population of Israel is extremely heterogenous as regards countires of
oirgin and thus habits of consumption and saving. The degree of saving in the
vairous segments of the population seems to be affected not only by income but
also by far­reaching differences in spending habits. There are indications that
a part of the population is dissaving on a substantial scale, while another has
not inconsiderable positive savings.
In table II­7 estimates are given of pirvate income and private saving­in

addition to the preceding estimates of national income and national saving­
because each of these two sets of concepts has its special signiifcance. Private
income and private saving are of importance in connection with tax policy, the
capital market or the relationship between supply and consumers' effective de­
mand. National income and national saving, on the other hand, constitute mea­
suring rods of the economy's achievements : they show how much the economy

7 Private saving­ as defined in this paragraph­ includes both personal saving and undistri­
buted proifts, as data on undistirbuted proifts are not available.
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has contributed to net investment, and the extent to which current consumption
has been ifnanced by resources from abroad.

Table II­7
Income, Consumption and Private Saving, 1955 and 1956

(in IL. millions­at current prices(

1955

in IL.
millions

1 956

in IL.
millions

Change in 1956, as
against 1955

in IL. in
millions per cent

The National Income 1,752 2,092
less: Direct Taxes* ­ 167 ­ 243
plus: Current Transfers from

Public Sector to Private
Sector" + 67 +. 74

less: Current Transfers from
Private Sector to the
Public Authorities c

plus: Transfers from Abroad
to the Private Sector

Total Disposable Private Income
Private Consumption

Irivate Saving + 88 + 163

+340
­ 76

+ 7

+ 19.4
+45.5

+ 10.4

+ 11.8­ 2­ 19­ 17

+ 12.4+ 12+ 109+ 97

+ 16.3
+ 12.5

+281
­206

2,013
­1,850

1,732
­1,644

+ 75 +85.2

* Direct taxes include income tax, defence tax (in so far as it is levied on income), as well as
payments to National Insurance and the Equalization Fund for persons serving in the Defence
Forces Reserves. Property taxes are not included in this item, but in indirect taxes. The
inheritance tax is likewise excluded, as it is considered a capital transfer.

b Current transfers from the public to the private sector include social welfare payments,
pensions, severance pay, educational grants, grants to non­proift­institutions, etc.
Current transfers from enterprises to private persons (e.g. pension payments') should also

have been included, but no comprehensive data are available. The national income
includes the wage supplements, such as contributions to national insurance as men­
tioned above. Other supplement components may, in effect, be class!ifed as various forms of
saving. This applies to contributions to provident funds. The remaining supplements are pay­
ments for services such as health insurance. Savings should not be deducted from income,
precisely because it . is desired to arrive at total private saving, regardless of whether it
appears, for example, in the bank deposits of individuals or constitutes institutional saving.
Contributions to the Workers Sick Fund, etc., are likewise not deducted from income,
since they are payments for consumer services and therefore must be included in private
consumptTon.

e Current transfers from the private sector to public authorities include­ accordingto. the U.N.
deifnition­ various non­tax payments and payments other than for the use of public services ;
e.g. contributions to the Defence Fund, ifnes, passport fees and licence fees of all kinds, or
education and hospital fees. The ifgures include current donations to the national institutions
from the public.

Source; Table 11­1, and estimates of the Bank of Israel.
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7. Private Income, Saving and the Tax Burden
Table II­8 shows the distribution of private income as between consumption,

saving and taxes.
It appears from this table thattwo­thirds of the private income as denned in

table II­7 were used to purchase goods for private consumption (at factor
prices). Slightly less than a quarter constituted payments of direct and indirect
taxes net of subsidies, which were usedto ■finance public consumption, while
the remaining 7 per cent were saved. Compared with 1955, the situation in
1956 is marked by a striking increase in the burden of direct taxes in relation
to disposable income.
A computation of the real changes in total and disposable private income,

based on the inflation of current income by the consumers' price index, is given
in table 11­9 on page 40. The real income of the private sector increased by

Table II­8
Private Income, Private Consumption, Taxes and Private Saving" 1955 and 1956

(in IL. millions and per cent, at current prices(

Change in
1956 as

against 1955
95611955

in
per cent

in
per cent

in IL.
millions

in
percent

in IL.
millions

+ 18.8
+45.5

100
­11

2,256
­243

100
­ 9

1,899
­167

Private Income beforeDirect Taxes
less: Direct Taxes

+ 16.2
+85.2

89
­ 7

2,013
­163

91
­ 5

1,732
­ 88

Disposable Private Income
less: Private Saving

+ 12.5

+ 17.0

82

­12

1,850

­276

86

­12

1,644

­236

Private Consumption at
Market Prices

less: Indirect Taxes
Net of Subsidies

+ 11.8701,574741,408
Private Consumption at
Factor .Cost

* The ifgures in this table are subject to reservations which in part have been explained above.
First, private disposable income includes transfers from abroad to the amount of approxima­
telyIL. 100 mill:on, an unknown part of which is destined for investment ; this part should
be deducted. Secondly, undistributed proifts should be deducted from the national income.
These two deifciencies give an upward bias to private income. Thirdly, direct taxes include
corporate income tax. Fourthly, indirect taxes include taxes which are not levied on private
consumption (e.g. the excise on cement, the customs duties on wood and iron, etc.) On the
other hand, the subsidies which are deducted from indirect taxes comprise some which are
of no beneift to private consumers, such as subsidies to exports and subsidies to farmers.
Fifthly, private income does not include transfers from enterprises to individuals.
The qualiifcations two to ifve give a downward bias to the ifgure of private income in

table 11­8.
These qualiifcations are to a certain extent mutually offsetting, and it may be assumed that

the general pxture given in tableII­8 adequately relfects the order of magnitudeof the
amounts concerned.

Source: Estimates of the Bank of Israel.
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11­12 per cent. After deduction of taxes, the increase of disposable income
amounts to 9 per cent, and per capita disposable income to 4­5 per cent.

Table II­9
Total and Disposable Private Income, 1955 and 1956

(at current prices and at 1956 prices(
Real change9551
in per cent,1956 at 1956at 1956at 1955

pricesprices 'prices
1. Totals, in IL. millions

+ 11.62,2562,0211,899Pirvate Income
+ 9.22,0131,8431,732Disposable Pirvate Income

2. Per Capita Figures, in IL.
+ 6.81,2341,1551,085Private Income
+ 461,1011,053990Disposable Pirvate Income

* Inlfated by the consumers' price index, which rose by 6.4 per cent between 1955 and 1956.
Source : Estimates of the Bank of Israel.

8. The Import Component and the Use of Resources
In an economy largely dependent on net capital import, the share of the im­

port component in the various uses of resources is highly important. In certain
branches of production there is, in the short run, a more or less rigid relationship
between the import component and output. Hence, as long as the structure of
consumption, investment or export remains unchanged, the volume of imports
is likely to be a main determinant of the levels of production and employment.
In fact, important changes in the import component occured in 1956­ partly
because of changes in the composition of investments and exports, and partly
because of the process of further vertical development of local production. The
import components of consumption, investment and exports, including input
for domestic manufacture and ifnished goods, are given in table 11­10. In
order to facilitate comparison between 1956 and 1955, the calculations are
based on 1956 prices.
The import component of gross investment increased between those two years

from 35 to 41 per cent. This increase was almost entirely due to a change in
the structure of investments: There was a higher proportion of investments in
industry­ the import component of which is relatively high­ and a lower pro­
portion of investments in building, public works and irrigation­ which have a
smaller import component. An additional reason is that no customs duties or
other imposts are levied on mechanical equipment, tools, etc., and that the pur­
chase of equipment is facilitated by the Government's granting credit on easy
terms. The decrease in the import component of private consumption was the
result of good harvests, the extension of production processes, and the rise in
prices during the year through the imposition of additional indirect taxes, in
particular on imports.
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Table 11­10
The Use of Resources and their Import Component, 1955 and 7956

(in IL. .millions and in per cent(
19561955

current pricesat1956 pricesat
Import componentTotal use,Import componentTotal use,

in per
cent

in IL.
millions

in IL.
millionsin per

cent
in IL.
millions

in IL.
millions

21.7
41.3
47.7

552
254
147

2,539
615
308

20.6
35.0
50.2

463
214
138

2,245
612
275

Pirvate and Public
Consumption

Gross Investment
Exports

27.59533,46226.08153,132Total

Source : Calculations of the Bank of Israel.

The 2.5 per cent decline in the import component of exports (goods and
services) was caused chielfy by the higher proportion of citrus exports, the im­
port component of which is low, and­to a lesser extent­ by the higher per­
centage of locally added value in industrial exports.
The small increase in the import component of total consumption was due to

the higher proportion of this component in public consumption. The import
component of private consumption was actually reduced, because of the tenden­
cy to substitute local products for imports­ both as regards manufactures and
semi­finished goods or raw materials.

By deducting the import components from the aggregates of consumption,
gross investment, and export, the contribution of gross national product to these
three final product aggregates can be brought out. Table II­l 1 shows the dis­
tribution of the national product between these uses in 1955 and 1956, at
1956 prices.

Table II­ll
Distribution of Gross National Product between the Various End Uses

of Resources, 1955 and 1956
(in IL. millions and in per cent, at 1956 prices(

Change19561955
in per
cent of

increment
in IL.
millions

in per
cent

in IL.
millions

in per
cent

in IL.
millions

107
­ 19

12

+205
­ 37
+ 24

79
14.5
6.5

1,987
361
161

77
17
6

1,782
398
137

Pirvate and Public
Consumption

Gross Investment
Exports

100+ 192100.02,5091002,317Gross National Product

Source : Calculations of the Bank of Israel.
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The contribution of gross national product to private and public consumption
and to exports thus increased somewhat, but its contribution to gross investment
declined both relatively and absolutely. These changes are, of course, due to the
very same causes that resulted in variations in the import components of the
various uses of available resources, in addition to the factors which influenced
the total volume of private and public consumption, investment and exports.
In so far as, in the short run, the import component appears to be rather

rigid, and as long as the relative scarcity of foreign currency for imports
will be greater than that of other resources, it appears desirable to encourage
changes in the pattern of consumption and investment so as to reduce the
average import component and to make the level of employment and the na­
tional output less dependent on the extent of capital imports. This may be
done with the aid of surcharges on imports, or by encouraging changes in con­
sumption habits that will cause a preference for local products. But it should be
pointed out that there is a risk of an exaggerated, artificial protection of local
production causing the diversion of the economy's limited resources to the pro­
duction of goods in which Israel has no comparative advantage. This would
result in an inefficient use of factors of production.

Table 11­12
Interconnections of Gross and Net National Product, National Income,

and Private Income, 1956
(in IL. millions)

Estimate Table
Gross Domestic Product 2,554 ­
less Proifts, salaries, interest, etc. transferred abroad, after

deduction of corresponding amounts received from abroad
= Gross national product
less Depreciation
= Net national product at market prices

plus Errors and omissions
less Indirect taxes
plus plus Subsidies from public authorities
= National income at factor cost

less Undistributed proifts
less Current transfers from individuals to public authorities
plus Transfers to individuals from abroad
plus Current transfers from public authorities to individuals
= Personal income

less Direct taxes
= Disposable personal income

less Private consumption
= Private saving

B Not available.
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II­2­ 45
II­l2,509
II­l­ 150
II­42,359
II­l+ 9
II­l­ 336
II­l+ 60
II­l2,092

II­719
11­7+ 109
11­7+ 74
II­82,256
11­5­ 243
11­72,013
II­l­1,850
11­7163


