
CHAPTER 111

THE BALANCE OF PAYMENTS ­ A GENERAL SURVEY

There was a remarkable improvement in a number of central balance of payments areas in
1976. Most notable are a considerable reduction of the deficit in the current account, a
rapid increase in exports, especially in industrial exports, and an improvement in deifcit
ifnancing. The latter was expressed by a remarkable increase in the weight of unilateral
transactions and a decrease in .that of loans, but mainly by a halting of the growing
dependence on short­term sources for current deifcit financing.

These developments brought relief to the short­term problems of the balance of pay­
ments, and removed the danger of a financing crisis. They also reflect the creation of
conditions which promise continuation of the improvement by means of economic
restraint. These conditions are a vital component in any strategy for solving the balance
of payments problem.

Unfortunately these developments were achieved at a great price ­ a third year of
standstill in economic growth. Despite the positive aspects of these developments, in as

far as the balance of payments is concerned, they are mostly related to the immediate
inlfuence of restraint and the formation of a basis for further improvement. They have
less effect on the core of the problem: the need to bring about a structural change that
will get the economy out of its present standstill and return it to a course of growth,
while at the same time continuing to reduce the deficit. Where relative prices and export
proiftability are concerned, there is still a wide gap between objectives and achievements.
Some indicators show that recent changes are in the irght direction. However, they may
represent only a partial correction of the decrease in export profitability since 1972.

FinaUy, considering the change in allocation of resources in the economy, the progress
towards desired objectives which waS achieved in 1976 is not unequivocal. Recently, the
share of consumption in the increment of resources has actually increased in comparison
to 1972. There was in fact a change in this trend duirng 1976, expressed by the increase
in the share of export, but this increase relfects not only rapid growth in exports, but also
a considerable drop in the weight of domestic investment.

1. The Balance of Payments Problem

Developments in the balance of payments situation, and in particular the remarkable
decrease of the cunent account deifcit, are only one part of a complex picture. In order
to evaluate their real signiifcance, it is necessary to comprehend the relative weight of
inlfuences related to various levels of the problem: external factors, both incidental and
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CURRENT
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Imports
Total incl.
defenseDefenseGoods £

GoodsimportsimportsservicesServicesGoods

At current pricesA.
9003,0805552,5257671,7581971

1,0823,2614902,7718711,9001972
1,3665,3251,2534,0721,1762,8961973
1,4224,5544714,0831,1532,9301973a
1,7066,9021,2245,6781,6054,0731974
1,8117,6781,8465,8321,8284,0041975
2,2817,5401,6035,9371,9633,9­741976

pricesAt 1972B.

9663,2535842,6697981,8711971
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1,1144,4161,1293,2871,0232,2641973
1,1743,8844373,4471,0422,4051973a
1,1754,4749783,4961,1712,3241974
1,1913,7811,3463,7351,2472,1881975
1,4724,6581,1293,5291,2552,2251976
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tative growth
)1972=100(

891001199692981971
1001001001001001001972
1031762301191181191973
109119891241201271973a
1091382001261351221974
1101442751231431151975
1361402301251441171976

Pirces indexesD.
)1972=100 (

9395959596901971
1001001001001001001972
1231211111241151281973
1451541251631371751974
1521641371711471831975
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a First three quarters at annual rates.
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111­1

1971­1976ACCOUNT,
million)

DeficitExports
TotalC/a withTotal incl.
currentadmin.defenseTradeGoods 8l
deifcitareasimportsTotalServicesbalanceservicesServices
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­2,160­1,032118■1,1522,2551,141
­1,499­1,062169­1,2312,3851,211
­2,066­1,08861­1,1492,4081,233
­2,415­1,069­72­9972,3661,175
­1,947■818­65■7532,6671,190

119120781118989
100100100100100100
19116167141106109
13516981150112116
18316935140113118
213167122111112
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100100
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short­range; the standstill in economic growth as a result of restraint policy (a necessary
condition for carrying out structural changes but by no means a substitute for such
changes); and structural changes concerning relative prices and the allocation of resources
in the economy.

The aim of such an analysis is to show these developments in a wide perspective, in
order to demonstrate the progress made in achieving the structural changes necessary for
an effective solution of the problem.

In 1976 the deficit in the current account was reduced by nearly $800 milUon. Part
of this reduction resulted from 3 decrease of $250 million in defense imports. In the cur­
rent account excluding defense imports and trade with the administered areas, the deifcit
dropped by more than 20 percent, or $500 million, totaling $1.8 billion. The immediate
significance of this drop is that the dangerous dependence on short­term sources has
ceased growing. This dependence had characterized the previous two years, when need
for short­term sources totaled $ 2 billion. In 1976 long­term capital imports were able to
finance the whole current deifcit, and the growth of the above­mentioned dependence
stopped, but the fact of dependence itself remained at the same high level it had reached
at the end of 1975 (see Table HI­3).

To a great extent the reduction of the deficit is the result of both short­term and
incidental factors, and the effects of the restraint of economic activity. Nevertheless, in
the last two years there are also indications of an improvement in the relative price of
exports in certain ifelds.

There were significant changes in stocks of imported inputs. These changes explain
nearly $300 million of the decrease in the deifcit. The transition from stockpiling to
stock­liquidation was due partly to the adaptation to a low level of economic activity,
and partly to considerations of relative proiftability, relfecting the increase of domestic
interest rates as well as changing expectations concerning prices and exchange rates.

The 10 percent cumulative decrease over the past two years in imported investment
goods mainly relfects the inlfuence of the restraint policy. It accounts for a decrease of
$ 50 million in imports but is not an expression of long­range trends. On the other hand,
in 1976 stockpiling of raw diamonds accounted for an increase of $ 100 million in im­
ports.

One external factor also had a constraining effect: a decrease of world interest rates. 1
This is relfected by the fact that total foreign liabilities of the economy increased in the
last two years by more than $4 billion while payments of interest rose by only $ 100 mil­
lion .2 A recovery of world interest rates to their long­term average level would mean a

considerable inaease of interest payments.

1 One indicator of this is the interest rates for one­year Eurodollar loans, which fell
from 10.7 percent in 1974 to 6.7 percent in 1976.

2 The comparison is not completely accurate, since the interest applies to the average
debt, but this does not substantially change the picture presented here.
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Another external factor explaining a decrease of about $100 million in the current
deficit between 1975 and 1976 is a slight improving in the terms of trade.

A deficit drop of $300 million to $350 million can be explained by a combination
of all of these developments, in which incidental factors or the short­range effects of
adaptation to economic policy had a determinant weight.

The restraint policy manifests itself mainly in the very fact that halting of growth
creates a drop in imports and the creation of conditions for carrying out structural
changes.

The sharp turnabout in export trends in 1976 is partly the result of the restraint
policy. But it seems that the main cause is the less significant part of the policy effects
in terms of long­range developments ­ those effects which reflect the inhibition of
domestic activity, which is a short­range factor ­ and not the structural influence which
the restraint was intended to make possible.

In 1976 exports increased by 13 percent in real terms, after an average increase of
4 percent in each of the previous three years. Exports of products increased by 22 per­
cent, while industrial exports (excluding diamonds, minerals, and fuel) increased by
28 percent, after an average increase of 5 percent in the previous three years. Recovery
of world demand played an important part in this rise. The increase of export profi­
tability was less unequivocal. A comparison of product price in exports (and in tradeable
goods in general) with (nontradeable) product pirce in the domestic market shows an
improvement in the relative pirce of exports compared to 1975. But this improvement
only partially compensates for the worsening which took place in the years 1973­74.
From this aspect the situation is still significantly worse than it was in 1972, the year be­
fore the balance of payments crisis, while the developments that have occurred since
then require a significant improvement relative to this starting point.

An analysis of industiral exports shows a lack of signiifcant change in profitability
when the compairson is made between the change of export pirces and the cost level.'
In compairson to the domestic market there was in fact an improvement, but it relfects
the restraint of the domestic market, together with cost inflation, resulting in a strong
pressure on profits. This situation does not reflect a permanent change in relative pirces,
but is related to the continuity of restraint policy and lack of growth.

World demand recovery stands out against these tendencies, as a factor for increasing
exports. It should be remembered that a high rate of growth was achieved after three
years of very slow increase, averaging 5percent .3 The cumulative irse of exports is still
slow, compared both to the objectives in this area and the increase in production capa­

city of the economy. This is happening while unutilized production capacity is accu­
mulating at a growing rate as a result of the restraint policy.

3 In industiral exports excluding diamonds, minerals and fuel.
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DEFICIT AND THE
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Long­term capital
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long­term
capital over IMF
the deifcit creditTotal
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investment
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Current
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22­22464518168459­8691969

­­41,23022559649­1,2341970
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­39+6741,7751435801,052­1,1011972

­+5323,1741858162,173­2,6421973

39­1,0172,370945391,737­3,3871974

215­7373,313671,4741,7714,0501975
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16­1018249374441­92511
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­­77188198512­72519761
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Bureau of Statistics.CentralSOURCE:
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111­2

1969­1976CAPITAL ACCOUNT,

at current prices)

Short­term capital

Errors

Other
items.esp.
short­termShort­Foreign

Total
short ­

Liquid foreign
obligations

Credit to non­
financial sectors

8l
omissions

foreign
assets

term
capital

currency
reserves

term
credit

of Israeli
banks

Government
sector

Private
sector

­64■22+258321­63­38­25

491+23­19421923

47­125­187­24558499

47­23­663­534­129­93­36

28­266­315­526229212+23­6

­272­69+1,323+778546464+46+36

­18­77+620­68688528­70+230

­92­231+206­11632295+78+149

162­227+140­254394297+14+83

74+158­144­8­136­62­111+37

5+95+238+180582+11+45

­259­104+385+13372291+16+65

­20+86­60+59­119­120+25­24

154­71+125­6418934+16+139

­79­101+8­728042+53­15

­147­109+134­39173140­16+49
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TABLE III­3

CHANGES IN RESOURCE ALLOCATION IN THE ECONOMY, 1972­1976
(percent(

Weight inWeightWeight
increase ofin increasein usesRate of real growth
GNPaof uses

1973­7619721972 1976

Uses

Private consumption

Public consumption
(excl. direct defense imports)

Total consumption

Investment (excl. ships and aircraft)

Exports

Total uses

Sources

GNP

Imports (excl. defense imports(

100 122.8 39.2

a Assuming a 40 percent import component in exports.
b This calculation ignores the effect of price differentials of different uses.

45.7

73.225.415.4132.3100

71.154.6125.3100

­3.621.896.8100

26.832.423.6126.8100

100100100119.6100

116.0100

127.6100



Most of the increase in exports was due to the growth of defense exports/* which
represent a narrow segment of industry. Since they are subject to special factors, we

must ask to what extent their vigorous growth is the result of these special factors and to
what extent the resultof the overall economic conditions.

An analysis of export tendencies and changes in relative prices shows the central
function of economic restraint as a means of influencing the balanceof payments. How­
ever, restraint can only function as a limited instrument of balance of payments policy,
and achievements gained through it involve a heavy economic price. Restraint is a neces­
sary component in dealing with this problem. Its function is to allow the necessary struc­
tural changes to take place, but it cannot be a substitute for them.

Two main structural changes are needed: raising the price of foreign currency in rela­

tion to domestic prices and wages ­ a change which will allow the expansion of exports
(and import substitutes), and a change in the allocation of resources in the economy by
decreasing domestic uses in relation to production. This will release resources for export
needs. We are still far from achieving that change in relative pirces required by balance
of payments objectives. Some indicators show that recent changes are in the right direc­
tion, but apparently they can only correct in part the previous negative developments.
Nevertheless, according to these indicators the correction in the last two years has been
significant. The necessity still exists to bring the economy to above the level it attained
before the severe cirsis in the balance of payments occurred.

Some of the changes in the relative prices resulted from a combination of special
factors. One of these was cost inflation in a restrained economy, expressed by pressure
on profits. For this change to remain effective, the restraint must also continue. Logi­
cally, such conditions are a necessary component of policy in a transitional peirod.
But they are not part of the long­range solutionof the balance of payments problem,
whose basic feature is the return to a course of rapid growth without balance of pay­
ments dififculties.

Nor has there been unequivocal progress towards the desired objective in as far
as the reallocation of economic resources is concerned. In recent years, which were main­
ly years of restraint, a reverse change in resource allocation took place: instead of falling,
the share of consumption in the resource increment rose appreciably (see Table 111­3).

A partial change of this trend did in fact take place in 1976, shown by a growth of ex­
port's share in resource increase. However, this increase ­ in a restraint economy ­ was
actually made possible by a considerable drop in the weight of domesticinvestments.5

4 The average annual increase between 1973 and 1976, deducting defense exports,
was 4­5 percent.

5 Hypothetical calculations based on the given data show that an increase of 10 per­
cent in product with no increase of the deficit will allow, after allocation of the needed
resources for an increase in exports and a recoveryof investments, an increaseof 3­4 per­
cent in consumption (1­2 percent per capita). Every calculationof this kind emphasizes
the general outlines of the problem and the severity of its constraints.
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o TABLE 111­4

> INDICATORS OF EXPORT PROFITABILITY AND RELATIVE PROFITABILITY
£ COMPARED TO DOMESTIC MARKET, 1973 TO 1976
Z (1972=100(

r? Industrial export GNP delfator in
> Industrial export return relative Domestic market exports relative
z return relative to to domestic return relative to (non­tradeable)
> cost level market return to inputs domestic market

§ 0) (2) (3) (4)
50 ■
H
£ 1973 104.2 106.6 97.7 86.4

1974 102.8 107.3 95.8 69.3

1975 107.6 116.0 92.8 81.7

1976 106.3 117.6 90.4 93.8

NOTE: The source of columns (1) and (2) ­ TableIV­13 below; column (3) = column (1) divided by column (2); the source of
column (4) ­ TableIV­1 1 . The picture drawn by column (4) is different from that of column (2), but that is because the frame of
reference of the two columns is different. Column (2) deals with industry only, and with the relation between product prices;
column (4) deals with the whole economy and the relation between GNP deflators; because of this it requires a set of assumptions:
the extent of the import component in exports as compared to domestic uses, as well as the extent that the rise in cost of imports is
passed on in the domestic purchase inputs of exports (since it is necessary to deal with the entire import component). If the re­
straint of the economy does not allow this cost to be passed on, the calculation gives an exaggerated bias to the drop in relation,
and to the following rise. In addition, one must remember the relatively low reliability of someof the national accounts included in
column (4). The ifgures in column (2) are based on much more reliable data.



The decrease in investments is a natural and desirable phenomenon in the conditions
of a restraint policy, especially when the restraint is intended to lead to structural change
in the economy, and it does not harm long­term growth. But it is a component of short­
term policy which must disappear after an interim, and not become part of the long­
term solution.

The reallocation of resources that took place in the economy in the peirod under dis­
cussion has an acute significance concerning the balance of payments objectives. Any
change from standstill conditions to a rapid course of growth will be accompanied by a

considerable rise in imports (for current production, increase in stocks and expansion of
investment). In order to achieve this transition without increasing the existing deifcit
(which is still much too high), most of the increment in domestic product will have to be
allocated to export. In addition, the expected increase of investments will take its share,
so that public and private consumption will receive only a small portion of the product
increase.6 This means a "marginal tax" (the absorption of income rise by means of
taxation) of 80­90 percent ormore.7 In any situation this would be a dififcult objective,
and the difficulty is emphasized by the nature of the achievements of economic policy in
recent years. It is reasonable to assume that a transition to a higher level of activity will

■nake these dififculties more severe. Here the balance of payments constraint which keeps
the economy at a standstill is clearly expressed: the inability to perform needed alloca­
tion changes (a significant decrease ofconsumption as a ifrst step for renewed growth, or
the absorption ofthe greater part of income irse after renewal of growth) means that the
return of the economy to a course of growth will be accompanied by an increase of the
deifcit.

Another aspect of this constraint is the need for signiifcant change in relative pirces ­
in favor of foreign currency pirces and against domestic pirces. Such a change is dififcult
to achieve, and it is generally assumed to be possible only under conditions of economic
restraint.

The developments in these two ifelds in recent years indicate that despite improve­
ments there are still no deifnite signs of signiifcant progress toward the primary goal:
breaking through the balance of payments constraint, which prevents growth in the econ­
omy and leads to an ever increasing underutilization ofproduction capacity. The develop­
ments and changes achieved so far have left us with the same basic dilemma, stagnation
or increase of deifcit.

6 In 1976 there was a small drop in real per capita income which did not cause a
parallel drop in real consumption. It is possible that its effects will be felt in future,
though the weightof this potential development is not great.

? Growth in savings is also possible, though the problem is too great for this to have
much effect. Another means would be a drastic reduction of public consumption.
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TABLE III­5
ISRAEL'S TERMS OF TRADE FOR PRODUCT TRADE, 1969 TO 1976

Terms
of trade
excluding
diamonds^

Export
pirce index
excluding
diamonds

Import
price index
excluding
diamonds

Terms
oftradea

Export
pirce index

Import
pirce index

Annualdata(1969= 100(

99.3103.7104.499.7104.7105.01969

97.0103.5106.798.9104.4105.61970

94.4105.6111.999.3108.4109.21971

93.1109.9118.0100.4116.2115.81972

86.9131.5151.396.5142.9148.11973

78.9167.5212.383.3169.1202.91974

80.8179.6222.383.5177.0211.91975

82.6178.0215.687.1180.2206.81976

Quarterly data (1973 = 100(
106.488.583.2106.089.684.519731

106.098.993.3105.499.394.2II

102.5109.9107.2101.0108.3107.2III

93.3108.0115.893.0106.3114.3IV

77.8113.7146.278.1109.8140.619741
79.3123.1155.380.1120.3150.2II

84.3125.9149.383.0119.4143.9III

85.5131.0153.383.5120.7144.6IV

81.7137.4168.179.0126.0159.519751

82.9138.2166.778.0124.0159.0II

84.5132.3156.580.9121.3150.0III
85.9130.7152.183.0121.2146.0IV

85.8132.0153.985.5126.4147.819761
83.1130.0156.480.8121.7150.6II

83.5131.9157.981.1123.2151.9ni
83.3136.6163.983.0129.7156.3IV

a Export pirce index + import price index.
b As the diamond pirce index is problematical from the statistical point of view, the
terms of trade excluding diamonds have also been given.
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2. The Current Account

The main development in the current account in 1976 was a sharp drop in the deifcit
by $800 million, from more than $4 billion to $3.3 billion. This decrease was achieved
through a rapid rise in exports (13 percent in real terms) and a slight fall in imports
(3 percent). Part of the decrease in the deficit results from a drop in defense imports.
Excluding defense imports, there was a $500 miUion decrease in the current deficit (more
than 20 percent).

Patr of the decrease in the deficit is a result of cetrain shotr­term factors, especially
changes in inventory levels resulting from the adaptation to a new level of economic
activity and from changes in expectations and ifnancial profitability. The change in these
factors may explain the decrease of about $300 million in the impotr of inputs, and an
increase of about $100 million in the impotrof raw diamonds.

The lack of import growth was a major contribution toward improving the balance of
payments. This was mainly the result of the economic restraint and the absence of growth
since mid­1974. This influence can be clearly seen in the two main components of pro­
duct impotrs: impotred inputs (except for fuel and diamonds) fell by 5 percent as com­
pared to 1975, while there was a slight irse (2 percent) of the level of total uses in the
economy accompanied by a substanial growth (9 percent) in import needs for current
inputs (on the average, the composition of uses became more impotr­intensive). This
was largely due to the increased share of exports in total uses and to the growth of the
average import component in it. There was an increase of only 2 percent in impotred
input requirements for domestic uses, which was in line with the overall increase in do­

mestic uses. Impotred input requirements for expotr rose by 31 percent, compared to an
increaseof 13 percent in expotrs. The 5 percent decrease in total import of inputs reflects
the fact that 1975 was a year of stockpilingof impotred inputs while in 1976 the reverse
process ­ inventory liquidation ­ took place.

There was an 8 percent drop in the impotr of capital goods (excluding ships and air­
craft) and a 10 percent decrease in imports of plant and equipment. This is a clear
expression of the economic restraint and of its effect on proiftability. It is impotrant to
note that the drop in imported plant and equipment is considerably smaller than the
drop in investment of domestic equipment. This is relfected in an increase in the weight
of impotred equipment in total investments of equipment. This new development is
typical of the peirod since 1973. It is not explained by the change of relative pirces;
it may possibly reflect a change in investment composition related to long­term factors.
It may also relfect shotr­term inlfuences: on the one hand^ growing expectations of a

relative appreciation of foreign currency and of impotr products (perhaps even of import
limitations) due to the balance of payments situation; and on the other hand a con­
siderable increase of the subsidy element in unlinked credit for investments in a time of
steep pirce irses. Industry and agriculture are the main beneifciaries of this subsidy, and
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the increased weight of these sectors in recent years is the main source for the increase
in import intensity of investments.

Growth of exports results entirely from the export of goods. Here the increase in real
terms reached 22 percent. This increase stands out even more in industrial exports (ex­
eluding diamonds, minerals and fuel) ­ 28 percent, and in agricultural expotrs (excluding
citrus fruit) ­ 30 percent.

The turnabout in industrial expotrs, which occurred after four yearsof very slight in­
creases (an averageof 6 percent in the years 1972­75), mainly reflects two factors: on the
one hand a considerable increase in world demand due to the economic recovery that
began in the developed countries at the end of 1975 and accelerated in 1976; and on the
other hand an economic restraint in Israel and the slackening of domestic demand in

general, and of defense expenditure in particular.
It is difficult to make an unequivocal statement concerning the effectof profitability;

different indicators do not give a homogeneous picture. The comparison of product pirce
in export (and tradeable goods in general) to product price in nontradeable goods, shows
a change in favor of tradeable goods in the last two years, but this increase only partially
corrects for the considerable worsening of relative profitability in 1973­74, and the 1972
level has not yet been reached. The balance of payments situation requires that the
change in favor of exports will considerably exceed the 1972 level. These comparisons
deal with the economy as a whole and their accuracy and, in particular, the accuracy of
the price data included in them, are limited, but this does not undermine the broad out­
lines indicated by them.

The picture of industrial export profitability is not as clear. The ratio index (input
pirces) between level of export pirces and costs does not show a signiifcant change in the
last four years, although it is possible that a slight increase took place compared to the
period before 1973. In any case this change was insignificant relative to the balance of
payments objectives.

A comparison of the average price changes in industrial exports and in the domestic
market shows a considerable improvement in expotrs. It seems that the main explanation
for this is the existence of conditions of restraint in the economy, together with cost in­
lfation, a situation expressed by a strong pressure on proifts in the domestic market (see
Table 114). The relative proiftability of export grew,of course, under these conditions
but the durability of this change is conditional upon the continuation of restraint in the
economy.

Against this background both the slow accumulating change of export growth during
the last four or ifve years, as well as the absence of growth in the past six months, acquiiie
great significance for several reasons; these developments should be viewed against the

background of the economic restraint, the existence of a great surplus of underutilized
production capacity, and an economic policy that gives pirority to export stimulus.
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The composition of export increase, which is connected with the problematical nature
of export stimulus and the efifciency of this policy has already been noted. In this ifeld
sharp differences in trends can be seen: a considerable part of export increase originates
from a relatively narrow segment of the industrial sector, namely defense exports. These
exports have a very special character from many points ofview, concerning both markets
and the behavior of producers. Keeping in mind the great differences in the export per­
formance of this sector and the industrial sector in general, the question arises, to what
extent does the continued increase in defense exports reflect special conditions and to
what extent is it the fruit of overall economic conditions, influenced by the economic
policy. if the increase results mainly from the former, it shows the limited effectiveness
of economic policy on export promotion.

The policy of the creeping devaluation is vital for the preservation of export pro­
iftability. As part of this policy , the exchange rate of the Israeli pound was raised at
ifrst in relation to the dollar through mid­year by 14.4 percent, and later in relation
to a basket of currencies by 9.6 percent by the end of the year.

During the year the devaluation of the Israeli pound in relation to the main cur­
rencies reached an average of 24 percent. There was a 17 percent average drop in the ex­
change rate of the Israeli pound compared to 1975, caused by a higher average deva­

luation against the dollar (25 percent) which has been offset in part due to the rise of
the dollar rate relative to other important currencies. The transition from defining the
Israeli pound in terms of the dollar to a deifnition in terms of a basket of currencies
should be seen in this context. This transition preserves a constant average exchange rate
of the Israeli pound from one devaluation to another. This constancy was not possible
under the previous arrangement where the exchange rate was ifxed in terms of the dollar
but floating in relation to all other currencies, and also in relation to their average. In

the present framework, the exchange rate is constant relative to a weighted average of
the currencies (represented in the basket) and floating in relation to the dollar.

3. The Capital Account

The main development in the capital account in 1 976 is the reduction of the current de­
ifcit to the level of long­term capital import totaling $3.3 billion, similar to 1975. In this
respect, the great gap which existed in 1975 disappeared. This manifested itself in a
signiifcant improvement in the capital account ­ the fast growth of dependence on short­
term ifnancing ceased. This growth had characterized the previous two years, when the
economy's use of short­term ifnancing reached $2 billion. Nevertheless, dependence upon
these sources remained at the same level that it had reached at the end of 1975. This
change allows some breathing space for economic policy, but reductionof the dangerous
dependence upon short­term sources is still one of the primary objectives of the econ­
omy.
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TABLE

FOREIGN EXCHANGE RESERVES ANDNET

)$

Foreign exchange reserves

Total officialDeposits of other
reserve assetscentral monetary
)l)+(2( =institutionsAt Bank of IsraelEnd of period

)3()2(0(
483244591970
758367321971

1,287571,2301972
1,9791691,8101973
1,258581,2001974
1,2891651,1841975
1,458901,3681976
1,061401,02119721
1,126411,085n
1,144361,108HI
1,287571,230rv
1,522771,4451973 I
1,6641451,519n
1,7511441,607hi
1,9791691,810IV
1,7791311,6481974 I
1,5401241,416n
1,222771,145HI
1,258581,200IV
1,537481,4891975 I
1,541601,481n
1,286491,237in
1.2891051,184rv
1,244941,1501976 I
1,308941,214n
1,402861,316in
1,458901,368rv

a The changes in the balances in this table are not the same as the changes in
liabilities and assets of the banks shown in Table 111­2. In the latter only changes
from current transactions are shown, while in this table the reserves are inlfuenced
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111­6

FOREIGN LIABILITIES OF ISRAELI BANKS, 1970­19758
million)

Liquid foreign oblicationsof banks
Net liquidLiquid
foreignobligationsDeposits in

obligations
)5) ­(4)=

to foreignersforeign banks

(6)(5)(4)
262631369
309986677
2091,3431,134
4141,7421,328
9202,1661,246

1,4652,6901,225
1,5692,9371,368
3201,039719
275912637
2271,045818
2091,3431,134
1971,3591,162
3131,5361,223
5081,8551,347
4141,7421,328
2881,6961,408
4101,7081,298
4531,6081,155
9202,1661,246

1,2522,077528
1,1922,031839
1,1522,089937
1,4652,6901,225
1,3232,4121,089
1,3622,4911,129
1,4212,5881,167
1,5692,9371,386

by changes in foreign exchange rates as well as other changes whichdo not result
from current transactions (as the closing of the Israeli­British Bank).
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In long­term capital import the same trends that characterized 1975 remained. The
principal fact was the great dependence upon financial aid from American sources, whose
weight reached 52.3 percent of all transfers and long­term loans (52.9 percent in 1975).
This followed a steep rise from an average level of 19 percent during 1971­1972, and a
level of 8 percent in 1969. This increase paralleled the steep rise in defense imports, from
a level of $250 million in 1968 to about $500 million in the years 1971­1972, reaching
$1 .6­1 .8 billion in the last two years.

There was a positive change from 1975 in the composition of capital import: a con­
siderable increase in the weight of unilateral transfers (from $1.9 to $2.2 billion) and a
decrease in the weight of loans (from $1.5 to $1.0 billion).This reflects mainly a change
in the composition of American aid; here there was a considerable increase in the weight
of unilateral transfers ­ from 35 percent to 69 percent ­ while in the total of all other
transfers there was a general drop : an increase in Jewish Agency and nonprofit institu­
tion transfers (from $510 to $540 miUion), which was outweighed by a decrease in pir­
vate transfers (from $640 to $590 million). This continues the trend of previous year.
The increase in transfers to institutions is small in real terms, but probably reflects the im­
provement of economic conditionsof the contributors abroad.^

The decrease in private transfers continues a trend of recent years. The drop in trans­
fers of German restitutions, after years of continuous increase, is due to the completion
of many cases involving one­time payments. Pension payments continued to irse, while
other private transfers continued to fall at considerable cumulative rates: the real decrease
in compairson with 1972 reaches 60 percent in the general total, and 85 percent for
immigrant transfers. This decrease reflects the effect of the restraint of economic activity,
and a decrease in profit expectations in the economy, and expectations for devaluations
due to the balance of payments problem. The combinations of these factors also explains'
the steep cumulative drop in investments from abroad.

Despite the outstanding improvement in the. deficit situation (the closing of the gap

between long­term capital import and the current deficit), resort to short­term capital
from abroad continued, though to a lesser extent than in 1975 (see Table 11­2). This
irse in short­term financing was mainly expressed by an increase of the foreign currency
reserves of the Bank of Israel and did not create a net increase inshort­term liabilities
from foreign sources.

The picture of events in this area is incomplete and unclear. There is no information
on the use of one central instrument ­ exchange rate guarantees from the Treasury for

8 The data are based upon classifications in the balance of payments, and may be
misleading, because money raised by the Jewish Agency abroad as loans is entered as
unilateral transfers. In 1975, which was a year of world recession, there was a con­
siderable increase in transfers of the Jewish Agency, which was partly the result of a
mobilization of capital loans due to Israel's balance of payments difficulties. Part of the
real increase in income of the UJA in 1976 was used for repayment of loans taken in
previous years.
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foreign loans ­ a factor whose inlfuence drastically changes all calculations of the relative
advantagesofvarious financial and realassets .9

Nevertheless, the general outlines of various activities can be pointed out. Concurrent
to the drop in additional short­term credit from abroad, a considerable change took place
in 1976 in its sectorial composition: there was a sharp drop in credit granted to the go­

vernment, and the balance shrank, while there was a slight rise in credit to the private
sector compared with the increase in 1975. Part of the increase in 1976 resulted from a

change in the institutional framework: the regulations regarding short­term credit were
changed, and the banks were allowed to use financial resources from abroad to grant
credit to exporters within the framework of the Export Shipments Fund. This means
that the short­term accumulation of assets abroad is balanced by a parallel accumulation
of short­term liabilities abroad, instead of a decrease in other assets (the reserves of the
Bank of Israel). Discounting the inlfuence of this factor, the increase of credit for the
private sector was a little lower than in 1975.

The increase in the balance of short­term credit coincided with a slight drop in im­
ports and with a drop ­ apparently quite signilfcant ­ in the stockof import products.
Thus, a certain change in the composition of the private sector's assets towards an in­
crease of net ofreignliabilities10 can be seen. This evaluation is based on a partial picture
and mainly deals with shotr­term rather than the long­term components of assets, in
which a reverse trend is possible. This development must be seen against a backdrop of
changes in interest differentials and exchange rate expectations: an increase in rates of
interest in the Israeli economy in contrast with the continuing decrease in the world
money markets, an apparent weakening of expectations of devaluation due to the im­
provement in the balance of payments, adaptation to the creeping devaluation as.a fact
of life, and the nearing of elections.

A parallel change took place in the allocation of financial resources of the banks: the
net foreign liquid liabilities only increased at a low rate (perhaps relfecting the ability
to mobilize further financial resources by Israelis abroad, but the banks decreased assets
abroad (loans to companies abroad, especially those connected with the Israe­h economy).
This gave them sources for credit expansion in foreign currency to the domestic private
sector.

The picture drawn above in broad outlines shows the sensitivity of the movements of
shotr­term capital to changes in the evaluationof relative proiftability while the expecta­
tion of a large devaluation overshadows all other factors.

9 This factor also inlfuences long­term loans from abroad and their possible substi­
tution for shotr­term credits.

10 Stock import, for our purposes, can be seen as a substitute for assets abroad.

CHAPTER III, BALANCE OF PAYMENTS ­ GENERAL SURVEY 59


