
Balanced Budget Amendment

H. J. Res. 2 , proposing a Balanced Budget Amendment to the United States Constitution was
considered by the House of Representatives on November 18, 2011.  The proposed
amendment failed to pass by the required two-thirds vote of the House ( Roll Call
No. 858 ).
 Congressman Scott voted against this proposed amendment.  You can download
Congressman Scott's fact sheet on H. J. Res. 2 by 
clicking here
.

  

Below are clips from Congressman Scott's participation in the floor debate on H. J. Res. 2 as
well as his participation in House Judiciary Committee hearings on the proposed amendment:

  

 

  

  

Subcommittee on the Constitution Hearing on the Balanced Budget Amendment (May 13, 2011)
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http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/z?c112:H.J.RES.2:
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2011/roll858.xml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2011/roll858.xml
images/stories/pdf/BBAFactSheetHJRes2.pdf


Balanced Budget Amendment

  Full House Judiciary Committee Hearing on the Balanced Budget Amendment (October 4,2011)    

  Floor Debate on the Balanced Budget Amendment (Part 1) (November 17, 2011)    

  Floor Debate on the Balanced Budget Amendment (Part 2) (November 17, 2011)    
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Balanced Budget Amendment

  Floor Debate on the Balanced Budget Amendment (Part 3) (November 18, 2011)        H.J. Res. 1  Additionally, the House Judiciary Committee also reported on H. J. Res. 1, another version of aBalanced Budget Amendment to the United States Constitution, by a vote of 20-12 on June 15,2011.  Congressman Scott voted against.  Below is the Congressman's final dissenting viewthat was included in the Judiciary Committee's report on H. J. Res. 1. You can read the fullreport by  clicking here . Additionally, you can download the Congressman's fact sheet on theBalanced Budget Amendment by  clicking here .  Representative Robert C. "Bobby" Scott (VA-03)  Dissenting View to House JointResolution 1 – the Balanced Budget Amendment to the ConstitutionHouse Report 112-117   The discussion about this proposed amendment to the Constitution has totally been about thetitle of the amendment and not about its provisions.  Incredibly, the provisions of thisamendment do not require a balanced budget and actually will make it more difficult for futureCongresses to balance the budget.    Every budget considered by the House earlier this year, and in fact nearly every budget over thelast decade, was not balanced in the first fiscal year.  Each of these budgets would haverequired a three-fifths majority to pass the House and the Senate under the provisions of thisamendment.  Commonsense would suggest that a meaningful deficit reduction plan would bemore difficult to pass with a supermajority rather than a simple majority, and therefore theenactment of the Balanced Budget Amendment would make it more difficult to balance thebudget.  Other than the title, there is nothing in this amendment which makes it more likely thatCongress will pass a fiscally responsible budget instead of a fiscally irresponsible budget.  Infact the supermajority requirement to raise revenues will obviously make it more difficult tobalance the budget.  The December 2010 extension of the Bush-era tax cuts added $800 billionto the deficit and easily passed both houses of Congress.  If this amendment had been in effect,its provisions would not have prevented Congress from adding $800 billion to our deficit,because tax cuts could be passed with a simple majority.Furthermore, a two-thirds requirement to pass a spending plan over 18% of our nation's GrossDomestic Product (GDP) would jeopardize Social Security and Medicare.  Total outlays of thefederal government have not been below 18% of GDP since the passage of Medicare.  An 18%spending cap would put immediate pressure on Congress to make significant cuts to Medicareand Social Security.  Under the provisions of the amendment, Congress could drastically cutMedicare and Social Security by a simple majority to meet the 18% of GDP threshold but inorder to save these important programs with either new taxes or spending above 18% of GDPwould require a two-thirds majority in the House and the Senate.In conclusion, we should be debating the provisions of the amendment, not just the title.  Theamendment does not require a balanced budget, and in fact will make it more difficult to balancethe budget.  Furthermore, the amendment jeopardizes Medicare and Social Security by allowingcuts in these programs with a simple majority while requiring a supermajority to save theseprograms with new taxes.  Balancing the budget requires tough choices; the Balanced BudgetAmendment will make it less likely that those tough choices will be made.    
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http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CRPT-112hrpt117/pdf/CRPT-112hrpt117.pdf
images/stories/pdf/bbafactsheet.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CRPT-112hrpt117/pdf/CRPT-112hrpt117.pdf

