
	  
	  

	  
 

Top 10 Reasons to Support Lee-Walsh’s Balanced Budget Amendment 
 
1. It Would Require the Federal Government to Balance Its Budget Every Year. 
 
The federal budget deficit is a record high $1.6 trillion—more than 10 percent of the nation’s entire 
output, or Gross Domestic Product (GDP). We face such an enormous deficit because we spend too 
much, not because we tax too little. The Lee-Walsh Balanced Budget Amendment (BBA) would force 
Washington to live within its means. 
 
2. It Would Prevent Tax Hikes. 
 
The Lee-Walsh BBA would require a two-thirds majority vote in both chambers to raise taxes, which 
would help prevent the prosperity-killing tax hikes that years of trillion dollar deficits, as proposed by 
President Obama’s budget would surely bring. The Lee-Walsh BBA would achieve a balanced budget 
by cutting spending instead of raising taxes. 
 
3. It Would Make it More Difficult to Raise the Debt Ceiling. 
 
The Lee-Walsh BBA would require a three-fifths majority vote in both chambers to raise the debt 
ceiling. The debt ceiling has been raised ten times in just the past decade. It’s clear that we need to make 
it more difficult to raise the debt ceiling. The Lee-Walsh BBA does this to ensure that Congress cannot 
raise the debt ceiling so carelessly. 
 
4. It Would Limit Spending to 18 Percent of GDP. 
 
Congressional spending currently consumes approximately 25 percent of GDP. Federal revenue from 
taxes over the past 40 years has averaged about 18 percent of GDP, making 18 percent a reasonable 
limit for spending if Congress is in fact interested in balancing the budget for the long haul. 
 
5. It Would Reduce the Size and Scope of Government. 
 
If we want economic growth to return and be a permanent part of American life, it is imperative that we 
dramatically reduce the size and scope of government. The Lee-Walsh BBA would put real restraints on 
the amount of money Washington can spend. 
 
6. It Has a Good Chance of Passing. 
 
The Lee-Walsh BBA has a very good chance of passing the Republican-controlled House. In the Senate, 
the BBA has unanimous support from all 47 Republicans. It’s likely to gain bipartisan support in both 
chambers. 
 
 
 



	  
	  

 
 
 
7. The Lee-Walsh BBA Has Teeth. 
 
Some proposed BBAs have numerous loopholes that make it easy for Congress to override the 
amendment. The Lee-Walsh BBA has real teeth that would require Washington to balance its budget 
each year. 
 
8. Americans Overwhelmingly Support Balanced Budget Amendments. 
 
Balanced Budget Amendments have always been popular with the American people. By 72-20 percent, 
most voters favor a balanced budget amendment to the U.S. Constitution, according to a Fox News poll.1 
 
9. It Would Prohibit Congress from Perpetual Deficit Spending. 
 
Deficit spending is simply a hidden tax on future earnings. It is irresponsible for Washington to continue 
to borrow now and tax us more down the road. The Lee-Walsh BBA would help end our deficit 
spending and our debt culture. 
 
10. It is a Good Start to Restoring Fiscal Sanity to Washington. 
 
A Balanced Budget Amendment may not be a cure all. But it’s a step in the right direction to rein in 
excessive spending. Enactment of this amendment will go a long way in ensuring Washington never gets 
so carried away with reckless spending again. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 Blanton, Dana. 30 June 2011. Fox News Poll: Balanced Budget Amendment Favored, Obama’s Stimulus Panned.  
<http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2011/06/30/fox-news-poll-economy-and-debt-limit-negotiations/> 



	  
	  

	  
 

 Top 10 Reasons to Support Rep. Connie Mack's Penny Plan 
 
1. It Would Cut Federal Spending By One Percent for Six Consecutive Fiscal Years. 
 
The Penny Plan would require Congress to cut just one penny out of each dollar it spends every year for 
six years. These gradual cuts over the next six years will balance the federal budget. 
 
2. It Would Cap Overall Spending at 18 Percent of Gross Domestic Product (GDP) Starting in 
Fiscal Year 2018. 
 
Congressional spending consumes approximately 25 percent of GDP. Federal revenue from taxes over 
the past 40 years has averaged about 18 percent of GDP, making 18 percent a reasonable limit for 
spending if Congress is in fact interested in balancing the budget for the long haul. 
 
3. It is a Very Simple Plan. 
 
The Penny Plan is simple and straight to the point. Cutting federal spending by one percent every year 
for six years is clear enough for everyone to understand. Unlike many Washington schemes, it’s not a 
complicated proposal. 
 
4. It Would Reduce Overall Federal Spending by $7.5 trillion over the Next Ten Years. 
 
Federal spending has risen to unprecedented levels which threatens our economic freedom. The Penny 
Plan would significantly cut government spending overtime and set us on the path towards fiscal 
responsibility. 
 
5. It Would Balance the Federal Budget by 2019. 
 
The current U.S. budget deficit is an unprecedented $1.6 trillion. The Penny Plan would bring the 
federal budget into balance this decade.  
 
6. It is a Modest Plan. 
 
The Penny Plan is far from radical. These gradual cuts are more likely to gain bipartisan support rather 
than a big dramatic cut. With our national debt at $14.4 trillion, everyone should agree that we can cut 
just one percent of federal spending over the next six years. 
 
7. The Plan Contains No Gimmicks or Budget Tricks. 
 
The Penny Plan would cut real spending. Many other proposals only “cut” spending from a bloated 
Congressional Budget Office (CBO) baseline. The CBO baseline predicts what would happen over the  
next decade given current projections of taxation and spending. These plans don’t actually reduce spending 
since these “cuts” are just reduction in the amount they had hoped to increase spending. The Penny Plan 
would cut from current amounts being spent and not anticipated spending off a phony baseline. 



	  
	  

 
 
 
8. It Gives Congress Some Discretion on What to Cut. 
 
The one percent spending cuts will be achieved one of two ways. The first way is that Congress and the 
President could work together to cut federal spending by one percent each year. This will allow them to 
prioritize what cuts are the most important. 
 
9. It Will Trigger Automatic, Across-the-Board Spending Cuts If No Deal Can Be Reached. 
 
The second way that the Penny Plan reduces spending is through an automatic, across-the-board cut. If 
Congress and the President are unable to reach a compromise, the bill triggers automatic, across-the-
board spending cuts to guarantee that the one percent reduction is met. This plan would then force 
lawmakers to cut any of their sacred cows. 
 
10. It Will End Washington’s Unprecedented Spending Spree. 
 
The Penny Plan will ensure that Washington cuts spending and balances the federal budget. We cannot 
afford to continue Washington’s reckless spending spree. It’s a good step in the right direction to get our 
fiscal house in order. 



	  
	  

	  
 

 Medicare Town Hall Talking Points 
 

1. Medicare is in dire need of reform. Medicare is the second largest federal program and is growing 
at a staggering 7% a year.  Its costing taxpayers nearly $500 billion a year, with long-term liabilities 
in excess of $38 trillion.1 Medicare spending is expected to double over the next decade.2 Today, the 
average senior gets “back” in Medicare benefits more than three times the amount he or she paid into 
the system through payroll taxes during his or her working years. That may be a “great deal” for 
today’s seniors; but such a huge imbalance is unsustainable. Doing nothing to fix Medicare will 
ultimately result in: 1) the bankruptcy of the U.S. government, 2) rationing and benefit cuts for 
seniors.   
 

2. Conservatives have a plan to save Medicare.  Rep. Paul Ryan (R-Wisc.) has offered a plan, which 
passed the House on April 15th, that would save Medicare for current retirees and future generations 
without rationing or benefit cuts.  The Ryan plan would inject choice and competition into the 
program, and thus save money by making Medicare more efficient.  The plan would take effect in 
2021, and would not affect current seniors.  Everyone born before 1956 could keep their current 
Medicare, exactly as it is.  
 

3. The Democrats’ Medicare plan is rationing and benefit cuts.  Democrats vehemently oppose the 
Ryan plan.  Instead, their plan is to cut $500 billion out of Medicare, in order to fund their massive 
new ObamaCare entitlement.  They created a rationing board of 15 unelected bureaucrats, known as 
IPAB3, to impose these cuts.  IPAB will slash what Medicare pays doctors and hospitals to the bone.  
As a result, seniors will have trouble finding a doctor who will take them.  Mr. Obama’s own 
Medicare experts predict 15% of hospitals will go out of business.4  
 

4. The Ryan plan will allow patients to choose their Medicare plan.  Starting in 2021, the Ryan plan 
would enroll new Medicare seniors in the same kind of health care program that Members of 
Congress enjoy today.5  Seniors will be able to choose the coverage that best meets their individual 
needs from a list of competing high-quality health plans. Why do Democrats oppose giving seniors 
the same good health care Congress enjoys?   
 

5. Medicare is not voluntary – but should be.  Current law forces seniors to go on Medicare when 
they turn 65 or give up their Social Security checks. That’s wrong. Individuals should be free to opt 
out of the compulsory Medicare system. Sen. Jim DeMint (R-SC) has introduced a bill to end this 
injustice.  It’s called the “Retirement Freedom Act” (S.1317). Every Member of Congress should 
support this bill.  

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1 Dick Armey and Matt Kibbe, “The Medicare Test for President.” Wall Street Journal 5/20/11 
<http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704816604576333150097033250.html>. 
 
2 “The Facts on Medicare and How to Save it.” House of Representatives Committee on the Budget. <http://budget.house.gov/fy2012budget/medicare.htm>.  
 
3 IPAB stands for Independent Payment Advisory Board. 
 
4 Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services, “Estimated Financial Effects of the ‘Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act,’ as Amended,” 4/22/10, p. 
10  < https://www.cms.gov/ActuarialStudies/Downloads/PPACA_2010-04-22.pdf>. 
5 “Summary of the Fiscal Year 2012 Budget Resolution.” <http://budget.house.gov/UploadedFiles/KeyFactsSummary.pdf>. 
 



	  
	  

	  
 

 End the Regulatory ‘Train Wreck’ at the Obama EPA! 
 
The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is heading for a regulatory "Train Wreck" with an 
agenda that will further spike energy costs and devastate America’s economic recovery. This 
includes... 
 
1. New taxes that will impact thousands of businesses—large and small...By increasing 

complicated regulatory standards, the EPA is hitting American businesses with a brand new tax. 
Facilities ranging from factories to churches that can’t afford to upgrade their equipment would 
be forced to close! 
 

2. Massive new regulatory taxes on electricity…Expensive new standards targeting coal fired 
power plants—the source of most of the nation’s electricity—would raise costs for consumers 
and businesses. Billions in new costs would be passed on to energy consumers and the energy 
security of millions of Americans would be put in serious jeopardy! 

 
3. Costly new regulations on cement plants…Our nation’s cement plants are perhaps in the most 

precarious position due to the EPA’s aggressive new regulatory agenda. A recent Southern 
Methodist University study estimated in excess of 15% of plants would be forced to close, 
costing thousands of jobs, raising costs, and dramatically hurting investments in U.S. 
infrastructure. 

 
4. New restrictions effecting common household products and materials…The EPA wants to 

re-define coal ash as a hazardous material. In doing so, they will eliminate the use of this product 
in the making of many things we rely on including building materials like cement and drywall—
in turn, driving up the cost of these products!   
 

5. New regulations on emissions that would force many communities to impose costly new 
restrictions on consumers and small businesses...New ozone standards would put many out of 
reach, triggering extensive new regulations that would have sweeping and devastating new 
economic consequences affecting virtually all consumers and businesses, with new standards for 
everything from car tailpipes to factory smokestacks—and everything in between. 

 
 
 

TAKE ACTION NOW – visit www.FreedomWorks.org and send your lawmakers an  
urgent message that they must act NOW to stop the EPA’s regulatory train wreck!	  

 



	  
	  

	  
 

Help Us Launch the Tea Party Debt Commission! 
 
Whether it’s President Obama’s “National Commission on Fiscal Responsibility and Reform” or the 
“super committee” formed to reduce the deficit under the debt ceiling deal, politicians have become 
awfully good at abdicating their constitutional responsibilities in favor of politically convenient 
distractions.  
 
Beyond creating bureaucratic diversions, these negotiations are always heavy on handwringing, political 
posturing and tax increases while remaining light on spending reform or actual policy implementation. 
Not to mention the influence special interests can focus on the members of the committee to ensure their 
sacred cows are never on the chopping block. The Politico is reporting that lobbyists are lining up to 
protect their special interests in the new ‘super committee.’  
Go here to check it out: http://www.politico.com/news/stories/0811/60548.html 
 
Americans are getting pretty tired of politicians who spend all their time talking about what they want to 
do rather than actually doing it. After all the promises of cuts, where are they? Cuts mean spending less 
and eliminating programs, not just slowing the rate of spending increases. It’s this frustration that led us 
to partner with Houston Tea Party activist Ryan Hecker in 2010 to create the Contract From America.  
 
It’s under this same concept that we are now launching our own Tea Party Debt Commission! Over the 
next several months we will be holding grassroots activist hearings around the country and developing a 
plan that, at a minimum, cuts $9 trillion and balances the budget. 
 
Our effort will be guided by several clear goals: 
 

Balance date:   Balance the federal budget within no more than 10 years.  
 
GDP target:    Reduce federal spending to 18% of GDP. 
 
Debt target:    Reduce the national debt to no more than 66% of GDP. 
 
First-year savings:      Reduce federal spending by at least $300 billion, the first year. 
 
Cuts: 10-year savings:   Reduce federal spending by at least $9 trillion over 10 years. 
 
Comprehensiveness:   There will be no sacred political cows in the process.  
 
And Finally: Do not raise taxes 

 
Today, we are asking you to help us determine what cuts we should prioritize. The mainstream media 
often claims that the Tea Party movement says it wants to cut spending but lacks a coherent plan. The 
Tea Party Debt Commission is a full rebuke of that narrative.  Cuts being debated online include items 
like block granting Medicare, ending energy subsidies, reforming the Pentagon budget, and eliminating  



	  
	  

 
 
the Department of Education.  They are also divided by budget category, so that no department or 
agency is spared the scalpel. With each vote to cut a program, activists can see both the one year and the 
ten year figures of how much they’ve saved taxpayers.  
 
For far too long, average Americans have been unable to exert enough influence on politicians to 
counter the entrenched interests that perpetuate bloated budgets. The Tea Party Debt Commission 
changes that, showing legislators that when they have the courage to cut spending we’ll have their back. 
For more information on the Tea Party Debt Commission, check out this article at 
http://thecaucus.blogs.nytimes.com/2011/06/26/tea-party-plans-its-own-debt-panel/ and visit 
www.teapartydebtcommission.com over the coming months. 
 
When the media asks, ‘what would the Tea Party cut,’ we will have an answer.  When the “super 
committee” struggles to eliminate wasteful programs, we will do their work for them and hand them list 
of our priorities. After all, if you take politics and lobbyists out of the equation, cutting spending is not 
that difficult. Average citizens balance a budget and set spending priorities in their own lives every day.  
 
Thanks so much for participating in this effort! 
 
 

Visit www.TeaPartyDebtCommission.com for more information 



	  
	  

	  
 

Important dates for the Joint Select Committee on Deficit Reduction 
 
Formed in the lousy debt ceiling deal in early August, this new twelve member “super committee” will 
be tasked with reducing the federal deficit. We must force this committee to cut more spending than the 
debt ceiling deal while also stopping them from raising taxes. Below are some important dates to know: 
 

1. August 16, 2011: Deadline for Members of the Joint Select Committee on Deficit Reduction to be 
appointed.  
 

2. September 16, 2011: Date by which the Joint Select Committee on Deficit Reduction must hold 
its first meeting.  
 

3. September 22, 2011: Deadline for Congress to consider a resolution of disapproval for first 
tranche ($900 billion) of debt limit increase.  
 

4. October 1-December 31, 2011: Timeframe in which both houses of Congress must vote on a 
Balanced Budget Amendment.  
 

5. October 14, 2011: Deadline for House and Senate committees to submit recommendations to the 
Joint Select Committee on Deficit Reduction.  
 

6. November 23, 2011: Deadline for the Joint Select Committee on Deficit Reduction to vote on a 
plan with the goal (not a requirement) of $1.5 trillion in deficit reduction.  
 

7. December 2, 2011: Deadline for the Joint Select Committee to submit report and legislative 
language to the President and Congress.  
 

8. December 23, 2011: Deadline for the House/Senate to vote on the Joint Select Committee on 
Deficit Reduction’s bill.  
 

9. January 15, 2012: Date that the “trigger” leading to $1.2 trillion of future spending cuts goes into 
effect, if the Joint Select Committee on Deficit Reduction’s legislation has not been enacted.  
 

10. February 2012: Approximate time when the first $900 billion of debt ceiling increase runs out.  
 

11. February/March 2012: Sometime in this period—15 days after the President uses his authority 
under the bill to increase the debt ceiling a second time—is the deadline for Congress to consider a 
resolution of disapproval for the second tranche ($1.2-$1.5 trillion) of debt limit increase.  
 

12. Fall/Winter 2012: The additional $2.1-$2.4 trillion of borrowing authority from this law runs out.  
 

13. January 2, 2013: OMB orders sequestrations for defense and non-defense categories of spending 
necessary to meet spending cuts required by the “trigger.” 



	  
	  

	  
 

Town Hall Questions to Ask 
 

1. Currently, federal government spending accounts for 25% of Gross Domestic Product (GDP). Do 
you support capping federal spending at 18% of GDP? 
 

2. Do you support the Lee/Walsh Balanced Budget Amendment to the Constitution?  
 

3. If you aren’t for the Lee/Walsh Balanced Budget Amendment, which polls at about 80 percent—
are you for raising taxes high enough to cover this debt?  Are you for continuing trillion dollar 
deficits? If not, what specifically will you cut?    

 
4. Do you support Rep. Connie Mack’s “Penny Plan?” It would balance the federal budget by 2019, 

cutting spending by just one percent each year for six fiscal years. 
 

5. Will you oppose tax increases and demand more spending cuts by the new “super committee” 
formed in the debt ceiling deal?  
 

6. Do you think seniors should have the same broad array of health care choices that you, as a 
Member of Congress, enjoy?  
 

7. Medicare is in dire need of reform.  It will bankrupt the government if we don’t fix it.  Do you 
support Paul Ryan’s plan to reform Medicare in order to ensure its solvency?  Or do you support 
the Democrats’ plan to set up a panel of 15 unelected bureaucrats to ration seniors’ health care? 

 
8. Do you agree seniors should be free to opt out of Medicare without losing their Social Security 

checks?  If not, why not?  
 

9. Do you oppose the EPA’s job-killing regulations on energy production and small businesses? 
Which regulations would you like to see eliminated? 

 
10. Do you support the repeal of the unconstitutional mandate in the ObamaCare law? 

 
11. Do you believe that the private sector or the government creates jobs best? 

 
12. Will you support closing tax loopholes by voting for fundamental tax reform? 
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