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Significance 
Currently, the national budget is out of control. With attempting to fund two wars, suffering an economic crisis and dealing with large government spending projects, such as TARP and the Stimulus Package of 09, the United States is in deep debt. Our national debt has been pushed to $13 trillion dollars,
 which equates to $118,653 for each tax payer in America
. Treasury officials predict that we will once again have to raise the national debt cap again, further plunging the US into debt
. U.S. Federal Reserve Chairman Ben Bernanke expressed his concerns of the national deficit to the House of Representatives when he stated that “if we don't get our macroeconomic house in order, that will put the dollar in danger, and … the most critical element there is long-term fiscal stability.”
 The deficit needs to be dealt with promptly because a rising U.S. budget deficit, for example, would force the government to pay higher yields on Treasuries, which in turn would undermine the Fed's efforts to keep mortgage rates low and spur economic activity at home. Additionally, the value of the dollar has weakened substantially this year against most other currencies – including the yen, euro and the loonie – and that automatically boosts the value of reserves held in other currencies. Last fiscal year, the strength of the dollar fell by 8%.
  Rep. Vern Buchanan from Florida proposed a piece of legislation in the House of Representatives to have an amendment to the Constitution which calls for a balanced budget, thus called the Balanced Budget Amendment. The bill is currently being reviewed by the Subcommittee on the Constitution, Civil Rights and Civil Liberties. 

Government Proposal 
The government team is going to propose that the United States ought to pass Rep. Buchanan’s amendment. The piece of legislation clearly states the steps to guide the United States back to a more stable economic situation. Buchanan’s amendment “1) Prohibits outlays for a fiscal year (except those for repayment of debt principal) from exceeding total receipts for that fiscal year (except those derived from borrowing) unless Congress, by a three-fifths rollcall vote of each chamber, authorizes a specific excess of outlays over receipts. 2) Requires a three-fifths rollcall vote of each chamber to increase the public debt limit. 3) Directs the President to submit a balanced budget to Congress annually. 4) Prohibits any bill to increase revenue from becoming law unless approved by a majority of each chamber by rollcall vote. 5) Authorizes waivers of these provisions when a declaration of war is in effect or under other specified circumstances involving military conflict. 6) Requires Congress, by appropriate legislation, to provide that outlays for natural disasters do not count as outlays under this Amendment.”
 Passing this amendment would force the president and members of Congress to think about passing legislation that contains a large amount of pork barreling or wasteful spending because it would be unconstitutional. Further, by passing this, it would force the United States to balance their budget and it would help the world economy as well. Many players in the global economic sphere blame the United States for the global economic downturn
 and have thus started to distrust the United States and its economic situation. China has begun to sell off treasury bills
 which is causing the dollar to depreciate more. By passing this amendment and getting our debt under control, the United States may have more economic power in the global trading sphere. They will have a stable currency because there will be no debt, and other world leaders will begin to have faith in our economic system again. It is important for the United States to regain power in the economic sphere because it will help the United States to recover faster from the recession and also to help trade again with international powers. Passing the Balanced Budget Amendment will increase dollar strength and send a perceptual message to other nations that the United States is serious about its economic state and will not let it falter again. Further, passing the amendment will also be a safe guard to future economic downturns because the budget will always be balanced and useless spending won’t occur. 

Opposition Proposal

While it may seem like a great idea to balance the budget out permanently, this is something that is impractical to do. First, how would the United States be able to close a deficit of $1.5 trillion
? It would be basically impossible to do such in a short amount of time without raising taxes significantly. If the government were to raise taxes significantly, this will do one or two things. First, in our current economic state, raising taxes would worsen the economy because individuals would not have enough money to pay them. The government would essentially be raising the tax burden by $750 billion9. Even if the United States were to significantly cut governmental spending, taxes would still have to be raised to cover past governmental spending plans, such as the stimulus package, where the money has already been spent. Secondly, politically, raising taxes significantly would kill President Obama’s political capital with the moderates and the republicans
. He would then be unable to get any pieces of legislation passed because republicans and moderates in congress would vote down anything. Further, the balanced budget amendment would reduce policy flexibility and also potentially destabilize the economy during economic downturns because the government would be unable to spend in order to help stabilize the economy
. This will leave the United States economy in shambles. While some do not agree with a Keynesian outlook, governmental spending has helped the United States get out of tough economic times, as can be seen with the Public Work projects during the Great Depression. If the amendment were to pass, then the government would no longer be able to help out during these hard economic times and thus the depressions and recessions would last longer. Passing the balanced budget amendment is both politically and economically a poor idea. Instead, the opposition should propose to cut wasteful governmental spending by a certain percentage. This would gain the majority of the benefits of the government while still allowing for proper governmental spending. Wasteful spending can be defined in many ways such as unsuccessful governmental programs, pork barreling and uncontrolled welfare programs. 
Strategy

MG
The first thing that the MG needs to do is show that just cutting governmental spending will fix the deficit and that taxes will not have to be raised. The MG should have a list of wasteful spending projects that they can list off during this speech and show how if the United States were to get rid of these programs, the budget will be balanced. Outlining that the problem is spending will shut down opposition strategies of raising taxes and thus US economy collapse. Also, point out that even if taxes were needed to be raised, the economy would collapse faster with an intense deficit because of all the problems that deficit spending causes. Taxes have become higher and higher over the years and there has not been an economic collapse. You can also make the argument that the taxes would have a gradual increase, if any increase at all. Make sure to stay on the offensive side and draw the judges attention to the probability of the government’s impacts happening versus the oppositions. This is the best strategy for the government is time frame. Both the opposition and the government team are going to be pushing for economic impacts, so it is important to win on time frame and probability. One procedural/disadvantage that the MG needs to be prepared for is how the amendment will be passed. There are two was for an amendment to be passed, first by Constitutional Convention and second is by Congressional vote. Make sure that if you don’t have anything in the original shell about how the amendment will be passed that you at least have responses ready for this argument. The MG should chose to say that the amendment will pass through Congressional vote because it is less of a problem. Constitutional Conventions tend to be messier and the voices of the people are not heard because it is just the states speaking and not the elected representatives

MO

The main strategy of the MO is to point out how impractical a balanced budget amendment truly is. Make a point about how the United States has had a deficit for many years and that there has not been any sort of catastrophic economic downturn as a result of it. Therefore, only passing the plan will make the situation worse. Extend across your link and impact analysis to make this point stronger. Also, make arguments that the true problem with the budget is all of the earmarking and porkbarreling. Passing a balanced budget amendment is just going to cut funding in areas that are important, such as NASA, just to make room for the earmarking to continue. It would be a good idea for the opposition to have some sort of counterplan unique to earmarking that the MO can work off of during this speech. Further, the opposition and the government team are going to have similar economic impacts so it is important that the MO tries to win on timeframe and probability. If the oppositions wins the impacts, then no matter what, they win the round. 
Prime Minister Constructive

The Plan: The United States Federal Government, through normal means, will pass H.J. Res. 43
, which is the balanced budget amendment

Observation One: OPEC Advantage

A: Due to the unstable dollar, OPEC is talking about switching to the Euro

In the 1970’s and the 1980’s, OPEC had considered switching from the dollar to an artificial world currency because the dollar was unstable during that time. OPEC sees the Euro as much more practical idea than an artificial currency because it’s pre-existing and more stable than the dollar
. The ERUO also makes OPEC more directly compatible with the world population because currently, 37% of all OPEC’s imports come from the EU
. A decreasing dollar strength, due to constant debt and financial problems in the United States, leaves the oil market unstable. OPEC would be better off to switch to the Euro to ensure a stable market.
B: Passing the amendment will strengthen the United States dollar, which will cause OPEC to stay with the dollar
When the balanced budget amendment passes, then the dollar will begin to strengthen and stabilize because the United States will no longer be in debt. This will give OPEC an incentive to maintain the dollar. Once the dollar becomes stronger, the oil market will once again become stable and predictable. This will decrease perspective buying and level out oil prices. A stable market with the United States’ dollar will be more preferable than switching to the Euro because it will be difficult and cause temporary instability when they switch. 
C: OPEC switching to the Euro would kill the United States economy
OPEC’s switch will harm the US economy is many ways. First, the fact that the dollar is no longer the standard for oil trade will send a clear signal to the world that the United States’ power and influence is shrinking. A massive decrease in business and investor confidence in US firms and firms related to the United States will happen in response to this perceived loss of influence and power. The world economy will then shift away from the United States and more towards the EU. Secondly, the switch will make the price of oil for the United States citizens much more expensive because the Euro is consistently gaining value on the dollar. This means that oil becomes more expensive in the US relative to the rest of the world. Third, other nations will be forced to move away from the dollar. The effect of OPEC switching to the euro would be that oil-consuming nations would have to flush dollars out of their reserve funds and replace them with Euros in order to purchase oil. The dollar, from this, would crash anywhere from 20-40%. Passing the balanced budget amendment stabilizes the dollar, ensures that OPEC will stay with the dollar and prevents this crash from happening. 
Observation: Middle East Stability 

A: The United States is currently spending too much on defense

In February 2010, President Obama proposed a defense budget of $708 billion dollars for fiscal year 2011.
 This proposal is almost $200 billion more than what was proposed in 2010. In Iraq and Afghanistan alone, the United States has been spending close to $200 billion a year. The United States has been spending non-stop for these overseas wars when the presences of US soldiers are actually destabilizing the area. A CATO analysis states that 
“Our troops there tend to produce destabilizing nationalist or sectarian backlash, a problem exacerbated in recent years by the burgeoning of communications technology that draws more people into regional or international politics.
”
B: Passing the amendment will cause massive budget cuts, most of which will be from the defense budget because it’s so large

When analyzing the defense budget, it is obvious that this is the place where cuts are going to be made. Pulling out of Iraq would save the United States rough $130 billion a year. It would be smart for the United States to pull out of Iraq not only financially, but also politically. Budget cuts will force the United States to withdraw troops from the Middle East which will increase stability because our military presence is unwanted. This will help the United States’ budget, politics and regional stability

C: The Middle East will be more stable when the United States withdraws troops due to budget cuts

Our presence in the Middle East has only increased backlash in the area. The anti-American rhetoric has spread throughout the area and has made United States troops targets and kept the war zone alive. By staying in these countries, the United States will continue to feed the instable environment and cause the war to worsen. More civilians will die during this time, simply because war causes death. If the United States were forced to balance the budget, then the US would pull out of the Middle East and stability will ensue. 
Leader of Opposition’s Constructive 
Observation One: Reduce Unnecessary Spending Counterplan

Counterplan Text: The United States Federal Government, through normal means, will pass the “Reduce Unnecessary Spending Act of 2010 (H.R. 5454)

A: Unnecessary spending and earmarks account for a large portion of the United States’ budget deficit 
In the initial budget for 2010, the House passed a $477 billion budget. Within that budget, there were over 5,000 earmarks worth over $4 billion dollars.
 It is estimated that earmarks in all pieces of legislation create the majority of the United States’ spending. With bridges that go to nowhere and small political favors tucked away in bills, the United States has too much wasteful spending.
B: H.R. 5454 gives the President power to remove wasteful spending

The Reduce Unnecessary Spending Act of 2010 allows the President a fast track option when submitting a rescission request. This means that the President can outline spending that needs to be cut and it can be passed by an updown vote from Congress instead of an amendment process. Therefore, the President can bring up unnecessary spending to all of Congress and get it taken care of in a timely manner. 

C: H.R. 5454 cuts spending and reduces deficit spending without crashing the economy

This piece of legislation is key to cutting earmarks and other wasteful projects. By passing this, the United States would be able to get its budget and deficit under control without passing the Balanced Budget amendment and therefore destroying the economy. Passing this piece of legislation gets to the heart of the problem while still being able to maintain proper funding for working programs, such as NASA. 

Observation Two: Governmental Shutdown Disadvantage

A: Appropriations bills are essential for the United States’ government to function
Every year, appropriations bills are passed by Congress to fund the entire federal government of the United States. Entire federal government includes the State Department all the way to Social Security funds. The current rules for passing budgets (ie: being able to deficit spend) are essential to pass these appropriations bills each year. Currently, there are rules within the United States government that establish the framework for defensible governmental deficits. These rules allow fiscal conservatives to vote alongside the Democratic majority because it’s the normal process.

B: Passing the Balanced Budget Amendment creates battles on future appropriations bills

When Congress is forced to balanced the budget, it thus forces Congress to make tough choices on what programs to fund. This maximizes divisiveness within Congress because each Congressperson has special interests to defend due to campaign contributions and political favors. Ultimately, someone will have to lose. Voting for a bill with huge cuts to a key program or spending area means that you lose your job as a Congressperson. The Balanced Budget Amendment then throws governmental spending into the spotlight because “who/what gets cut?” becomes a controversial and centerpiece story. This then pins Blue Dogs against left wing Democrats against each other because they support different ideals. When they are no longer unified to pass certain fundings, then EVERYONE loses. 
C: In a world where everyone loses, the government shuts down, like in 1995, because the money stops flowing

First, we see entitlements no longer being funded because Blue Dogs will all vote against them. This means that social security checks and Medicare bills stop getting paid, which means that millions of poor and elderly people will be at risk for financial disaster. Secondly, massive cuts may be made on the EPA, FDA and USDA because no political parties will be unified to support funding for these programs because all Congress people will be looking out for their own interests. This will cause a decrease in food and drug safety, which means that the public will be at risk for disease. Finally, failure to pass an appropriations bill means that the Federal Government stops paying back loans because all of their funding is gone. If the United States Federal Government were to default on loans, it would be terrible for the entire economy of the country because so much of the monetary and economic system of the country revolves around Federal Government loans.

Member of Government Constructive
A: Counterplan is not mutually exclusive

Perm, do both. Passing the Balanced Budget Amendment and the Reduce Unnecessary Spending Act of 2010 will only help the United States’ budget crisis. Not only will Congress be required to balance the budget, but they will also be no more earmarking. This means that tax dollars can be used for more productive programs or that taxes can be cut because there will no longer be as much governmental spending. NASA could possibly be reinstated under the permutation, which means that our space technology can still be competitive to the rest of the industrial world. 
B: The government will not shut down by passing the Balanced Budget Amendment

If the government really got as broke as the opposition tries to make it sound, the Balanced Budget Amendment allows for deficit spending in a time of emergency. Before the government would run out of money, Congress would vote to deficit spend in order to save the economy. The Balanced Budget Amendment actually helps the government NOT shut down because it enforces responsible spending and also stop the United States from spending itself further into debt. 
Member of Opposition Constructive

A: The Balanced Budget Amendment won’t stop deficit spending
The Balanced Budget Amendment has provisions in it that allow for deficit spending with a 2/3 majority vote. This means that deficit spending will continue to happen even with the amendment because politicians need to fulfill their political favors. Also, there is a provision that deficit spending is allowed during wartime. The United States is currently at war, so therefore defense spending will still put the US in the red.
B: Balanced Budget Amendment won’t cut defense spending

Due to the provision in the amendment that allows deficit spending during war time, the defense budget will not get cut. Instead, other programs will get cut in order to keep the defense budget where it’s at. This means that important social programs or regulation agencies, such as the FDA, will get cut instead. The government team does not gain access to their Middle East Stability advantage because there will always be defense spending under the balanced budget amendment.
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