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"Holding back Texas spending p

By BroOKE Lesue ROLLINS

" Contrary to popular belief,
the budget problems facing the
Lone Star State were not cre-
ated by the poor economy or
low taxes. While many in Aus-
tin are busy hiding behind a
sluggish stock market, the $9.9
‘billion shortfall is the result of
free-spending lawmakers and
irresponsible choices.

Put simply, the Texas govern-
ment has for too long spent
more than it could afford. It's
not that you are not taxed too
little; it’s that our elected lead-
ers choose to spend too much.

But it appears comumon

- sense might be breaking out in
Austin.

© First the bad news. Since
1978, state spending has in-
creased almost 600 percent.
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- much. Neither
has inflation. omzm:mm not
population.

Spending has been, %E re-
mains, Texas’ higgest tmdget
problem.

The gquestion of reining in
the leviathan has perplexed
good-government m%danno& for
decades.

In the late 1970s, q.mxmbm ap-
proved a constitutional amend-

ment that was supposed to
limit spending growth. Unfor-

tunately, legislators still had

lots of wiggle room, and the
limitations are all but mea-
ningless.

Now the good news, Our gov-
ernor and the leadership in the
Texas House campaigned on
promises to hold the line on .
spending and avoid tax in-
creases. House Speaker Tom
Craddick and his team made
good on the promise, ahd Gov.,
Rick Perry is standing behind
them.

Finally legislators are sys-
tematically asking not “how
much more can we spend?”
but rather, “where can we :
cut?” Waste, unproven pro-
grams and duplication are be-
ing cut.

While that alone is a lot to
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be thankful for, the House
could soon consider legislation
thag:would keep legislators
froplf straying off the limited
gowirnment path. State Rep.

ﬁm Isett of Lubbock has filed
Hm tion that would restrict

mocmnbamda spending .
m_ﬁeg to a percentage of infla-
and population. This falls

inine with the best economic
refiéarch on such limitations.

Iternationally acclaimed
ecgnomist Richard Vedder has
fopnd that the only way to
stedctly limit government’s free-
spending habits is to tie its
budget-writing hands with
oﬁ&% defined, generally ac-
omunma and well-understood eco-
namic measures.

Mexas wouldn't be the first
state to adopt such a measure;
24 states have some sort of

B
spending limitagion.

Opponents oflen suggest that
a strict restraint on spending
would keep the,government
from responding to emergency
needs, and that social services
might be hurt."Such concerns
are unfounded;

First, the 55553 is giv-
en authority te override the
spending limitstions with a
two-thirds vote.

Second, the: spending limit
only affects the bottom-line of
the budgei. There can be large,
even extensive, increases in
funding for particular budget
areas, But at the end of the
day, legislators will be re-
stricted in the total number of
dollars they ¢an spend.

A strong ¢onstitutional
spending limitation forces law-
makers to bidget the way busi-

uts state on right path

nesses and individuals do:
Start with the money availabl
and then determine spending.
While Isett’s spending limi
tions measure does not ensur
legislators will make wise
choices, it will force them to
think more carefully before i
plementing new programs or
expanding old ones. :
Holding the line on state
spending this vear is a quick
win for Texas taxpayers. Con-
stitutionally limiting the
growth of goverrament will
win for generations to come.

~ Brooke Lestie Rollins is pres

dent of the Texus Public Pol

.icy Foundation, a research

think tank with offices in At
tin and San Antonio. The ;
Foundation’s Web site is

www. TexasPolicy.com. ;
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" Contrary to popular behef
the budget problems facing the
Lone Star State were not cre-
ated by the poor economy or
low taxes. While many in Aus-
tin are busy hiding behind a
sluggish stock market, the $9.9
billion shortfall is the result of
free-spending lawmakers and
irresponsible choices.

Put simply, the Texas govern-
ment has for too long spent
more than it could afford. It's
not that you are not taxed too
little; it's that our elected lead-
ers choose to spend too much.

But it appears common
sense might be breaking out in
Austin.

+ First the bad news. Since
1978, state spending has in-
creased almost 600 percent.
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f Even over the
last decade,
spending has
jumped 125 per-
cent. That kind
of speﬂdmg
cannot last. In-
come has not
increased that
much. Neither
has inflation. Certainly not
population. :

Spending has been, and re-
mains, Texas’ biggest badget
problem.

The question of reining in
the leviathan has perplexed -
good-government advaocates for
decades. :

In the late 1970s, Texans dap-
proved a constitutional amend-
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ment that was supposed to
limit spending growth. Unfor-
tunately, legislators still had
lots of wiggle room, and the
limitations are all but mea-

Now the good news. Our gov-
ernor and the leadership in the
Texas House campaigned on
promises to hold the line on
spending and avoid tax in-
creases. House Speaker Tom
Craddick and his team made
good on the promise, and Gov
Rick Perry is standing behind
them.

Finally legislators are sys-
tematically asking not “how
mich more can we $pend?”
but rather, “where can we . -
cut?” Waste, unprovern pro-
grams and duplication are be-
ing cut.- _

While that alone is a lot to’
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be thankful for, the House
could soon consider legislation
that would keep legislators
from straying off the limited
government path. State Rep.
Carl Isett of Lubbock has filed
legislation that would restrict
state government spending
growth to a percentage of infla-
tion and population. This falls
in line with the best economic
research on such limitations.

Internationally acclaimed
economist Richard Vedder has
found that the only way to
strictly limit government’s free-
spending habits is to tie its
budget-writing hands with
clearly defined, generally ac-
cepted and well-understood eco-
nomic measures.

Texas wouldn’t be the first
state to adopt such a measure;
24 states have some sort of

.

spending limitation.

Opponents often suggest that
a strict restraint on spending
would keep the.government
from responding to emergency
needs, and that social services
mlght be hurt, Such concerns
are unfounded.

First, the Legislature is giv-
en authority to override the
spending limitations with a
two-thirds vote.

Second, the spending limit
only affects the bottomline of
the budget. There can be large,
even extensive, increases in
funding for particular budget
areas. But at the end of the
day, legislators will be re-
siticted in the tota! number of
dollars they ean spend.

A strong donstitutional
spending limitation forces law-

makKers to bildget the way busi-

nesses and individuals do:
Start with the money available
and then determine spending.

While Isett’s spending limita
tions measure does not ensure
legisiators will make wise
choices, it will force them to -
think more carefully before im
rlementing new programs or
eXpanding old ones.

Helding the line on state
spending this year is a quick
win for Texas taxpayers, Con-
stitutionally limiting the
growth of government will be
win for generations to come.
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. Brooke Leslie Rollins is presi-

dent of the Texas Public Pol-

.iey Foundation, a research

think tank with offices in Aug
tin and San Antonio. The
Foundation’s Web site is
wwiw. TexasPolicy.com.



