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Yes. Since a balanced budget amendment will add a budget rule to the Constitution requiring the federal spending not to exceed the federal receipts, it will help curtail the government's expenditures and help it appropriate its income accordingly for it not to experience any deficits. The amendment will also ensure that it is unconstitutional for the federal government to run annual budget deficits. A balanced budget amendment is therefore necessary because the respect for the constitution will ignite some serious political pressure to discourage deficits and enforce maximum accountability for any fiscal policy that is suspected to bring about deficits. According to Furman and summers (2019), the amendment will also ensure that both the opposition and the majority members all work with respect to the constitution by avoiding deficits. Majority of the leaders especially the elected ones will not want to work with unconstitutional processes and with their votes they will force the minority as well to operate in a constitutional manner. 
However, a balanced budget amendment could also be harmful. The political pressure the amendment exerts on the politicians could lead to their interference of the budgetary processes which might avoid deficits but still remain unconstitutional. The amendment could also limit the ability of the federal government to respond to national emergencies and economic recessions especially those that are not budgeted for since it will be unconstitutional to do so (Gwynn, 2018). The budget amendment would, therefore, be viable if it considers that there are some deficits that usually arise in case the budget estimates differ from the actual budget. A certain amount should then be allocated for this reason just in case it arises. The amendment should also ensure that the court is involved in determining the cases regarding the amendment to ensure there are maximum transparency and integrity and a legal way to resolve deficit disputes.
2
[bookmark: _GoBack]No. It is the role of the Federal Reserve to print money and control the national reserves. The federal government is thus incapacitated in printing money to pay off debts. The role of the federal government in the money is to promote growth in the economy by limiting economic inflations. According to the Modern Monetary Theory, the government has the power to use its money as it wills because it is responsible for the creation of the money. This power to create money, therefore, gives the government the power the service its debts as it wills. However, this power if not watched always leads to higher inflations resulting from deficits and debts (Blanchard, 2019). According to the theory, therefore, the best way to pay off debts is to increase taxation and tariffs in order to get some extra money to finance the debts.
The theorists’ monetization of debts leads to higher deficits and high inflation. With this consideration, the Federal Reserve should then refuse to monetize the debts by printing more money in order for existing debts to be financed. The burden of debt payment would rather fall on taxpayers in the form of increased interest rates and more taxation on private investors than having the Federal Reserve print more money (Gwynn, 2018). Unless there is an increase in the economic activities of a country that will resonate with the amount of money that is being created, then printing money to pay off debts will only worsen inflation instead of helping the country recover from its debt traps. The government should, therefore, increase its taxes on imported goods so as to reduce the costs of inflation in the economy and also save up some money to pay off its debts. 
3
Reducing the taxes that hospitals are charged by the government, will help improve the health of the Kentuckians. The goal of this plan is to increase the number of health facilities and lowering the charges of people being offered medical services. The small charges will then be catered for by individuals and not the state. The beneficiaries will be both the citizens who will pay a very small amount for better services and the health facilities as well which will make a lot of profits due to negligible taxation (Furman & Summers, 2019). The government will also benefit as it will not have to spend most of its revenue on servicing health care. The improved health status of the citizens also means an economic boost as healthy people are more productive and money is directed to economic activities like industrial expansions rather than it being spent on medication. 
The philosophy behind this plan is conservative in nature.  Conservatives believe that the broader the bases, the lower the rates. By reducing the taxes on the health sector, many health facilities will emerge as they will be confident of making profits in their venture. The more they become, the lower the rates of health services as competition will be intensified and the services will be cheaper as well. The multiplicity of the health facilities also means improved services as hospitals will be competing for patients by bettering their services. This plan will, therefore, be best suited for everyone both the service provider, the service recipients and the government which oversees the service delivery. 
4
Piketty seeks to understand the dynamics that drive people or economies to accumulate capital and later distribute it. The analysis of the relationship between capital and economic growth is interesting as it opens up people’s minds to reasoning and practicability. According to Piketty, the restraining of the returns on capital may be harmful to the growth of the economy. He explains that wealth accumulation results from capital exceeding the total income growth as it defies democratic principles and lowers class mobility within society. 
Inequality. I found it interesting that Income inequalities keep increasing as people advocate for equality and a just World. The fact that these income inequalities are increasing in rich countries is further interesting. The case example of the United States’ concentration of income in the first decade during the 21st century is said to have been retained and it exceeded the level attained in the second decade of the 20th Century. This case is unique as the country experienced a decrease in its inequalities. It is interesting that the rapid growth of new emerging countries like China is capable of driving the force behind the reduction of global inequalities (Piketty, 2014). The dominance of the oil trade in global trade is interesting as countries that are trading in oil are foreseen to be the owners of the world in the future. According to Piketty (2014), economic inequalities date back to historical times and are thus difficult to predict.
Piketty’s concept of economic growth is also interesting as helps one understand why economies behave the way they do. One understands that economic growth is vast and must be linked with concepts of wealth distribution and the relationship it has with income. Wealth is generated from income from labor in the form of wages and salaries and income is also generated from the ownership of capital in the form of land, industries and financial instruments.
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