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the Office of Management and Budget and CBO, who all pushed to “Go Big” 
($4 trillion or more in deficit reduction in ten years) on a deficit reduction plan 
through entitlement spending cuts and tax increases.52

But maybe none of this mattered because of the lack of bipartisanship and 
ideological polarization in the Congress and among the people they represent. It 
might be there was never a chance for success because the schisms fundamentally 
undermined the capacity of the Supercommittee to find common ground. The 
graph of the DW-NOMINATE Common Space Scores for House and Senate 
Democrats and Republicans in the 112th Congress and for their representatives 
on the Supercommittee summarizes and illustrates the ideological divisions (see 
Figure 13-1).53 The missing ideological middle and the widespread partisan dif-
ferences reveal the underlying problem of finding common ground on a solution 
to reducing the deficit. 

Bipartisanship has been rare in Washington over the past fifteen years, espe-
cially when it comes to tax increases and cuts in popular domestic programs. The 
Supercommittee members could not blunt their ideological differences and find a 
common ground, as shown in the graph above. 

There is little common ground with regard to the primary issue of the size 
of the federal government. Mainstream Democrats believe government  should 
play an important role in the economy and provide a safety net for the disad-
vantaged. They also want high-income people to pay more taxes to fund those 
programs. A majority of Republicans disagree. They want to limit government’s 
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Figure 13-1  Party and Supercommittee Common Space Scores

Source: Voteview.com; Keith T. Poole and Howard Rosenthal, Congress: A Political-Economic 
History of Roll Call Voting (New York: Oxford University Press, 1997). Used with permission.


