“Reform” Really Means “Restrict”

June 25, 2001
Dear Colleague,

It’s no coincidence that in the 13,000-word McCain-Feingold bill that passed the Senate, variations of the word “limit” appear 63 times, “require” 43 times, and “prohibit” 19 times.  “Shall” and “shall not” appear for a combined total of 145 times.  Under the guise of “reform,” McCain-Feingold restricts free speech.

If the McCain-Feingold campaign reform legislation becomes law, it will dramatically restrict political speech like never before.

Proponents of McCain-Feingold would have us think that the legislation is all about reducing the power of special interest groups.  In reality, the legislation reduces the political power of individual citizens and therefore amplifies the political voices of incumbent politicians and the media.  That is simply intolerable in a free society.  

Can a free society ever have too much political speech?  In many campaigns, there is far too little political speech, too little debate.  Ideas are not free flowing but rather are rigidly structured by the media or dominant political forces.  Shouldn’t we have a campaign system that errs on the side of increasing political speech rather than restricting it? 

Don’t let the “reformers” fool you.  Oppose McCain-Feingold and anything like it.

Sincerely,







SAM JOHNSON







Member of Congress


