May 3, 2001
Why Not Amend the First Amendment?

Dear Colleague,

The First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution states that, “Congress shall make no law…abridging the freedom of speech.”    It does not say, “Congress shall make no law abridging the freedom of speech unless it is close to an election, or unless the speech attacks a Congressman, or unless the Congress requires speech to be cleared in advance by the federal government.”

 For example, if a campaign reform bill similar to McCain-Feingold becomes law, individual citizens in the weeks leading up to an election would be prohibited from: 

· Engaging in public communication that mentions an announced candidate without reporting it to the federal government;

· Running independent ads that discusses a candidate’s positions without the federal government’s approval;

· Consulting with a candidate before running an ad promoting him or her if the ad costs more than $2001; or 

· Communicating with a Member of Congress on issues and informing the membership of a citizens groups regarding the Member’s positions without the threat of debilitating Federal Election Commission investigations and financial penalties.  

The framers of our Constitution acknowledged that some forms of speech were more important than others.  It would seem ridiculous in the extreme for the Congress of the United States to restrict the rights of citizens to criticize their elected leaders while at the same time defending every form of purient material.  Clearly political speech (e.g. thoughts about how our society should be ordered) is the most sacred form of speech in a democratic society.  Please do not allow a few bullies on the editorial boards to goad us into restricting the rights of all Americans.  Oppose McCain-Feingold or anything that will take rights away from the American people.

Sincerely,

Mike Pence

Member of Congress


