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Ben Ali, the President of Tunisia. And 
it is time that we stand, as the Presi-
dent said, with the people of Tunisia 
now and support their democratic aspi-
rations. 

The U.S. gets another chance to 
stand with the democratic aspirations 
of another people, the people of Egypt, 
against the autocratic, dictatorial, and 
undemocratic leadership of Hosni Mu-
barak. For too long, the U.S. has stood 
against the people of Egypt seeking a 
more democratic country and a more 
democratic government. Every election 
has been rigged by the Mubarak gov-
ernment, and the state emergency 
power laws have been extended so that 
people would be rounded up so his via-
ble opponents would be thrown into jail 
and political parties would be out-
lawed. 

The time has come to stop this. The 
time has come for the United States to 
tell the Mubarak government that this 
election has to be free and open. The 
sole purpose of the election cannot be 
to pass on a great country to the son of 
the current leader in spite of the demo-
cratic aspirations of the Egyptian peo-
ple. 
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REDUCE FEDERAL SPENDING 

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘we have 
to confront the fact that our govern-
ment spends more than it takes in. 
That is not sustainable. Every day, 
families sacrifice to live within their 
means. They deserve a government 
that does the same.’’ 

Those are the words that were stated 
less than 24 hours ago, at 9 o’clock last 
night, by the President of the United 
States. And I have to say that truer 
words have never been spoken. 

Mr. Speaker, when Ms. FOXX calls up 
this rule, we will be proceeding with 
the first modified open rule for debate 
in 4 years, and we will be putting our-
selves on a path towards reducing the 
size, scope, and reach of government so 
that we will send a signal out there 
that job creation and economic growth 
can finally, finally get moving. 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 359, ELIMINATING TAX-
PAYER FINANCING OF PRESI-
DENTIAL ELECTIONS 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, by direction 
of the Committee on Rules, I call up 
House Resolution 54 and ask for its im-
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 54 

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 359) to reduce 
Federal spending and the deficit by termi-

nating taxpayer financing of presidential 
election campaigns and party conventions. 
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the bill are waived. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided among 
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means and the chair and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on House Ad-
ministration. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule for a period not to exceed 
five hours. The bill shall be considered as 
read. All points of order against provisions 
in the bill are waived. No amendment to the 
bill shall be in order except those printed in 
the portion of the Congressional Record des-
ignated for that purpose in clause 8 of rule 
XVIII and except pro forma amendments for 
the purpose of debate. Each amendment so 
printed may be offered only by the Member 
who caused it to be printed or a designee and 
shall be considered as read. At the conclu-
sion of consideration of the bill for amend-
ment the Committee shall rise and report 
the bill to the House with such amendments 
as may have been adopted. The previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). The gentlewoman from 
North Carolina is recognized for 1 hour. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members have 5 
legislative days to revise and extend 
their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, House Reso-

lution 54 provides for a modified open 
rule for consideration of H.R. 359, 
which is a bill to reduce Federal spend-
ing and the deficit by terminating tax-
payer financing of Presidential elec-
tion campaigns and party conventions. 

Mr. Speaker, it is refreshing to stand 
before you in a House dominated by 
new a Republican majority focused on 
changing the direction from the failed 
liberal policies that have dominated 
Washington for the past 4 years. Al-
though there remains some obstacles 
to realizing the full breadth of a Re-
publican agenda so desperately needed 
to pull our economy out of the dol-
drums, it is indeed a new day. 

This rule provides for consideration 
of H.R. 359, legislation authored by my 
friend, Mr. COLE, that I have cospon-
sored as it represents a small step to-
wards a brighter future for our coun-
try. Instead of considering legislation 
providing perpetual spending increases 
as the solution for all that ails us, in a 
departure from Washington 

groupthink, H.R. 359 would actually re-
duce Federal spending, Mr. Speaker. 

Although this concept may be foreign 
to many liberals and many Washington 
Beltway insiders, it’s what the Ameri-
cans expect out of the new Republican 
majority they recently sent to rep-
resent them here in the people’s House. 
Instead, H.R. 359, which CBO estimates 
would save $617 million over 10 years, 
eliminates an expensive Federal pro-
gram that wastes taxpayer money 
funding Presidential campaigns and na-
tional party conventions. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my colleague for 
yielding time, and I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

I rise in opposition to the proposed 
rule to H.R. 359 to terminate the Presi-
dential Election Campaign Fund and 
the ability for taxpayers to designate 
$3 of their Federal tax liability for fi-
nancing of Presidential election cam-
paign. 

This week, Republicans have engaged 
in what amounts to a shifty attack on 
a program that successfully limited the 
influence of corporations and special 
interests in our Presidential cam-
paigns, tilting the playing field further 
in favor of multimillionaires who can, 
and often do, spend their own money. 

Just as poll taxes and literacy tests 
prevented poor people and minorities 
from voting, eliminating this program 
will place those without the multi-
million-dollar political clout yet an-
other step away from having their day 
in a Presidential race. 

b 1020 

This program allows every taxpaying 
American to voluntarily check a box— 
and I think I should reiterate here the 
individual ‘‘opts in’’ to this program— 
on their 1040 to put $3 in the Presi-
dential Election Campaign Fund. A 
married couple has the option of $6 if 
filing jointly. 

Checking the ‘‘yes’’ box does not in-
crease the amount of taxes an indi-
vidual owes, nor does it decrease any 
refund to which he or she is entitled. 

In establishing the checkoff program, 
Congress left the single most impor-
tant decision to the taxpayer. The tax-
payer, not the House Republican lead-
ership, decides whether he or she wants 
$3 of their taxes to be used for the 
Presidential funding program. The 
choice is theirs to voluntarily check 
‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no.’’ And I might add, during 
our hearing in the Rules Committee 
yesterday, several of us, including 
some of my Republican colleagues, in-
dicated that they had at one time or 
another participated in this program. 
And yet now they want to eliminate it. 
Yes, this program does need improve-
ment, but it is far from ineffective or 
obsolete. 

Since the fund’s inception in 1976, 
every Presidential candidate before 
2008 has used the Presidential Election 
Campaign Fund in the general election, 
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