
Feasible proposal

Feasible Democratic Reform Proposal
A practical reform package for strengthening U.S. democracy without a

complete constitutional rewrite

Prepared as a blunt, logically organized civic reform proposal for public review, criticism, and
refinement.

Scope
This document covers reforms that could plausibly be pursued without fully replacing the U.S. Constitution. Some
reforms could be done by federal statute, some by state law, some by congressional rules, some by agency
enforcement, some by interstate compact, and some only by targeted constitutional amendment. It does not
pretend the hard parts are easy.

Core idea: keep the current constitutional structure, but surround it with stronger voting rights,
citizen review, clean-money incentives, anti-corruption rules, media accountability, civic education,
public education investment, and limits on executive abuse.
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Part I - What Ordinary Citizens Would Have To Do First

Blunt assessment
This proposal cannot be implemented by hoping that current institutions voluntarily become less captured. Ordinary citizens
would need to create political pressure, win local and state reforms, elect reform candidates, force Congress to act, and
defend every serious reform in court. The second proposal is far more feasible than a full constitutional rewrite, but it still
requires power, organization, money, discipline, and patience.

The goal is not one viral petition. The goal is an organized, long-term democracy reform movement.

Citizen action path

1. Build local proof Start with city, county, and state pilot programs: citizen review assemblies, public campaign financing,
ranked-choice voting, independent redistricting, public ethics rules, and civic education expansions.

2. Form broad coalitions Unite people around fair rules: voting access, anti-corruption, public education, transparent lawmaking,
anti-monopoly policy, and ordinary citizen involvement. This cannot look like one party trying to
permanently dominate the other.

3. Draft model laws Produce clean, public, plain-language model legislation that state lawmakers, city councils, ballot
campaigns, and members of Congress can adopt.

4. Win state reforms Use ballot initiatives where available. Where ballot initiatives are not available, elect state officials
committed to election access, public financing, redistricting reform, education funding, and citizen
assemblies.

5. Elect federal reform
candidates

Congress must pass the federal pieces. Citizens would need to support candidates who commit in writing
to voting rights, ethics laws, public financing, citizen review, antitrust, education, and executive power
reform.

6. Pressure Congress
publicly

Use coordinated constituent pressure: town halls, letters, local resolutions, public scorecards, reform
pledges, media campaigns, and primary challenges against officials who block clean-government
reforms.

7. Prepare for litigation Every serious reform will be sued. Reformers need legal defense funds, constitutional lawyers, state
litigation teams, and carefully drafted laws with severability clauses.

8. Build civic education
infrastructure

Use libraries, schools, community colleges, unions, churches, civic organizations, veterans groups, and
online public courses to teach government, rights, media literacy, budgeting, and deliberation.

9. Keep the message
simple

The strongest message is: government should belong to people, not donors, corporations, lobbyists,
media monopolies, or career insiders.

What has to happen politically
● Reform candidates must win enough state and federal offices to pass laws, change chamber rules, and fund

implementation.

● The Senate filibuster would likely need reform or targeted carve-outs for democracy legislation, unless a rare bipartisan
coalition emerges.

● State-level ballot campaigns must prove the reforms work before the public trusts national versions.

● The movement must be cross-ideological on process: people can disagree on policy but agree that the rules should not
be rigged.

● Public trust must be rebuilt through transparency, not demanded through slogans.

What ordinary citizens can do immediately
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● Join or create local democracy reform groups focused on voting access, public campaign financing, anti-corruption, and
civic education.

● Push city councils and state legislatures to pilot citizen review assemblies.

● Support state ballot measures for ranked-choice voting, independent redistricting, public campaign financing, and ethics
reforms where available.

● Ask every candidate to sign a clean-government pledge: no stock trading, public financing support, voting rights, ethics
enforcement, and citizen review.

● Pressure school boards and state education officials to strengthen civics, media literacy, history, and evidence literacy.

● Support local journalism and public-interest reporting.

● Track representatives publicly and consistently: votes, donors, stock trades, gifts, ethics complaints, and democracy
reform positions.
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Part II - Legal Limits and Practical Strategy
This proposal is written for the current constitutional structure. It does not pretend that ordinary statutes can do what only
constitutional amendment can do. The point is to separate what can be built now from what will face litigation, what may
need careful statutory drafting, and what may eventually require targeted constitutional amendment.

Public-facing feasibility note
The reforms in this proposal are intended as a practical pressure campaign, not a fantasy of instant constitutional
replacement. Some ideas can be advanced by federal law, state law, agency rulemaking, congressional rules, public
funding conditions, or interstate compact. Others can begin in limited form now but would need constitutional amendment
before they could become binding structural changes.

Key legal boundaries within this proposal

Federal congressional term limits by
statute or state law

Blocked by U.S. Term Limits v. Thornton. A constitutional amendment would be needed for
binding congressional term limits.

Mandatory equal-only campaign
financing

Voluntary public financing is more legally durable under current doctrine. Mandatory spending
limits, bans on candidate self-funding, and equal-only campaign rules face major First
Amendment barriers under Buckley.

Full ban on independent corporate
political spending

Current doctrine after Citizens United protects independent expenditures by corporations and
unions. Strong disclosure rules, voluntary public financing, anti-corruption rules, and narrow
public-influence transparency systems can be pursued now, while a complete ban would likely
need amendment.

Citizen Review Assembly powers A review assembly can be created by statute and chamber rules for public reports, hearings,
transparency review, ethics referrals, and procedural pressure. Binding veto power over
Congress would require constitutional amendment.

National popular vote reform Abolishing the Electoral College outright requires constitutional amendment. The National
Popular Vote Interstate Compact is a state-law workaround that could move the country closer
to national popular-vote outcomes, though it would likely face litigation if activated.

Media, platform, and digital-rights
reforms

Transparency, consumer protection, antitrust enforcement, privacy law, government
surveillance limits, and carefully drafted platform-accountability rules are more feasible than
broad speech restrictions.

Executive-power limits Congress can tighten emergency powers, war powers, funding restrictions, oversight,
disclosure, and pardon transparency. Fully replacing the presidency with a different executive
model would require constitutional amendment, but meaningful limits on abuse can still be
pursued under current law.

Practical strategy

Do not wait for a perfect constitutional moment. Build the parts that can be built now: citizen review, voting
access, anti-corruption laws, voluntary public financing, dark-money disclosure, redistricting reform, public
education, tax fairness, immigration fairness, media transparency, antitrust, platform accountability, digital
privacy, and executive-power limits.



Feasible Democratic Reform Proposal Page 5

Part III - Implementation Roadmap
Years 1 to 2 Build coalition, draft model laws, launch local citizen assembly pilots, pass city and state ethics reforms, expand

civic education, and pursue state ranked-choice or redistricting reforms where possible.

Years 3 to 5 Create state-level public financing systems, pass voting-access protections in reform states, build public
pressure for a federal Citizen Review Assembly, and elect federal reform candidates.

Years 5 to 7 Pass federal voting-rights legislation, create the National Citizen Review Assembly, adopt House and Senate
plain-language rules, pass anti-corruption and stock-trading bans, and strengthen ethics enforcement.

Years 7 to 10 Expand citizen review powers through congressional rules, add federal public campaign financing, increase
dark-money disclosure, scale media/platform transparency, and strengthen emergency-power limits.

Years 10 to 20 Normalize citizen review, expand state voting reforms, build a national civic education infrastructure, and pursue
targeted constitutional amendments for term limits, campaign finance, or citizen assembly powers if public
support is strong enough.

First three moves
● Launch state and local citizen review assemblies as proof-of-concept.

● Pass obvious anti-corruption reforms: stock-trading ban, gift ban, financial disclosure, and lobbying cooling-off periods.

● Protect voting access and election administration everywhere possible.

Biggest obstacles
● Moneyed interests will fight reforms that reduce their leverage.

● Party leadership will resist reforms that weaken party control.

● Courts may narrow or block some campaign finance, platform, and voting rules.

● Media companies may frame accountability rules as censorship.

● Public distrust will be high unless reforms are transparent and tested locally first.

● Reform fatigue is real. The package must be sequenced, not dumped on people all at once.



Feasible Democratic Reform Proposal Page 6

Part IV - Feasible Reform Package
Each reform below includes the implementation route, the blunt reason it is needed, immediate positive effects, immediate
risks, and long-term benefits.

1. National Citizen Review Assembly

Implementation route: Federal statute plus House and Senate rules. Binding constitutional veto power would require
amendment.

Why it is necessary
Congress is too insulated from ordinary people and too shaped by parties, donors, lobbyists, and procedural complexity. A
citizen review body puts normal Americans directly into the oversight and transparency process without replacing Congress.

Immediate positive impacts
● Adds ordinary citizens to federal lawmaking review.

● Creates public reports that lawmakers must answer.

● Forces plain-language explanations of major bills.

● Builds proof-of-concept for stronger citizen power later.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● May be dismissed as symbolic at first.

● Members need training and support.

● Congress may try to ignore it.

● Experts and staff could influence members too heavily if safeguards are weak.

Long-term benefits
● Builds civic ownership of government.

● Creates a pathway to stronger citizen power.

● Makes lawmaking harder to hide from the public.

Minimum powers
● Review major bills before final passage.

● Publish public impact reports.

● Hold citizen hearings.

● Flag corruption risks.

● Require committee responses.

● Refer ethics concerns to independent bodies.

2. Procedural Weight for Citizen Review

Implementation route: House and Senate rules. Future Congresses could alter the rules.

Why it is necessary
A citizen body with no procedural weight becomes decorative democracy. Congress must be required to respond before
major votes.

Immediate positive impacts
● Slows down rushed legislation.
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● Forces lawmakers to answer public objections.

● Makes citizen review visible.

● Reduces unread midnight legislation.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Can slow urgent legislation.

● Congress may use emergency exceptions too broadly.

● Procedural fights will increase.

● Rules may be repealed by a future majority.

Long-term benefits
● Normalizes public review before lawmaking.

● Builds political cost for ignoring citizens.

● Improves transparency and bill quality.

3. Voluntary Public Campaign Financing

Implementation route: Federal and state statute. Voluntary systems are more legally durable than mandatory limits.

Why it is necessary
Private donors create dependency. Public financing gives candidates a route to run without begging wealthy interests for
money.

Immediate positive impacts
● More ordinary candidates can run.

● Less fundraising pressure.

● Voters can reward candidates who refuse private money.

● Creates a clean-campaign norm.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Candidates can opt out.

● Outside spending can still distort races.

● Public funding criteria must avoid abuse.

● Opponents will call it taxpayer-funded politics.

Long-term benefits
● Weakens donor dependency.

● Makes clean campaigns culturally expected.

● Builds support for stronger future campaign finance reform.

4. Dark-Money Disclosure and Beneficial Ownership Transparency

Implementation route: Federal and state statute, carefully drafted for constitutional durability.

Why it is necessary
If political money cannot be fully banned under current law, it should at least be visible. Secret money is poison to public
trust.
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Immediate positive impacts
● Shows voters who funds political messages.

● Makes shell entities harder to hide.

● Helps journalists and watchdogs trace influence.

● Deters some corruption.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Groups will create new loopholes.

● Legal challenges over association and privacy.

● Small donors need privacy thresholds.

● Enforcement must be fast to matter during elections.

Long-term benefits
● Weakens secret influence.

● Creates records for future reform.

● Improves election transparency.

5. Anti-Corruption Package

Implementation route: Federal statute, state law, congressional rules, and executive branch rules.

Why it is necessary
Public office should not be a wealth-building scheme. The current system leaves too many routes for officials to profit from
access and inside knowledge.

Immediate positive impacts
● Reduces obvious conflicts of interest.

● Improves public trust.

● Makes corruption easier to detect.

● Targets reforms that voters across parties understand.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Officials will resist regulating themselves.

● Family and spouse rules are complicated.

● Requires strong enforcement.

● Some qualified people may avoid office if restrictions are strict.

Long-term benefits
● Cleaner public service.

● Less revolving-door corruption.

● Less elite impunity.

● Public office becomes stewardship instead of a cash-out path.

Core rules
● Ban stock trading by members of Congress and senior officials.

● Require diversified blind trusts.

● Ban gifts, luxury travel, and paid speeches from interested parties.
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● Create long cooling-off periods for lobbying and government-related consulting.

● Expand conflict disclosures for spouses and dependent family members.

6. Independent Ethics Enforcement

Implementation route: Federal statute, chamber rules, and executive rules.

Why it is necessary
Ethics rules without independent enforcement are political wallpaper.

Immediate positive impacts
● Faster misconduct investigations.

● Better whistleblower confidence.

● Public reporting of ethics problems.

● Less internal cover-up.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Accusations of politicization.

● Legal fights over separation of powers.

● Bad-faith complaints need filtering.

● Independence must be protected from both parties.

Long-term benefits
● Makes corruption riskier.

● Builds accountability culture.

● Reduces the pattern of powerful people walking away.

7. Supreme Court Ethics and Transparency

Implementation route: Federal statute where possible, plus public pressure and Court rules.

Why it is necessary
Lifetime judicial power cannot be trusted to self-police with vague ethics promises.

Immediate positive impacts
● More gift and travel transparency.

● Clearer recusal standards.

● Public pressure for compliance.

● Improves legitimacy.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Separation-of-powers challenges.

● The Court may resist enforcement.

● Some reforms may be narrowed.

● Partisan fights over judicial ethics will intensify.

Long-term benefits
● Reduces appearance of court capture.
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● Improves public confidence.

● Creates a foundation for future term-limit amendment.

8. Voting Rights Restoration and Expansion

Implementation route: Federal statute and state law. Likely litigated.

Why it is necessary
The rest of democracy reform means little if voting access can be manipulated.

Immediate positive impacts
● Easier access to registration and voting.

● More uniform federal standards.

● Better protection from purges and intimidation.

● Higher public legitimacy.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● State resistance.

● Lawsuits.

● Administrative transition costs.

● Bad actors will still claim fraud without evidence.

Long-term benefits
● Voting becomes more secure and accessible.

● Less suppression.

● More representative outcomes.

● Greater trust in elections.

Core elements
● Automatic voter registration.

● Same-day registration.

● Early voting standards.

● Mail voting protections.

● Anti-purge protections.

● Election-worker protection.

● Voter intimidation penalties.

● Modernized preclearance-style protections where discrimination is shown.

9. Independent Redistricting and Anti-Gerrymandering Reform

Implementation route: State law, ballot initiatives, and federal standards for congressional elections where legally
sustainable.

Why it is necessary
Voters should choose representatives. Representatives should not choose voters.

Immediate positive impacts



Feasible Democratic Reform Proposal Page 11

● More competitive districts.

● Fewer artificially safe seats.

● Less extremist primary dominance.

● Better public trust.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Incumbents will resist.

● Commission design can be gamed.

● Litigation will continue.

● Some communities may dislike new boundaries.

Long-term benefits
● More accountable representation.

● Less polarization.

● Districts that better reflect voters.

10. Ranked-Choice Voting and Open Primaries

Implementation route: State law and local law, subject to state constitutions.

Why it is necessary
Closed partisan primaries and winner-take-all elections reward extremism and trap voters in lesser-evil choices.

Immediate positive impacts
● Reduces spoiler effects.

● Rewards broader appeal.

● Gives independents more room.

● Encourages coalition-building.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Requires voter education.

● Counting is more complex.

● Parties will resist.

● Some voters may distrust new systems at first.

Long-term benefits
● Less polarization.

● Better voter choice.

● More representative elected officials.

11. National Popular Vote Interstate Compact

Implementation route: State legislation. Legal challenges likely if activated.

Why it is necessary
The Electoral College cannot be abolished without amendment, but states can move toward national popular vote outcomes
through compact law.
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Immediate positive impacts
● Makes national vote totals matter more.

● Reduces swing-state obsession if activated.

● Builds pressure for popular-vote legitimacy.

● Uses state power under current constitutional structure.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Legal challenges likely.

● States may withdraw before activation.

● Opponents will call it an end-run around the Constitution.

● A close election could create chaos if the compact is newly activated.

Long-term benefits
● A presidency that better reflects national voter preference.

● More equal voter power across states.

● Less geographic distortion.

12. Election Subversion Safeguards

Implementation route: Federal statute and state law.

Why it is necessary
The 2020 election showed that vague certification procedures and weak protections can become attack surfaces.

Immediate positive impacts
● Clearer certification duties.

● Harder fake-elector schemes.

● More protection for election workers.

● Less room for procedural sabotage.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● State resistance.

● Partisan attacks.

● Bad actors will look for new loopholes.

● Requires rapid enforcement.

Long-term benefits
● More secure transitions of power.

● Less election-subversion risk.

● Stronger election legitimacy.

13. Citizen-Initiated Oversight Hearings

Implementation route: Federal statute, state law, and congressional rules. Actual recall of federal legislators would
require deeper constitutional change.

Why it is necessary
Voters need more than waiting years for the next election when representatives abandon public duty.
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Immediate positive impacts
● Creates public accountability pressure.

● Gives constituents a formal process.

● Misconduct becomes harder to bury.

● Builds a future path toward stronger recall mechanisms.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Could be weaponized by bad-faith groups.

● Verification costs.

● Can become performative.

● May pressure representatives against necessary but unpopular decisions.

Long-term benefits
● More responsive public officials.

● More public ownership of representation.

● A stronger accountability culture.

Guardrails
● Meaningful petition threshold.

● Public statement of cause.

● No outside spending on the process.

● Minimum turnout or participation requirement.

● Limits on repeated attempts.

14. Public Petition and Influence Transparency System

Implementation route: Federal statute, state law, congressional rules, and agency rules.

Why it is necessary
Citizens and organizations should be able to petition government. But private paid access should not control lawmaking.

Immediate positive impacts
● All policy requests become visible.

● Model legislation is disclosed.

● Watchdogs can trace influence.

● Backroom lawmaking becomes harder.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Influence may move informal channels.

● Compliance burden.

● Flooding by bots or astroturf campaigns.

● Legal fights over compelled disclosure.

Long-term benefits
● Less hidden influence.

● More transparent lawmaking.
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● Better public trust.

15. Media Ownership and Antitrust Reform

Implementation route: Antitrust enforcement, FCC rules where applicable, and new statutes.

Why it is necessary
A few companies should not control the national information environment. Information power is political power.

Immediate positive impacts
● More competition.

● More independent outlets.

● Less centralized narrative control.

● Potential local journalism revival.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Massive lawsuits.

● Business disruption.

● Claims of political targeting.

● Some services may become less integrated.

Long-term benefits
● More pluralistic media.

● Less billionaire control of civic reality.

● Healthier public debate.

16. Platform Accountability for Algorithmic Amplification

Implementation route: Carefully drafted federal statute. First Amendment and Section 230 issues must be handled
precisely.

Why it is necessary
Platforms are not passive when they recommend, monetize, rank, and push content. They should not profit from knowingly
amplifying false civic information.

Immediate positive impacts
● Less profit from viral lies.

● More transparency into algorithms.

● Better response to repeat disinformation networks.

● More visible corrections and labels.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● First Amendment challenges.

● Over-moderation risk.

● Difficult factual review.

● Smaller platforms may struggle with compliance.

Long-term benefits
● Less algorithmic radicalization.
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● Healthier civic information.

● More responsible platform design.

Core rule
A platform should not knowingly amplify, recommend, monetize, or protect materially false civic information after verified
notice and review. This targets amplification and profit, not mere user speech.

17. Modern Broadcast Public-Interest Rules

Implementation route: FCC regulation and federal statute for licensed broadcast media. Harder for cable and internet
platforms.

Why it is necessary
Broadcast licensees use public spectrum and should have public-interest obligations around civic information.

Immediate positive impacts
● Stronger correction duties.

● More accurate civic coverage.

● Less public-spectrum disinformation.

● Better ownership and funding transparency.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Government abuse risk.

● False-balance risk.

● Broadcasters will sue.

● Partisan FCC enforcement could become dangerous.

Long-term benefits
● Restores public-interest expectations.

● Improves civic information quality.

● Builds a model for narrow truthfulness standards.

Critical guardrail
Do not require fake balance between fact and falsehood. Require truthfulness, correction, transparency, and public-interest
coverage.

18. Public Education Investment

Implementation route: Federal funding, state law, state curriculum standards, grants, local implementation, federal and
state higher-education funding, public university coordination, and lawful student-debt relief programs.

Why it is necessary
Democracy cannot survive if citizens are undereducated, misinformed, and unable to evaluate power. Public education
should prepare people for civic life from K-12 through adulthood, and public higher education should not function as a
lifetime debt trap for citizens who are trying to build useful lives, careers, families, and public-service capacity.

Immediate positive impacts
● Better school funding.

● Higher teacher morale if funded properly.

● Stronger civics and media literacy.
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● Better preparation for citizen review service.

● State and public universities become more accessible to citizens without forcing families into lifelong debt.

● Student debt relief becomes available where current law and the Constitution allow.

● Teacher, healthcare, public-service, technical, and civic careers become more reachable.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Expensive.

● Curriculum fights.

● Teacher pipeline takes time.

● State resistance.

● Legal and political challenges to broad student loan forgiveness.

● Public university funding formulas must protect quality, staffing, and access.

● State and federal systems would need careful coordination to avoid cost-shifting.

Long-term benefits
● More informed voters.

● Less susceptibility to propaganda.

● Stronger workforce.

● More capable citizen participation.

● A more educated and civically prepared public.

● Less debt-driven delay in family formation, small-business creation, homeownership, and public service.

● Higher education treated as public infrastructure rather than a private debt machine.

Blunt reason
Public education is democracy's immune system.

19. Lifelong Civic Education

Implementation route: Federal and state grants, libraries, community colleges, public online platforms, and local civic
programs.

Why it is necessary
Citizens cannot be expected to govern well if civic education ends at high school.

Immediate positive impacts
● Adults gain practical civic knowledge.

● Citizen review members arrive better prepared.

● Communities understand local government better.

● Improves public deliberation.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Uneven participation.

● Risk of politicized curriculum.

● Quality control challenges.

● Some people may distrust government-run education.
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Long-term benefits
● Less conspiracy thinking.

● Stronger civic culture.

● Better public participation.

20. Secular Government Through Statute and Funding Conditions

Implementation route: Federal and state statutes, public school rules, agency guidance, and public-funding conditions. A
stronger constitutional wall would require amendment.

Why it is necessary
Government must belong equally to believers, nonbelievers, and religious minorities. Public authority should not be used to
advance or enforce religion.

Immediate positive impacts
● Less religious coercion in public schools.

● Clearer rules for public funding.

● Stronger protection for religious minorities and nonbelievers.

● Less theocratic creep.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Lawsuits.

● Religious nationalist backlash.

● Hard funding and accommodation edge cases.

● Courts may narrow enforcement.

Long-term benefits
● Stronger pluralism.

● Government neutrality.

● Protection of private belief and public equality.

21. Emergency Power Reform

Implementation route: Federal statute.

Why it is necessary
Authoritarians love emergencies because fear makes people tolerate power grabs.

Immediate positive impacts
● Less executive abuse.

● Better congressional oversight.

● Clearer emergency rules.

● Stronger rights protection.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Potentially slower response in real crises.

● More fights during emergencies.

● Presidents will resist.
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● Needs careful design for disasters, war, cyberattacks, and pandemics.

Long-term benefits
● Less risk of dictatorship-by-emergency.

● Stronger constitutional culture.

● More accountable crisis governance.

22. War Powers Reform

Implementation route: Federal statute, funding restrictions, and congressional rules.

Why it is necessary
The presidency has absorbed too much war-making power.

Immediate positive impacts
● More debate before military action.

● Fewer open-ended conflicts.

● Congress must own war decisions.

● Clearer authorizations.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Executive resistance.

● National security secrecy complications.

● Fear-based political backlash.

● Emergency response design must be careful.

Long-term benefits
● Less imperial presidency.

● More democratic foreign policy.

● Fewer reckless interventions.

23. Pardon Transparency and Abuse Limits

Implementation route: Federal statute and oversight, limited by constitutional pardon power.

Why it is necessary
The pardon power should not become a loyalty payment system or corruption shield.

Immediate positive impacts
● Public explanations for pardons.

● Disclosure of pardon lobbying.

● Better records.

● More deterrence against bribery and obstruction.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Presidents may claim privilege.

● Some abuse may remain constitutional.

● Courts may limit enforcement.
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● Hard to define improper benefit.

Long-term benefits
● More accountable clemency.

● Less public suspicion.

● Better separation between mercy and corruption.

24. Public-Interest Journalism Support

Implementation route: Federal/state grants, tax credits, independent public media funding, and nonprofit support.

Why it is necessary
Local news collapse leaves communities vulnerable to rumor, corruption, and nationalized outrage.

Immediate positive impacts
● More local coverage.

● Better school board, city council, court, and corruption reporting.

● More reliable election information.

● Less dependence on billionaire-owned media.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Bias accusations.

● Need insulation from political pressure.

● Grant capture risk.

● Funding fights.

Long-term benefits
● Healthier local democracy.

● Less misinformation.

● Stronger accountability.

25. Plain-Language Lawmaking Rules

Implementation route: Congressional rules and federal statute.

Why it is necessary
Complexity is often used to hide corruption, incompetence, or unpopular provisions.

Immediate positive impacts
● Citizens understand laws better.

● Representatives have fewer excuses.

● Media coverage improves.

● Public debate becomes more grounded.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Slower lawmaking.

● More staff workload.

● Fights over summaries.
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● Risk of oversimplification.

Long-term benefits
● More transparent government.

● Better public trust.

● Stronger citizen participation.

Required for major bills
● Plain-language summary.

● Cost estimate.

● Rights impact.

● Who benefits and who pays.

● Funding source.

● Enforcement plan.

● Public input record.

● Expert majority and minority reports.

● Sunset or review date.

26. Public Expert Offices

Implementation route: Federal statute and congressional support agencies.

Why it is necessary
Citizen review requires expertise, but the experts must not quietly control the process.

Immediate positive impacts
● Better decision-making.

● Less reliance on lobbyist-written analysis.

● Transparent assumptions.

● Citizens can question competing experts.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Expert offices may become politicized.

● Reports may slow lawmaking.

● Technical language may still confuse people.

● Bad actors will attack experts as biased.

Long-term benefits
● Evidence-based government.

● Less policy manipulation.

● More informed citizen representatives.

27. Digital Rights and Privacy Statutes

Implementation route: Federal and state statute, privacy regulation, consumer-protection enforcement, procurement
rules, warrant and oversight standards, data-retention limits, and restrictions on government surveillance technologies.
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Why it is necessary
The current legal framework was not built for smartphones, data brokers, AI, facial recognition, automated license plate
readers, deepfakes, algorithmic manipulation, location tracking, commercial surveillance, or mass online monitoring. Digital
rights must protect privacy both online and offline, and citizens should own and control their data as much as modern law
can make possible.

Immediate positive impacts
● More control over personal data.

● Stronger privacy protections.

● Less corporate and government surveillance.

● Better AI and deepfake rules in civic contexts.

● Clearer limits on online monitoring, camera networks, license plate tracking, and facial recognition.

● More enforceable privacy rights against both public agencies and private companies.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Compliance costs.

● Law enforcement resistance.

● Tech industry opposition.

● Difficult technical definitions.

● Some investigations may become slower when agencies must meet higher standards.

● Auditing and enforcement rules will be hard to draft well.

Long-term benefits
● Citizens are less vulnerable to manipulation.

● Digital life becomes more rights-based.

● AI systems become more accountable.

● Government surveillance becomes targeted, justified, reviewable, and punishable when abused.

● Privacy becomes a real democratic safeguard instead of a disappearing luxury.

Core limits
Local, state, and federal governments should be barred from mass monitoring of citizens' online activity without
individualized suspicion, due process, narrow legal authority, and independent oversight. National security, human
trafficking, drug enforcement, immigration enforcement, or generalized public-safety language should not be usable as
blanket excuses for dragnet surveillance. When monitoring is claimed to be necessary for national security or a serious and
specific threat, the government should have to meet strict standards: probable cause or a comparably high legal threshold
where constitutionally required, narrow targeting, time limits, minimization rules, audit trails, public reporting where possible,
independent review, penalties for misuse, and a clear ban on using surveillance to target lawful dissent, journalism, religion,
political activity, or protected association.

Camera systems and facial recognition
Federal, state, and local governments should face strict limits on persistent public camera networks, automated license
plate reader systems such as Flock-style camera networks, and other tools that can create detailed movement histories of
ordinary people. Any permitted use should require specific public authorization, narrow purpose limits, retention limits,
independent audits, public reporting, and strong penalties for misuse. Facial recognition should be banned for routine public
surveillance and permitted only in the most extreme and absolutely necessary circumstances, under strict legal
authorization, independent review, narrow targeting, short retention periods, and meaningful remedies for false matches or
abuse.

28. Antitrust Beyond Media



Feasible Democratic Reform Proposal Page 22

Implementation route: Existing antitrust law, new statutes, agency enforcement.

Why it is necessary
Monopoly power becomes political power.

Immediate positive impacts
● More competition.

● More room for small businesses.

● Reduced corporate leverage.

● Less concentrated economic control.

29. Labor Rights and Worker Power

Implementation route: Federal and state labor law.

Why it is necessary
Democracy is weak when workers are economically terrified.

Immediate positive impacts
● More worker bargaining power.

● Better wages and conditions.

● Less employer domination.

● More family stability.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Business resistance.

● Possible short-term labor disputes.

● Some prices may rise.

● Implementation complexity.

Long-term benefits
● Stronger middle class.

● Less inequality.

● Less resentment and despair.

● More civic participation.

30. Housing Affordability and Anti-Speculation

Implementation route: Federal and state funding, zoning reform, tax policy, and housing law.

Why it is necessary
A population that cannot afford shelter becomes angry, unstable, and easy to radicalize.

Immediate positive impacts
● More housing supply if zoning reform works.

● More renter protections.

● Less speculation.
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● Better homelessness prevention.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Local resistance.

● Property-owner backlash.

● Construction capacity limits.

● Public cost.

Long-term benefits
● More stable families.

● Less poverty.

● Healthier communities.

● More civic capacity.

31. Healthcare Reform Within Current Constraints

Implementation route: Federal and state statute.

Why it is necessary
Tying healthcare to employment gives employers too much power and traps people in bad jobs.

Immediate positive impacts
● More coverage.

● Less medical bankruptcy.

● More job mobility.

● Less anxiety for families.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Industry resistance.

● Tax and transition fights.

● Administrative complexity.

● Provider payment disputes.

Long-term benefits
● Healthier population.

● More entrepreneurship.

● Less economic fear.

● More civic freedom.

32. Criminal Justice Reform

Implementation route: Federal, state, and local law.

Why it is necessary
A justice system that treats power, poverty, and race differently destroys legitimacy.

Immediate positive impacts
● More accountability.
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● Better misconduct tracking.

● Stronger due process.

● Less financial exploitation.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Police union resistance.

● Staffing and morale issues if poorly implemented.

● Fear-based political backlash.

● Uneven state adoption.

Long-term benefits
● More legitimate law enforcement.

● Lower incarceration harms.

● Better public trust.

Core reforms
● Limit or end qualified immunity as currently used.

● Create police misconduct databases.

● Ban private prisons.

● Strengthen public defenders.

● Restore voting rights after release.

● Require independent investigations of serious misconduct.

33. Climate and Environmental Reform

Implementation route: Federal and state statute, regulation, investment, and permitting reform.

Why it is necessary
A country that ignores environmental stability is choosing future crisis.

Immediate positive impacts
● More clean-energy jobs.

● Better pollution control.

● Stronger disaster preparation.

● Public-health improvements.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Fossil-fuel backlash.

● Regional transition pain.

● Upfront costs.

● Permitting fights.

Long-term benefits
● Lower climate damage.

● Cleaner communities.

● More resilient infrastructure.
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● Less future economic disruption.

34. Tax Code Fairness and Filing Simplification

Implementation route: Federal statute. IRS modernization, Treasury regulations, budget enforcement, and state
coordination where useful.

Why it is necessary
The tax code has been shaped by decades of loopholes, carveouts, under-enforcement, and complexity that often benefit
people and corporations with the money to hire armies of accountants and lawyers. A serious reform package needs a fairer
revenue base. Without tax-code reform, the rest of the package becomes much harder to fund honestly.

Reform
Shift the tax burden away from lower-income and middle-class households by requiring the wealthy, large corporations, and
high-value estates to pay a fairer share. Close major loopholes, limit abusive deductions and shelters, strengthen taxes on
extreme wealth and passive income where legally durable, increase enforcement against high-income tax avoidance,
simplify filing for ordinary taxpayers, and create return-free or pre-filled filing options for people with straightforward taxes.

Immediate positive impacts
● More revenue for public education, healthcare, housing, civic infrastructure, and anti-corruption enforcement.

● Less pressure to fund reforms through regressive taxes or cuts that hurt ordinary people.

● Simpler filing for many households.

● Stronger enforcement against high-income evasion and aggressive tax avoidance.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Wealthy interests and corporate lobbyists will fight hard.

● Poor drafting could create new loopholes.

● Some capital may try to move or reclassify itself to avoid taxation.

● IRS modernization requires funding, staffing, cybersecurity, and public trust.

Long-term benefits
● A more stable fiscal foundation for democratic reform.

● Less inequality driven by tax privilege.

● More confidence that citizenship carries shared obligations.

● A tax system ordinary people can understand and comply with without being punished for lacking professional help.

35. Humane Immigration Reform and ICE Replacement

Implementation route: Federal statute, DHS reorganization, appropriations limits, agency rules, immigration-court
funding, asylum-process reform, labor enforcement, and international-law compliance.

Why it is necessary
The current immigration system is too slow, too expensive, too punitive, too bureaucratic, and too vulnerable to cruelty. A
democracy that claims equal dignity cannot operate an immigration system built around fear, confusion, detention, family
separation, and intentionally prohibitive costs.

Reform
Rebuild immigration policy from the ground up around fairness, dignity, due process, international law, administrative
competence, and humane treatment. Simplify legal pathways, reduce unnecessary red tape, lower prohibitive fees, speed
up work authorization, expand legal representation and immigration-court capacity, protect asylum rights, end family
separation as a policy tool, reduce detention, and create clearer paths for long-term residents who have built lives in the
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United States. Eliminate ICE as a standalone enforcement agency and replace its legitimate functions with smaller, tightly
supervised, rights-bound offices focused on due process, serious criminal exploitation, trafficking prevention without
mass-surveillance excuses, labor-abuse enforcement, and compliance with constitutional and international-law obligations.
Immigration enforcement should not be allowed to operate as a fear-based internal police force targeting communities.

Immediate positive impacts
● Faster and clearer immigration processing.

● Less family separation, detention harm, and bureaucratic cruelty.

● More lawful work authorization and less exploitation by employers.

● Better compliance with asylum obligations and international human rights standards.

● Reduced fear in immigrant communities when ordinary civic life is no longer treated as a dragnet enforcement
opportunity.

Immediate risks or negative impacts
● Intense political backlash.

● Major administrative transition challenges.

● DHS reorganization would be legally and operationally complex.

● Border, asylum, labor, and court systems would need staffing and funding to avoid new backlogs.

● Bad-faith actors would try to portray humane reform as open borders, even when the proposal keeps lawful screening
and due process.

Long-term benefits
● A more just, orderly, and humane immigration system.

● Less exploitation of immigrant labor.

● Stronger family and community stability.

● Better international credibility.

● Enforcement becomes narrower, more accountable, and less abusive.

● Immigration policy becomes a lawful public system instead of a permanent political weapon.
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Part V - Priority Sequence and Final Assessment

Highest-impact sequence

1 Voting rights legislation and election-worker protection

2 Citizen Review Assembly pilots, then federal Citizen Review Assembly

3 Anti-corruption laws: stock trading ban, gift ban, blind trusts, revolving-door restrictions

4 Public campaign financing and dark-money disclosure

5 Independent redistricting, ranked-choice voting, and open primaries at state level

6 Plain-language lawmaking rules and public expert offices

7 Emergency power and war power reform

8 Media, platform, and antitrust reform

9 Public education and lifelong civic education investment

10 Housing, labor, healthcare, criminal justice, privacy, and climate reforms

Blunt final assessment
The second proposal is not a constitutional revolution. It is a pressure campaign against corruption, opacity, voter
suppression, executive abuse, information manipulation, and civic ignorance. It cannot fully solve every structural defect of
the Constitution, but it can remove a shocking amount of the fertilizer feeding the rot.

The practical formula is simple: win locally, prove the model, win federally, pass durable laws, defend them in
court, educate the public, and expand the citizen role over time.

If implemented seriously, this package would not create a perfect democracy. It would make corruption harder, voting
easier, lawmaking clearer, disinformation riskier, education stronger, and ordinary citizens more central to government.
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Appendix - Source Notes
These notes identify key legal and institutional sources used to frame feasibility. They are not exhaustive. URLs are
included so the reader can verify the legal constraints directly.

Article V amendment process National Archives, Article V, U.S. Constitution.
https://www.archives.gov/federal-register/constitution/article-v.html

Congressional term limits U.S. Term Limits, Inc. v. Thornton, 514 U.S. 779 (1995).
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/514/779/

Campaign finance limits Buckley v. Valeo, FEC case summary.
https://www.fec.gov/legal-resources/court-cases/buckley-v-valeo/

Corporate independent
expenditures

Citizens United v. FEC, FEC case summary.
https://www.fec.gov/legal-resources/court-cases/citizens-united-v-fec/

Section 230 47 U.S.C. 230, Cornell Legal Information Institute. https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/47/230

Platform editorial discretion Moody v. NetChoice, U.S. Supreme Court opinion.
https://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/23pdf/22-277_d18f.pdf

National Popular Vote Compact National Popular Vote, written explanation. https://www.nationalpopularvote.com/written-explanation

Electoral College basics National Archives, Electoral College. https://www.archives.gov/electoral-college/about

Supreme Court Code of
Conduct

Supreme Court of the United States, Code of Conduct for Justices, Nov. 13, 2023.
https://www.supremecourt.gov/about/Code-of-Conduct-for-Justices_November_13_2023.pdf

Emergency powers Brennan Center, Guide to Emergency Powers and Their Use.
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/guide-emergency-powers-and-their-use

Transparency note
This proposal is a civic design document, not legal advice. Several reforms would face serious litigation and would need
careful drafting, severability clauses, and a legal defense strategy.


