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Preface

The following is intended to inform all Americans that there is a way forward toward more 
effective and representative government. Politicians can be motivated to represent us, the 
political parties can be made to reflect the grassroots and partisanship can be replaced with 
compromise toward efficient governance. People can come first!

How to accomplish this is simple enough to be outlined in this short document.

It will not be easy however, and this document is also intended to arouse your desire to act to 
spread your new awareness as that is our first step.

The topic is necessarily dense as the problem is complex in its manifestation so each portion is 
broken into a short chapter. Depending on your appetite, it may be best to digest each separately.

If you would like a brief overview, turn to the For Review chapter first, then fill in later 

We are considering amending the Constitution which requires significant reflection as well as 
significant action, so pause occasionally and reflect. Then act.
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Why a Revolution?

How do we create a political system that better serves the American citizen? How can we 
end the control of Big Money and the Party bosses of our political economy?

Who can deny that in a representative democracy we must all have an inherent right to 
equal representation at the ballot box and fair representation from those elected? 

Our political system has become so broken and partisan that it has lost its ability to govern for 
the future and to make difficult present decisions to avoid future catastrophe. 

We've entered a self-reinforcing feedback loop with governmental dysfunction eroding the 
public trust which further weakens the structures of government, which increases the 
dysfunction, spiraling down.

Our gridlocked political system ignores potentially disastrous problems of which politicians are 
fully aware. This includes national healthcare, Social Security, the national debt, growing income 
inequality and not last, climate change. This level of near total political dysfunction is 
unsustainable for our nation. The only way we can solve any of these issues is to solve 
simultaneously the failure of our political system to represent the American citizen and our long 
term interests.

As a self-governing democracy in crisis, it is now our task to demand the mechanism to create a 
more functional and representative political system with which we can solve the problems facing 
our great nation and ensure our future. 

The very fabric of society is being torn asunder by the dominating political influence of ever-
more concentrated capital enabled by a corrupt funding of our political economy. As the 
elements of concentrated wealth accumulate more political power they increase the share of the 
national wealth they keep. Our best hope to end this increasing capital accumulation, political 
power relationship is to increase the political influence of the American citizenry. The only way 
to increase our political influence is motivate our representatives to represent us by placing the 
funding of campaigns and political parties solely in our hands.

 If We the People alone fund campaigns and parties, our elected officials will be forced to 
represent us. This is the powerful message of a Representation Revolution.

The national mobilization that is taking place in the Women's movement, the Environmental 
movement, Indivisible, Occupy, Our Revolution and so on, all hinge on the American citizen 
having fair representation in a government that responds to us, not special interests.



The Voter Bill of Rights was developed to create that better system, end the control of 
concentrated wealth, corrosive partisanship and perfect our voting rights in a 28th Amendment to 
the Constitution.

If we don't win our fight, none of the other movements can either as their goals cannot be 
reached without more representative government.  We must fight both fights at once to win 
either.  

All Americans of good faith must now become revolutionaries together, for our success depends 
on creating broad based political revolution intent on significant and transformative change. Our 
issue must become potent enough politically that both sides, left and right will have to back our 
movement goals or face losing. 

Americans know our political system is gravely ill.  Partisan division, gridlock from competing 
special interests, and big money donors buying our politician’s representation for themselves are 
the symptoms.

Political representation is zero-sum. If the special interests and concentrated wealth in our 
society receive it, then “We the People” cannot.

The special interests and concentrated wealth steal our representation because of the money they 
are allowed to spend on buying it. When we amend the Constitution to create a small donor 
funded political economy where the candidates and the parties must rely on grassroots funding 
solely, we will have a political system that is responsive to the people that fund it. Just as 
politicians are now fully responsive to the Big Money donor class, politicians will then have 
different Masters holding the purse, us!

There is a complete cure and it is simple, but it will not be easy.  To be lasting it must be 
comprehensive and thoughtful and it will take a political revolution to bring a Constitutional 
Amendment to ratification.

This is the most important challenge for our generation to accomplish. We must empower the 
American voter to fair and equal representation in order to solve the pressing issues our political 
system can no longer address due to its dysfunction. If the generations that come after us are 
to have a chance for a better life, we must perfect our citizen's relationship with its political 
economy by taking financial control of it. 

The American people are not being represented because the wealthy and special interests have 
bought our representation through an intentionally porous system that allows the influx of vast 
sums of money in four main ways:

1. Directly through campaigns;

2. The political parties; 

3. Outside spending of entities like PACs, super PACs, dark money ad campaigns; 

4. Lobbyists.

We must dam all four of the rivers of Big Money influence at once to drain the swamp of 
corruption in our government. If we fail to get them all the swamp will fill again as Big 
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Money flows to the path of most influence.  Any leak in any river of influence and the Swamp 
refills! 

Incumbents, for the most part, and the established political system will fight us, and we will have 
to become politically successful in establishing a new cadre of representatives from both sides 
willing to take the side of the people against the established moneyed interests, and both political 
parties. 

All of us in our lives have notable distinctions and accomplishments we are proud of, even if 
they are mostly unnoted by the world. However, when the pen of history writes and we have 
achieved our goal of empowering the American citizen, the most important notation in each and 
every one of our lives will be this endeavor, this Revolution, and what efforts we each 
contributed to add to it. This is true because of what it will do to strengthen functional 
democracy and political representation in our great nation.  We must win our Revolution to save 
our nation once again.



Our Imperative

The United States of America has become the most productive and influential nation on the face 
of the earth. We have reached this ascendancy by the blessings of the diversity and ambition of 
our people, the basic freedoms protected by our Constitution, the natural riches of our country, 
and our ability to collectively act to create vital institutions and infrastructure with effective 
government.

But these things only form the framework for our national success. What has truly enabled it 
throughout our history is American’s willingness to embrace change. To strive for something 
better, and to be willing to risk something new is the best of the American spirit. We not only 
embrace change but we work to create it. This example to the world has led to a more stable 
world order, has broken totalitarian regimes without bombs or bullets, and has raised the 
standard of living globally.  We have a lot to be proud of, but there is further work to be done.

Americans have helped to create a world that is less in crisis but we are facing a rapidly growing 
and severe crisis here at home.  We are facing a crisis of political dysfunction that cause 
Americans to overwhelmingly view our government as broken, increasingly divisively partisan, 
and unresponsive to the needs, both short and long-term, of the people.

It is time once again to embrace the change that our constitution allows us. As our Declaration of 
Independence calls us to do; we must alter or abolish the impediments to empowering “We the 
People” to take full economic control of our political system. We must create the fair and equal 
representation by our elected officials we deserve, and toss out the special interests that now run 
the show to our great ruin.

We must harness the political parties to be platforms for competing policies and ideologies not 
competing fundraising engines that financially benefit from divisiveness, adverse to any 
compromise and financially coercing party-line voting.

We must create a political system that is not controlled by corporate-funded political action 
committees and other organizations that wield concentrate wealth to demand the political 
representation that rightly belongs to the voter.

It will not be easy. Revolutionary change to the way our political system is funded must happen. 
Thankfully our Constitution allows us to embrace and implement the change to quell our crisis.

All Americans, whether they realize it yet or not, need your help in building for the change. It is 
our responsibility to make this happen because we know we must. When faced with this 
imperative in the past, the generations before us did not shirk and have gone to war and 
sacrificed to create our great nation.

We now have our own war to fight. While it is a bloodless one, we must not fail. Winning the 
war for our democracy is every bit as important to the generations that come after us as any war 
America has ever fought. 

Will you enlist?



The Policy

In a Representative, Constitutional Democracy organized as a Republic there must be an implicit 
assumption that political representation be fair and equal. It is inconceivable for it to be 
otherwise, that the consent of the governed should be granted for us to be represented unfairly or 
unequally. While this is an un-enumerated right, it is currently recognized  in legal doctrine such 
as “one person one vote".

Political representation truly is a zero-sum game. If concentrated wealth and the donor class 
receives the political representation, then We the People do not. Conversely, when the American 
voter receives full political representation, concentrated wealth will get less benefit, both 
economic and political. Societal mores will move away from increasing corporate power, and 
trends in judicial decisions favoring concentrated wealth will reverse.

Granting the American citizen the full focus of political representation seems distant but the 
mechanism is within our reach.

We know that donation equals representation. Politicians represent those who donate to their 
campaign.  They represent best those who give the most. The political parties represent best and 
most those who donate to them in increasingly large amounts. We must create a system that 
motivates them to represent us by being the only source of their funding

The solution is both compelled by this logic and powerful; we must use the 28th amendment to 
create the economic empowerment of the average individual citizen to control the donations to 
both campaigns and parties by being the sole and complete source of their funds. 

While that may seem radical, it is of course what we have at least pretended to do by very leaky 
statute, riddled again by the recent McCutcheon decision for individual campaign donations.

We must plug all the leaks that have cost us our representation, and we can with a simple and 
powerful statement in the Constitution. The individual only, small donor economic control of 
political campaigns and parties is a concept worthy of the Constitution, and it is a necessary 
condition for continuing democracy.

 There are four primary sources of money in our political economy. They are:

1. Campaign funding,

2. Party Funding,

3. Outside spending like super PACs, dark money etc.

4. Lobbyists

If we are to achieve the goal of empowering the American citizen to political representation by 
our fully funding the political system, we must address each aspect of these sources of money in 
the 28th amendment policy.



We have proposed this policy set in the Voter Bill of Rights to address individual citizen, small 
donor economic control:

1. The right to make contributions and expenditures to candidates for elected office, elected  
representatives, and political parties belongs only to natural persons who are citizens of the 
United States, either through direct contributions and, or, a voter authorized public campaign 
funding system. 

3. Political campaign and political party contributions by any citizen shall not exceed an 
amount reasonably affordable by the average citizen of the United States and the amount a 
citizen may contribute to their campaign for office shall not exceed 10 times that amount. 

It must be noted that the subset issue of campaign funding includes self-funding. Self-funders 
will inevitably represent themselves.  This is a corollary of our axiom, donation equals 
representation. We have addressed this issue as well.

Without moral judgment or considering intent, it is still a valid assertion that any spending on 
political speech may influence both electoral and policy outcomes and affect who receive 
political representation. It is also unquestionable that spending on political speech is desirable, 
healthy for democracy, should be available to all voices. Political speech must be regulated and 
controlled as little as absolutely possible to still ensure that the American citizen is receiving the 
full share of representation from their elected officials. We are a long way from that state 
currently so we must correct this difficult trade-off between civil liberties and the political 
speech of concentrated wealth designed to influence politicians more than voters and the 
distortions it creates in our inherent right to fair and equal representation from those elected to do 
so.

The Voter Bill of Rights allows for legislation on outside spending but not allow for civil 
liberties infringements on broad swaths of innocuous political activity. Included is a de Minimis 
to take small spenders out of the regulatory scheme and it carefully identifies the specific 
political speech activity for which regulation is allowed, and specifically excludes any content 
based regulation of political speech.

4. The raising and spending of money by groups and organizations established in full or in 
part to purchase advertisements or solicitations that advocate for or against candidates for  
elected office, elected representatives or political parties, or are active in the purchase of any 
media display of such advocacy may be equitably regulated by Congress and the States but  
only as to the volume, timing, and coordination of the spending, and public disclosure for all  
parties. Congress and the states may not impose any regulation on otherwise lawful content 
nor regulate any spending that is: less than 5 times the individual contribution limit per 
election cycle for statewide elections, nor less than 10 times the individual contribution limit  
per election cycle for federal elections. 

The fourth avenue where concentrated wealth can and does steal the political representation due 
the American citizen is lobbying. This is a mostly underexplored activity in the Constitution, 
judicially. The policy we have proposed is carefully crafted to exclude all those lobbying for 
their own purposes as individuals from regulation.



5. The manner, amount and course of spending by those lobbying and petitioning of federal,  
state and local government officeholders by all groups and organizations and those who 
represent them may be equitably regulated by Congress and the states, and the lobbying and 
petitioning activities of current and past office holders may also be equitably regulated to 
prevent substantial influence from current or future transfers of money, goods, services or 
future employment.

Economic control of funding will lead to political empowerment, but only if the right to exercise 
the franchise is available. The dismal history of states in restricting voter rights, the 
undemocratic and perverse Electoral College and the lack of a federal right to vote in the 
Constitution must also be redressed in any comprehensive political movement. The policy we 
have proposed to do so is as follows:

2.The right of the qualified individual citizen to participate in and directly elect all elected  
officeholders by popular vote in all pertinent local, state, and federal elections shall not be 
denied or abridged. 

Although the Voter Bill of Rights may seem to be a large addition to the Constitution, since it 
would abrogate much of the verbose 12th amendment outlining the Electoral College, it would 
actually shorten by a few words the effective portion of the Constitution.



The Four Avenues

The most universal questions facing our movement are how can we end the control of big money 
in our political economy, and how do we create a political system that better serves the 
American citizen?

In order to solve for the distortions to our political system we must understand the avenues of 
influence big money pursues. We can then develop a logical construct that defines the problem 
and creates a method of solution.

The Voter Bill of Rights would gain and retain the right to fair representation by creating a Big 
Money impervious political economy. One in which small donors, and/ or a voter authorized 
public funding system, would have complete economic control of the funding of campaigns and 
the political parties. Donation equals representation.  Politicians represent those who donate to 
their campaigns, and they represent best those who donate the most. If we want to run our 
political system, We the People must be the ones to fund it.

All spending on political speech is to influence representation. Representation is zero-sum. 
When your big spending on political speech buys you more political representation, someone 
else gets less.  From this it follows that large levels of political spending will produce large 
changes in political influence that reduces the possible representation for everyone else. This 
taking of political representation must become actionable. This is the most powerful logical and 
legal construct to limit the influence of Big Money.

There are four avenues for big money influence over our elected officials. The first two are 
directly through the campaigns, and payments to the political parties. The Voter Bill of Rights 
ends any possibility of Big Money influence directly to those two sources. Corporations and 
other groups that aggregate capital would be forever excluded.

Donations to both campaigns and the political parties could come only from individuals and it 
will be capped at a level “reasonably affordable by the average American”. This would require 
our representatives to fundraise at a grassroots level only. No more would our representatives 
spend their entire time dialing for dollars with big donors. The political parties would also lose 
much of their financial leverage and could no longer enforce the increasingly dysfunctional, 
partisan first, broken system we now face.

The Voter Bill of Rights would also limit self-funding candidates. Why is this type of provision 
essential? Self-funding candidates represent themselves and their own interests. It is increasingly 
difficult to compete in a run for national office if you are not independently wealthy.

The Third Avenue of influence is outside spending from super PACs and other dark money type 
groups. Because of the variety of groups that spent on political speech it is not possible to 
directly outline in a constitutional amendment any specific solution so it is necessary to enable 
legislation to address this issue. 

The Voter Bill of Rights in Section 4 enables legislation regulating influence-creating political 
speech without endangering civil liberties and creating unintended consequences. It limits the 
regulation to controlling the purchase of media display, and includes a content filter. It also has a 
de Minimis to enable political speech without any regulation to small spenders.



The Fourth Avenue of influence is through lobbyists. Section 5 of the Voter Bill of Rights 
creates a constitutional framework for the regulation of lobbyists working for groups and 
organizations.  The policy would not in affect individuals lobbying on their own behalf, or that of 
other individuals.

The Voter Bill of Rights introduces in section 6 a very powerful concept that would forever give 
the rights of the individual primacy in the Constitution over the rights of groups and 
organizations. This means that corporate rights would be secondary and subservient without 
requiring their elimination or alteration.

   6. The rights of groups and organizations are derived from the individuals that form them 
and are secondary and subservient to the inherent rights of the individual citizen to; fair and 
equal representation, protection from the actions of those groups and organizations, and the 
public welfare.

The very fabric of society in our great nation is being torn asunder by the political influence of 
accumulated capital enabled by a corrupt funding of our political economy. Our best hope to end 
this increasing capital accumulation-political power feedback loop is to increase the political 
influence of We the People. The only way we can accomplish this is to put the funding of 
campaigns and political parties solely in our hands. Then, our elected officials will be forced to 
represent us. We ask you to join us in spreading this powerful call for a Representation 
Revolution.



Empowering the Individual Citizen

Article 1 of the Voter Bill of Rights contains the most powerful and requisite concept for the 
28th amendment. It states:

The right to make contributions and expenditures to candidates for elected office, elected  
representatives, and political parties belongs only to natural persons who are citizens of the 
United States, either through direct contributions and, or, a voter authorized public campaign 
funding system. 

The transformative effect would be to forever shut out corporations and all groups from 
contributing any amount to campaigns, representatives, and political parties. It would establish a 
constitutional framework for public campaign funding systems. It puts the citizens in direct 
financial control of their collected representatives and candidates.  When combined with Section 
3 of the Voter Bill of Rights, which establishes a constitutional framework for an individual 
donation limit and a limit to self-funding, it creates a cohesive and lasting small donor 
democracy. This satisfies what must be a core goal of any 28th amendment, to obtain and secure 
the citizen's financial control of our representatives and parties

Because the individual donation limit would apply to party donations as well as donation to 
campaigns and elected representatives, this would completely end the large donor party 
contributions that cause so much of the corrosive effect that political parties have on our 
effective representation. The e-mails leaked from the Democratic Party proved just how bald-
faced and ugly the currently allowed large donations truly are. An individual can only give 
$2700 per election cycle to a campaign but can give $143,600 per year to the party. And many 
do give much more through “coordinated campaign committees” in exchange for a great deal of 
influence over both the party's direction and the candidates the party funnels money to as those e-
mails make clear.

This construct would also create a necessary friction between campaigns and their party as they 
would compete directly for the same funding from the individual contributors. This will evolve 
political parties that are far more aspirational providing a unified message rather than financial 
clout that enforces the current party line voting. It is also designed for strong bipartisan appeal 
and for the political necessity of our movement to take on political parties spending in order to 
gain bipartisan public support. When the rest of public understands that partisans on both sides 
hate us equally we will have a winning populist message that can create the groundswell of 
public support necessary for ratification.

Currently direct contributions to campaigns are considered to be limited to individuals however 
de facto that is not truly the case with bundling etc. and there is every reason to believe that 
without codification of this concept in the Constitution it could suffer the same erosion or even 
elimination as is evidenced by the McCutcheon decision which vastly weakens the individual 
limit.

Included in the Voter Bill of Rights is the simple but powerful framework that only individuals 
can donate to political campaigns and parties and all those donations be limited to an amount 
readily affordable by the average citizen. 
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The framework for policy in the Voter Bill of Rights would allow for vouchers to augment the 
political voice of those Americans with low incomes and possibly tax benefits for donations for 
middle income Americans.

If all of our representative’s money could only come from small donations from the broad 
spectrum of the public and anyone of us could walk in and be treated as our representative's 
biggest donor, the effect would be transformative in the motivations of our representatives. The 
perception of the influence of the small donations would dramatically increase their prevalence. 

There is a nearly one-to-one correspondence between Americans who donate to campaigns or 
political parties and those Americans voting. And as important as voting, Americans who donate 
even small donations are far more aware and involved in the political process which is necessary 
for an effective democracy.



The Parties

Few Americans realize the extent to which the spending of the political parties exceeds that of 
the other actors in our political economy.

In our movement there is only limited discussion of the topic of party spending. We speak often 
of campaign finance reform, but seldom of party finance reform. And yet the political parties are 
the greatest influence by far on our elected officials. The prevalence of party line voting is far 
beyond any modeling of responsive behavior, has gotten markedly worse recently, and is largely 
responsible for governmental gridlock and congressional failure

Direct donations to the parties are allowed over $130,000 per person and the recent explosion of 
Joint Campaign Committees allowed donations over $449,000 last cycle     and may be created to 
let the wealthy completely control our political system with over $1,000,000 dollar per person 
direct donations to the party via legal money laundering. It's not just dinner with George Clooney 
they are buying!

The American people understand the influence that the political parties are having on the 
disruption of our political process. And that is directly due to the money that they raise and 
spend. They are both the biggest spenders and the biggest influence. The American people know 
this, and going after partisanship and the money that funds it on both sides is proof that our 
Representation Revolution is sincerely nonpartisan and will be transformative.

Party leaders force our representatives to abandon public interaction with constituents for 
"dialing for dollars" with wealthy donors to meet fundraising goals.  If they don't call incessantly 
to fundraise for the party, they get no money back from the party, dooming their reelection.  This 
must end!

A simple but powerful plan of limiting both campaigns and the parties to individual small 
donations would be transformative to the political parties whose ever more divisive policy 
positions reflects their large donor control. Partisans on both sides will both squawk and the 
people will love it, and us, for it. This reform, more than anything else we can do, will transform 
our politics, and that policy proposal and the partisan reaction it will engender, will ensure 
ratification.

During the past election cycle the American electorate demonstrated to both political parties that 
they no longer find tolerable the large donor campaign financing models. On the Republican 
side, reflecting the views of the donor base was an anathema to the voters to such extent that an 
outsider viewed as a self-funder was given the nod largely because he was not controlled by their 
own party.  On the Democratic side, Sen. Sanders, who was not even a Democrat the year before, 
came close to upsetting a candidate much preferred by the Democratic establishment by running 
a campaign financed "$27 at a time".

Neither party’s leadership is addressing the root cause of the voters concern, a dysfunctional 
political system that represents the special interests that fund it, not the voter. The voter is 
considered an enabling mechanism to further party goals, rather than the recipient of the political 
system's benefits. Neither party is moving away from this model the voters on both sides have 
clearly rejected.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/the-fix/wp/2017/09/24/hillary-clinton-blames-many-things-for-her-loss-george-clooney-blames-her-frustrating-speeches/?utm_term=.48f4b7b7bb7c
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https://www.opensecrets.org/news/2016/02/how-the-parties-worked-the-law-and-got-their-mojo-back/
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There are several avenues by which large sums are spent to influence the political system to 
capture its benefits. Large sums are spent by wealthy individuals, large groups and organizations, 
corporate and other commercial entities, and lobbyists. But there is another actor the voter 
recognizes as distorting the system. As staggering as the sums that these groups spend to attain 
their desired legislative and policy goals, they pale when compared to the fundraising of the 
political parties. During the last election cycle the two political parties raised and spent over $2.1 
Billion. This is more than outside spending from all other groups and direct contributions from 
lobbying combined. It is also more than was raised and spent by the candidates themselves.

There can be no argument that the political parties fund raise off of divisiveness and fear. They 
spend profusely to influence and enforce party line doctrine and voting. Both parties exploit the 
concerns of their base over particular issues to fundraise and purposely create a deep division 
and distinction between their position and the opposing party. Issues like gun control, abortion 
rights, and even “Ending Citizens United” are used by both sides as cash cows. As long as these 
issues can generate such large sums, how likely are the parties to actually work toward 
compromise to resolve these issues?

The amount that individuals can contribute directly to the party has increased dramatically and 
with the McCutcheon decision a wealthy individual can donate in excess of $334,000 or per year 
or more to the political parties. Donation equals political representation, so the representation of 
We the People shrinks when the donation amounts increase.

The following is put together from Open Secrets data and accounts for most of the spending in 
our political economy. Party spending includes all party committees, Outside spending includes 
all Super-PACs, Corporate and Dark Money sources which is on the upswing also but is 
overshadowed by Party spending. Presidential, House and Senate are cumulative spending by the 
campaigns.

https://www.opensecrets.org/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/political-parties-go-after-million-dollar-donors-in-wake-of-looser-rules/2015/09/19/728b43fe-5ede-11e5-8e9e-dce8a2a2a679_story.html?utm_term=.4967667dde8c
http://www.fec.gov/law/litigation/McCutcheon.shtml
http://prospect.org/article/end-citizens-united-reform-group-or-cash-cow
https://www.opensecrets.org/pacs/lookup2.php?strID=C00573261
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/the-fix/wp/2015/06/05/why-u-s-elections-are-all-about-voting-against-something-and-not-for-it/?utm_term=.1c1e0b2b1b7c
http://www.realclearscience.com/journal_club/2015/04/24/political_partisanship_in_three_stunning_charts_109196.html
https://www.opensecrets.org/parties/
https://www.opensecrets.org/parties/
https://www.opensecrets.org/resources/dollarocracy/04.php


Self-Funders represent themselves

Economic determinism is the most predictive model of behavior in our political economy. Not 
the Marxist theory dealing with modes of production and the material conditions of its 
reproduction but a more powerful model of predicting political representation based on the 
modes of financing for the candidates and the political parties. All political speech through 
spending is made to influence representation and representation is zero-sum.

It is apparent from a survey of the literature on the topic, and by opening the window and 
observing the world, that political candidates and the parties represent those who fund them. 
They represent best those who fund them the most. A look at the sectors of the donors and the 
special interests that funded a candidates' election will tell you with a certainty who will get the 
majority of the representation from that elected official.

That has implications. One of which is that self-funding candidates will have a much greater 
proclivity to represent themselves and their cadre than candidates funded by others. It also means 
that self-funding candidates are less responsive to constituent demands as they rely on them less 
for reelection. We are currently seeing our most wealthy representatives, all the way to the top, 
represent themselves far better than they represent any other constituency.

Our current Commander-in-chief would certainly have gone nowhere without the initial self-
funding of his campaign and now benefits incredibly from actions and policies he and his party 
supports. An amazing example is the recent tax cut bill in which MT. Sen. Daines is projected to 
save $900,000 per year in taxes. We might know with some certainty how much Pres. Trump 
saves if he was to release his tax returns but it is with all certainty tens of millions per year and 
his estate stands to save perhaps $1.24 Billion.

It's hard to believe the American public will accept this even in the short run with a few hundred 
dollars per family going to them for a few years if they are lucky, and the deficits and debt 
blossoming for our children to deal with. We should not accept it, and it is up to us to end this!

It's all about incentive and motivation. Currently the wealthy have an incredible advantage in 
running for public office by self-funding. Once there they have far less motivation to represent 
their constituents as they have less dependency on them for funding their campaigns.

If all campaigns and the parties must be funded by small donor "grassroots" direct donations by a 
broad cross-section of the constituency than "We the People" will be represented. If our 
candidates are self-funded billionaires and our political parties are funded by the wealthy that is 
who will have representation. This is no longer political theory but our day-to-day reality!

Is limiting self-funding candidates a leftist concept abhorrent to the mainstream? In 1974, for 
brief and shining moment the amendments to the FECA had been passed through Congress and 
were the law of the land which included a limit to self-funding. This along with other aspects 
was overturned before any real world observation of how these concepts would play out by the 
Buckley v Valeo decision (which is most commendably addressed here). This concept passed 
through Congress once so ratification of it in a 28th amendment is certainly politically feasible.

http://www.demos.org/sites/default/files/publications/Buckley%20at%2040.pdf
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/93/s3044
https://www.cnbc.com/2017/12/01/heres-how-trump-stands-to-benefit-from-the-republican-tax-bill.html
https://www.cheatsheet.com/money-career/gop-senators-cash-in-on-tax-plans-corker-kickback.html/?a=viewall
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/onpolitics/2016/12/08/donald-trumps-campaign-investment-hit-66-million/95178392/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/onpolitics/2016/12/08/donald-trumps-campaign-investment-hit-66-million/95178392/
https://scholarship.law.duke.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1088&context=djclpp


The People First

In America, corporate wealth and the financial power of other groups leveraged to influence 
political action are stealing our representation.  

• Corporations and other organizations are enabled to take actions that influence our 
political representation, primarily as they are afforded "equal" speech rights paired with 
unequal economic ability.

• Corporations and other organizations use the political power they gain from their 
economic influence to alter the regulatory environment to their benefit. 

• Corporations and other organizations use this political power to gain increasing rights and 
ascendancy in their actions over individuals and the collective public.

At the root of those inequities is a lack of clarity as to the origin of the rights of groups and 
associations; that they are derived from the individuals that constitute them, not from the group 
or corporate entity itself, and that those rights are not cumulative, necessarily less than those 
individuals that form it, and cannot exceed those rights of individuals not in the group.

So to solve these problems, some realignment of the bundle of rights possessed by groups and 
corporations vis-à-vis those of the individuals and the collective public must be made.

The People First section 6 provision of the Voter Bill of Rights is intended to create a vastly 
better representation outcome. The crucial fact is their influence is economic. Removing their 
overwhelming economic power in campaigns and parties and outside spending is how We gain 
representation.

The solution does lie in elevating the entire bundle of rights of individuals and the collective 
public rather than restricting broadly, or on a limited basis, the rights of groups and corporations. 
The elevation of individual rights is the trend, and should be the goal of constitutional 
amendments and it's the best solution. By not restricting or reducing the current bundle of rights 
of groups and corporations but making them secondary and subservient to individual rights raises 
individual rights above them. 

Section 6 will instruct that in instances where the actions of groups and organizations come 
against the rights of the individual citizen to fair and equal representation in specific, and all 
other actions of those groups in general, the rights of the individual and protection of the public 
welfare will prevail. This is very powerful and would certainly allow for regulation of political 
spending by groups and corporations where they influence our representation, and a People First 
regulatory environment.

Very importantly, it includes an inherent right of the individual citizen to fair and equal 
representation codified in the Constitution. So inherent becomes express and that is a big deal for 
individual rights.

The People First provision will also give expression to the inherent rights of the individual 
citizen "to protection from the actions of those groups and organizations".  Already in place in 



part, but reinforced expressly that protection for the individual exceeds right to action by the 
group.   

With an express right to fair representation, (equal representation is for voting rights where it is 
possible) and the protection of individual rights above those of the group (Corporations) the 
need for arguing that “money is not like speech" goes away as regulating spending that 
influences representation will have a firm framework. Individuals will have an express right to 
fair representation above the legitimate, but subject to regulation, rights of groups and 
organizations. "It's my representation and you can't buy it" will be true at last.

6. The rights of groups and organizations are derived from the individuals that form them and 
are secondary and subservient to, the inherent rights of the individual citizen to; fair and 
equal representation, protection from the actions of those groups and organizations, and the 
public welfare.



Correcting Capitalism

The influence of concentrated wealth in our political system causes the distortion of capitalism, a 
resultant growing disparity of income and the hollowing out of the middle class which creates 
macro-economic inefficiency.

In the theory of capitalism and market economies each factor of production, (land, labor, capital 
and entrepreneurship) is each paid at its marginal product at the most efficient level of 
production. No factor of production, including capital, should be more heavily weighted or 
receive more payment for its input in classic market theory.

In reality, what has been present in America since the onset of our nation is the concentration of 
capital in the hands of relatively few.

This concentration of capital has allowed for a concentration of political power. The mechanism 
of concentrated capital for achieving that political power has varied through our history. 
Presently, the political representation of concentrated capital so vastly exceeds the political 
representation of labor that concentrated capital has so completely gamed the economic system 
as to receive the vast majority of the economic reward. This is reflected in the rapidly growing 
disparity of wealth between those who gain from capital input into the productive economy and 
those who represent the labor input, or the vast majority of We the People.

A look at the trends indicates this increasing income disparity to be relatively recent and 
dramatically growing, and it coincides with the increasing dis-trust of governmental and political 
institutions. Americans know they are losing out and it frustrates them. It also creates gigantic 
economic inefficiencies in our productive economy. It is patently absurd that a corporate CEO 
has an input to the productive process that is thousands of times more valuable than the labor 
input and hundreds of times more valuable then mid-level managers with much of the same 
training and knowledge. It would always be more productive to hire five top corporate managers 
with a distributed organizational structure at a $500,000 a year salary than one CEO at the top 
that you pay $5 million and the company could pocket the extra $2,500,000. Why does our 
“market” system pays such outlandish top executive wages?

The difference is the top CEO represents the board, represents the concentrated capital and 
becomes part of the system of undeserved and uneconomic rewards stolen from the other factors 
of production including We the People.

This theft of the rewards due the amazing productivity of the American worker is made possible 
only by the political power that concentrated capital buys openly in our political system. If we 
are successful in empowering We the People to the political representation we deserve, we will 
fundamentally alter the rewards and benefits of our productive economy by increasing the share 
paid to the other factors of production, labor and entrepreneurship. Most economists will tell you 
that this would be a dramatic economic engine for national economic growth compared to an 
ever increasing accumulation of wealth at the top with little disposable spending on 
nonproductive luxury goods.

There is no doubt that our nation is gripped by an ongoing political crisis of distorted 
representation, partisanship and a lack of confidence in institutions. Our current president is a 
perfect example of the danger of self-financing. Donation equals representation. Self-funders 
represent themselves first and foremost each and every time. 



The Voter Bill of Rights is the policy and political message that will awaken the American 
public to the realization that we can, and indeed have a responsibility to, alter what is our charter, 
our social compact, the Constitution, to create a nation where political and economic system is 
representative of those who compose it and not so much, those with all the capital.



A Federal Right to Vote

A primary goal of the 28th amendment, to obtain and secure fair and equal representation for the 
voter, cannot be met if the voter is disenfranchised or is participating in electoral process where 
their vote often does not matter. For these reasons the Voter Bill of Rights includes this:
2.  The right of the qualified individual citizen to participate in and directly elect all elected  
officeholders by popular vote in all pertinent local, state, and federal elections shall not be 
denied or abridged.  

This creates a federal right to vote and directly elect which would end state voter ID laws used to 
disenfranchise,  would  allow for  universal  voter  registration  and  importantly,  would  end  the 
Electoral College for the American principle of one person-one vote. 

Although few Americans realize they do not have it, there would be many benefits to a federal 
right to vote in the Constitution. It would end the ability of states to pass discriminatory voter ID 
regulations, create consistent national voting standards including voters to polling places ratios to 
end long lines in urban areas and would allow for universal registration. A federal right to vote 
and a federal registration system could actually lessen the minimal Voter fraud that does occur 
from people registering in multiple states.

 The addition of a federal right to vote to the 28th amendment movement will not only help 
secure  our  goal  but  creates  new  strong  partners  in  the  civil  rights  movements  throughout 
America  as  it  is  the  ultimate  fix  for  the  recent  SCOTUS  gutting  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act. 
Constitutional scholars suggest it will allow for universal registration which is not likely possible 
without a federal right to vote in the Constitution.

Our movement to create and ratify a 28th amendment will be successful as it contains numerous 
political rally points to strongly engage a wide variety of Americans. There will be only one 
crack at this politically so the policy prescription contains every aspect necessary to reach the 
goal of empowering the voter from the onset. 

One of the pillars of the Supreme Court's support for democracy is the Warren court's 1962 
decision in Baker V Carr that established the concept of "one person, one vote" as a 
constitutional guidepost. The most significant establishment of this case was determining that 
legislative apportionment was a judiciable issue for federal courts. The reason this was highly 
significant is that voting rights are "state's rights", administered by the states because there is no 
federal right to vote established in the Constitution. Because of federal courts unwillingness to 
step in, previous decisions disallowing gerrymandering have relied on numerical or racial 
discrimination and have avoided deciding cases where the gerrymander is political in nature. 
Because of this, political districting in the states will continue to be grounds that federal courts 
will tread lightly upon. 

The only way to alter this equation and to do so for every America, instead of state by state, is to 
create a federal right to vote. This creates federal jurisdiction and would dramatically reinforce 
the limitedly held concept of one person one vote. Including political representation as a 
justiciable cause for action will be a given. Particularly as it is accompanied by an affirmation of 
that right to fair and equal political representation in the same amendment.

https://democracyjournal.org/magazine/28/the-missing-right-a-constitutional-right-to-vote/
https://democracyjournal.org/magazine/28/the-missing-right-a-constitutional-right-to-vote/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/supremecourt/text/369/186
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/courts/reports/2013/06/25/67895/creating-a-federal-right-to-vote/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/courts/reports/2013/06/25/67895/creating-a-federal-right-to-vote/


Slay the Gerrymander Beast

Referring to the Crown, the Declaration of Independence declares:: "He has refused to pass  
other Laws for the accommodation of large districts of people, unless those people would 
relinquish the right of Representation in the Legislature, a right inestimable to them and 
formidable to tyrants only."  

Unfortunately, the Founders did not envision that the tyrants seeking to remove the right of 
representation in the legislature from the people would be their own representatives! That is 
exactly what has happened with the prevalence of "gerrymandering" in states all across America.

The most poisonous outcome to democracy of political parties seeking to entrench their 
majorities by manipulating districts is the increasing polarization of the political parties. When 
two districts that are approximately 50%-50% between the two parties are manipulated to yield 
two districts that are 65%-35% the outcome is two moderate by political necessity 
representatives become two representatives that gain political rewards from highly partisan 
behavior. They can adopt uncompromising positions that are more partisan than the majority of 
their constituents and only have to be concerned with primary challenges to their incumbency.

As gerrymandering is a significant and pervasive political issue that a growing majority of the 
public recognizes, states have sought many different solutions. Currently in Michigan there is an 
astonishingly successful grassroots petition drive to place a ballot initiative creating a 
"mechanical" solution to Michigan's highly gerrymandered districts by outlining the creation a of 
bipartisan districting commission including randomly chosen nonaligned voters.

There have been attempts to quantify the extent of gerrymandering. A simple arithmetic 
technique called the efficiency gap claims to show how many voters are "wasting" votes when 
districts are drawn to "pack" one party's voters into as many seats as possible and "crack" them 
by spreading supporters into multiple districts and thus diluting their power. The formula divides 
a difference between the two parties wasted votes by the total number of votes to come up with 
the efficiency gap with wasted votes being any beyond the required number to win election on 
the winning side and all of the losing votes.

Based on this calculation Michigan is one of the most gerrymandered states which is 
undoubtedly true based on the preponderance of Republican representation in the statehouses 
when there is a nearly 50-50 partisan split in the actual statewide population. Unfortunately, 
using the efficiency gap formulation to rectify this problem could actually exacerbate it.

Good government advocates have pointed out the most successful techniques for eliminating 
gerrymandering and ensuring representation is multi-district, voter preference voting where all of 
the representatives in every district would be voted on at once and the voter would list their 
ranked preference for all of the candidates. While this technique would ensure better 
representation it is far more complex than simple "binary" voting and would require significant 
voter education for the political demand for this solution to become pervasive and for the 
constituents to know all the candidates well enough that it would not devolve to a simple party 
line ticket. No state to date has taken this approach and all who have addressed gerrymandering 
have used mechanical solutions in their state constitutions to create a less biased districting 
commission.

https://www.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2017/10/11/16453512/gerrymandering-proportional-representation
https://www.theatlantic.com/science/archive/2018/01/efficiency-gap-gerrymandering/551492/
http://www.bridgemi.com/public-sector/gerrymandering-michigan-among-nations-worst-new-test-claims
https://www.usnews.com/news/best-states/michigan/articles/2017-11-19/anti-gerrymandering-group-defies-odds-with-2018-ballot-drive
https://www.britannica.com/topic/gerrymandering
https://www.archives.gov/founding-docs/declaration-transcript


The other recourse to gerrymandering is federal courts which has been only moderately 
successful. One of the pillars of the Supreme Court's support for democracy is the Warren court's 
1962 decision in Baker V Carr that established the concept of "one person, one vote" as a 
constitutional guidepost. The most significant establishment of this case was determining that 
legislative apportionment was a judiciable issue for federal courts. The reason this was highly 
significant is that voting rights are "state's rights", administered by the states because there is no 
federal right to vote established in the Constitution. Because of federal courts unwillingness to 
step in, previous decisions disallowing gerrymandering have relied on numerical or racial 
discrimination and have avoided deciding cases where the gerrymander is political in nature.

The Supreme Court currently has three gerrymander cases on its docket. Two are political, one 
Republican in Wisconsin and one Maryland Democratic alleged gerrymander, and a Texas case  
now only based on racial discrimination. So the Supreme Court will be put to the test and we will 
soon know thoroughly its decisions. Certainly in the two allegedly political gerrymanders 
remaining, the weakest point in the argument to redress and redraw for the Supreme Court will 
be that it is a state-based right. Interestingly the arguments made in the two cases are 
significantly different so two different legal theories will be tested.

Each of these decisions will address a particular situation in an individual state. Although state's 
rights may be either eroded or reaffirmed the basic equation will not have changed. Political 
districting in the states will continue to be grounds that federal courts will tread lightly upon.

The only way to alter this equation and to do so for every American is to create a federal right to 
vote. This would create federal jurisdiction and would dramatically reinforce the limitedly held 
concept of one person one vote. Including political representation as a justiciable cause for action 
would be moot. Particularly if it was accompanied by an affirmation of that right to fair and 
equal political representation in the same amendment.

Although few Americans realize they do not have it, there would be many benefits to a federal 
right to vote in the Constitution. It would end the ability of states to pass discriminatory voter ID 
regulations, create consistent national voting standards including voters to polling places ratios to 
end long lines in urban areas and would allow for universal registration. A federal right to vote 
and a federal registration system could actually lessen the minimal Voter fraud that does occur 
from people registering in multiple states.

In recent SCOTUS hearings on the Wisconsin case Justice Ginsburg asked, "If you can stack a 
legislature in this way, what incentive is there for a voter to exercise his vote?"  "Whether it's a 
Democratic district or a Republican district . . . the result is preordained in most of the districts."

She added: "What becomes of the precious right to vote?"

What indeed, Notorious R.B.G.  Beyond the outlined benefits and perfecting a real flaw in the 
Constitution, a federal right to vote would be the most powerful universal weapon to finally kill 
the 206-year-old gerrymander beast. 

https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/courts/reports/2013/06/25/67895/creating-a-federal-right-to-vote/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/courts/reports/2013/06/25/67895/creating-a-federal-right-to-vote/
http://www.wfaa.com/news/local/texas-news/us-supreme-court-takes-up-texas-redistricting-case-it-dismisses-partisan-gerrymandering-appeal/508472059
https://www.economist.com/blogs/democracyinamerica/2017/12/preparing-strike-down
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/courts_law/supreme-court-takes-up-wisconsin-as-first-test-in-partisan-gerrymandering-claims/2017/10/03/4349b5de-a82a-11e7-b3aa-c0e2e1d41e38_story.html?utm_term=.4f1e254b98df
https://democracyjournal.org/magazine/28/the-missing-right-a-constitutional-right-to-vote/
https://democracyjournal.org/magazine/28/the-missing-right-a-constitutional-right-to-vote/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/supremecourt/text/369/186


Competitive districts create healthy political discourse, moderate candidates and compromise in 
the political process. This maximizes the fair representation of Americans and we have a right to 
it. Our political system may not last if we don't get it soon. Let's put it in the Constitution!

https://s3.amazonaws.com/higherlogicdownload/AMERICANPROMISE/UploadedImages/sapWDVxKRxS53BUChlRA_slide_19.jpg


For Review

To the detriment of our great nation, our political  system is in continual crisis from partisan 
gridlock  fueled  by special  interest  money that  separates  the  representation  of  the  American 
people from our representatives. This dysfunction is causing the American people to lose faith in 
our political institutions. To avoid a complete disintegration of faith in our government, we must 
take bold and immediate steps to gain the American people the representation we deserve.

Our Declaration of Independence calls us to alter or abolish any form of government that does 
not represent us. The Constitution of the United States provides us the tools to alter it in either an 
evolutionary  or  revolutionary  manner.  The  time  is  upon us  for  revolutionary  change  in  the 
American citizen’s relationship with our government. We must now take our government out of 
the hands of special interests, the wealthy and party bosses and give actual, lasting control to We 
the People.

The  United  States  of  America  is  a  representative  constitutional  democracy  organized  as  a 
Republic. Inherent in our representative form of government must be a right of the governed to 
fair and equal representation. As part of our consent to form a social contract there must be equal 
representation  at  the  ballot  box  and  fair  representation  by  our  elected  representatives.  The 
American people have yet to achieve either and that failure of effective representation threatens 
our nation.

This unfortunate state of affairs must be resolved for American democracy to survive.. The steps 
We  the  People  must  take  will  require  a  political  revolution  to  complete  as  we  must 
fundamentally change the political economy and how our politicians and parties are funded. 

If we want to run it, we have to fund it. If we intend to seize control and achieve this revolution 
in our political economy the American citizenry will have to power a movement to amend the 
Constitution and create a citizen-funded political economy.

Political representation from our elected officials is a zero-sum game. If the Big Money that 
influences politicians buys our representation, than we will get no representation. I have a right 
to fair representation and you can’t buy it!

Politicians represent those who fund their campaigns and parties. They represent best those who 
fund them the most.

If the American citizen wants to be represented best, not last, we must be the ones who fund our 
politician’s campaigns and parties. This basic but powerful concept of small donor funding for 
campaigns  and parties  in  the 28th amendment  will  be transformative  on the motivations  and 
behaviors of our elected representatives  and flush away forever the influence peddling party 
bosses who enforce partisanship over country.  

If politicians must fundraise from the grassroots, they will represent the grassroots. This will 
always be true and there is no other way to achieve representation of the broad spectrum of the 
American public in our political system.

If you are wealthy enough to be a self-funding candidate than you will always represent yourself 
and your cadre first above the people. This is no longer a point of theory, but an obvious fact the 
American citizen is reminded of daily. 



If we are to drain the swamp of corruption and special interests in our government we must 
recognize there are four major sources where the rivers of Big Money influence originate that fill 
the swamp and we must effectively dam each of them.

In terms of direct spending the smallest, but very significant in terms of influence is lobbyists. 

Next is the dramatically increasing flow of influence over our elected officials  from outside 
spending sources like super PACs advocacy groups and foundations empowered by corporate 
spending enabled by the Citizens United decision. The 28th amendment will provide Congress a 
framework to regulate lobbyists and to curb the growth of outside spending and influence on our 
representatives from the deluge of mostly negative ads they create without restricting content or 
civil liberties.

Our elected officials  can be most influenced by Big Money donations to campaigns  and the 
political parties directly. The policy in the 28th amendment will empower the American citizen to 
be  the  sole  source  of  funding  for  campaigns  and  parties.  In  this  way  We  the  People  will 
effectively dam the two Largest rivers of influence feeding our swamp.

The  political  parties  are  the  largest  of  all  spenders  on  influencing  our  representation,  and 
certainly the most destructive of the compromise and problem solving requisite for our effective 
governance. 

Partisan conflict is at an all-time high and party line voting is virtually universal because the 
parties  exert  enormous  financial  control  over  our  representatives.  The  parties  control  our 
representatives financially and wealthy donors control the parties financially. This is what our 
political revolution must end as our political system will never do it on its own.

The 28th amendment  recognizes  a  federal  right  to  vote  and directly  elect  because without  a 
uniform and universally recognized right to vote the American citizen cannot be considered to be 
represented equally. Nor can we be considered to be represented if our vote literally does not 
count  toward  our  candidates  total  as  the  regime  the  democracy  distorting  Electoral  College 
creates. The 28th creates one person, one vote.

The 28th amendment expressly puts people first over the rights of corporations, organizations and 
groups.  As the rights of those groups are derived from the individuals that comprise them, they 
must  never  exceed  the  rights  of  we  individuals  when  the  group’s  actions  affect  political 
representation and any injury through their actions to individuals or the collective public welfare.

Now is the time for all patriotic Americans to come together in peaceful revolt and use the tools 
that are in our Constitution to amend it.  We must perfect the most basic of purposes for its 
institution, the political representation of the American citizen. We are not just passengers on our 
great American ship of state, we are its crew, and we must work hard to keep it afloat and up to 
speed. 

Let us all work together, each and every American citizen, to secure and perfect our rightful fair 
and equal representation.

Let us replace all the politicians who disagree with those who will put country over party and 
empower people over concentrated wealth.

If the American people are well represented our nation will prosper as the middle class will grow 
in political,  and thus economic, strength. A prosperous middle class is the greatest economic 
engine for all Americans. We will also regain the ability to compromise and reach consensus in 



our political system allowing our nation to plan for the future to ensure the prosperity and well-
being of our children and theirs.

We must act now to Save our Earth for our future.  If We want to Save It, We have to Run It.  
If We want to Run It, We have to Fund It.  

  Fund It.   Run It.   Save It.



What to do?

The most important next step to accomplish is awareness. The American people know there is a 
desperate problem. We do not as a group know the way to solve it.

So for those of us who now have the awareness of how we can solve for our lack of 
representation and take control of our political economy, the task is to tell others.

If you are a joiner, please consider joining American Promise which is a fine organization 
dedicated to promulgating the 28th amendment. Tell them you support the Voter Bill of Rights 
as American Promise is working to develop and codify policy and strategy to help unify our 
movement.

If you are a leader, consider starting your own group. American Promise can help you with that 
also. But you may prefer an informal group of family or friends or coworkers around the water 
cooler. It doesn't matter the size of your flock, just lead them to the awareness that you have 
gained that there is a solution and we can attain it.

If you are a writer, then write your friends and family, write a letter to the editor and write your 
representatives, it all helps.

If you are a social media activist then get active! This is right up your alley and we need your 
help to spread awareness. Tweet, Blog, post, make an impassioned YouTube video! 

If you are part of a women's group, an environmental group, Occupy, Indivisible, a group that 
works toward any type of social activism or just a parent in a soccer league who wants a better 
future for their young players, tell all your membership about your new awareness and how it 
can help your group attain its goals.

###

Thank you for reading this!  Please pass this book or any part of its message to anyone who will 
listen even a little.  Be a big spender and send a free copy to a friend. Be a Revolution Recruiter!

http://www.americanpromise.net/


The Voter Bill of Rights  

The Voter Bill of Rights is established to protect the necessary rights of the Citizens in a 
representative democracy; to fair and equal representation, to primarily fund political  
campaigns to assure representation of the voter, to representation undistorted by spending 
outside of political campaigns and parties, and to have readily available a public record of the 
significant funding sources of the campaigns of candidates for elected office, elected 
representatives, political parties and any other groups and organizations established in full or in 
part to advocate for, or against, candidates, elected representatives or political parties:

1.  The right to make contributions and expenditures to candidates for elected office, elected  
representatives, and political parties belongs only to natural persons who are citizens of the 
United States, either through direct contributions and, or, a voter authorized public campaign 
funding system.  

2.  The right of the qualified individual citizen to participate in and directly elect all elected  
officeholders by popular vote in all pertinent local, state, and federal elections shall not be 
denied or abridged.  

3.  Political campaign and political party contributions by any citizen shall not exceed an 
amount reasonably affordable by the average citizen of the United States and the amount a 
citizen may contribute to their campaign for office shall not exceed 10 times that amount.  

4.  The raising and spending of money by groups and organizations established in full or in 
part to purchase advertisements or solicitations that advocate for or against candidates for  
elected office, elected representatives or political parties, or are active in the purchase of any 
media display of such advocacy may be equitably regulated by Congress and the States but  
only as to the volume, timing, and coordination of the spending, and public disclosure for all  
parties. Congress and the states may not impose any regulation on otherwise lawful content 
nor regulate any spending that is: less than 5 times the individual contribution limit per 
election cycle for statewide elections, nor less than 10 times the individual contribution limit  
per election cycle for federal elections. 

5.  The manner, amount and course of spending by those lobbying and petitioning of federal,  
state and local government officeholders by all groups and organizations and those who 
represent them may be equitably regulated by Congress and the states, and the lobbying and 
petitioning activities of current and past office holders may also be equitably regulated to 
prevent substantial influence from current or future transfers of money, goods, services or 
future employment. 

 6.  The rights of groups and organizations are derived from the individuals that form them 
and are secondary and subservient to the inherent rights of the individual citizen to; fair and 
equal representation, protection from the actions of those groups and organizations, and the 
public welfare. 
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