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Goals
Our goal for 2017 is to put substantive policy victories on the board. As
you will see in this document, we are balancing long-term institutional
priorities, such as pension reform, with very contemporary priorities
like home sharing and right-to-try legislation.
We expect an action-packed year on the state level. We will leverage
the support of our community to play a deciding factor in a number of
these fights in our target states.

Strategy
Our core strategy to approaching state legislative battles in 2017
can be summed up in three words: be highly selective. For us to
be successful next year, we need to focus on core FreedomWorks
initiatives and not get distracted in states or fights where we cannot
directly influence the outcome.
That said, our state targets and issue focuses are not fixed – far from it.
FreedomWorks is known for rapidly adjusting to changing landscapes,
and this will guide our approach next year.

1

PROTECTING THE FIRST
AMENDMENT

DONATE

Donor Privacy: Designed as attempts to expose “dark money”
in state and local elections, donor disclosure laws are little more
than an attempt to discourage Americans from using their dollars
to engage in free speech and association through a 501(c)(4) or
a 501(c)(3) that engages on policy or promotes policy change.
Such laws would have a chilling effect on free speech and keep
constituents uninformed and quiet.
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IMPROVING EDUCATION
OPPORTUNITY

Education Savings Accounts: Parents need more educational options
for their child, and education savings accounts provide parents with
a way customize and improve their child’s education, giving them the
ability to use saved money to hire a tutor or pay for other necessary
education experiences and improvements.
School Choice: Competition is absolutely essential in the marketplace.
Whether it’s goods and services, political parties, or ideas, people
should have the ability to pick what best fits their wants and needs.
Unfortunately, competition in education in the United States is limited.
But the growth of school voucher and scholarship programs and
charter schools are changing how we think about education. We must
continue to grow educational options for families, allowing parents to
move their child from a failing school to one in which they can excel.
Common Core: Common Core is a centralized, one-size-fits-all
approach to education. The standards established through the
Common Core initiative fail to account for innovation or critical
thinking. Education should be about rewarding excellence and treating
children like the unique individuals they are, not a race to mediocrity
and commonality.
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STICKING UP FOR THE
SHARING ECONOMY

Home Sharing: Property owners should have the right to rent their
homes to vacationers or people traveling on business without the
fear of unreasonable government regulation. Peer-to-peer services
like Airbnb, VRBO, and FlipKey have provided a low-cost alternative
for many travelers. Unfortunately, many municipalities around the
country have promulgated regulations that severely limit or entirely
restrict these services, prohibiting property owners from benefiting
from their investment, usually at the behest of hotel industry
lobbyists.
Ride Sharing: Innovative services like Uber and Lyft have given
enterprising individuals the ability to use their personal vehicle to
drive people around town and give consumers an alternative to
public transportation and the taxicab industry. The taxicab industry,
however, has fought back against popular ride sharing services, urging
both state and local lawmakers to pass legislation that substantially
impacts or prohibits this valuable option in the marketplace.
Emerging Technologies: Innovation will continue to challenge old
institutions and 20th Century business models that have failed to
adapt to the rapid changes the 21st Century has brought us. But as
these technologies emerge, power-hungry lawmakers and regulators
beholden to special interests will attempt to undercut them. Free
market advocates and supporters of these technologies will need to
prepare for these battles at the state and local level to ensure that
consumers have more options available to them in the marketplace.
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HEALTHCARE
FREEDOM

Right to Try: Terminally ill patients and their families with no other
options should have the right to try potentially life-saving medicines
and treatments that have cleared the initial phase of the Food and
Drug Administration’s (FDA) approval process. More than 30 states
have passed right to try laws, giving terminally ill patients as glimmer
of hope. Several other states will consider right to try legislation in
2017, and the grassroots should mobilize in support of this unique
aspect of healthcare freedom.
ObamaCare Fallout: Several states could consider Medicaid
expansion under ObamaCare in 2017. The 2010 healthcare law
allowed states to expand Medicaid, providing 100 percent of the
funding for the expansion through 2016. The funding, however, will
begin to decline in 2017, to 95 percent. By 2022, states that expand
Medicaid through ObamaCare will be left to pick up 10 percent of
the funding. The federal dollars aren’t guaranteed. Congress can
change the funding formula at any time, leaving states exposed to
higher costs. Even with the federal funding, Medicaid expansion
would either cut to state budgets, possibly impacting key functions
of government like public safety and education, or tax increases to
cover the additional costs or some combination of the two.
Moreover, Medicaid is a broken program. Expansion presents real
problems because the program already faces a doctor shortage due
to the bureaucracy and poor reimbursement rates associated with it.
What’s more, studies have shown that Medicaid often leads to poor
health outcomes, even when compared to those who are uninsured.
Ultimately, the real solution is to block grant Medicaid funding to the
states to let them design their own programs. But Congress would
have to pass such a measure. In the interim, the freedom movement
should fight ObamaCare expansion in the states to protect taxpayers
while pursuing greater options for states in Congress.
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SUSTAINABLE PENSION
REFORM

Pension Reform: One of the biggest challenges facing states is
unfunded public pension programs. A recent report from The
Pew Charitable Trusts found that state-run pension programs,
which offer benefits to state government employees, faced more
than $933 billion in unfunded liabilities in 2014. Including local
pension programs, the total figure rises above $1.5 trillion. This is
unsustainable, and state legislatures must reform public pension
programs to reduce risks to taxpayers.
If conservatives ever have any hope of entitlement reform at the
federal level, the unfunded liabilities of which, depending on the
estimate, range from $84 trillion to $222 trillion, the ticking time
bomb that unfunded state pensions represent is a challenge that we
must rise to meet.
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PRESERVING CIVIL
LIBERTIES

Civil Asset Forfeiture: The rights to private property and
due process are key liberties that are being undermined by a
practice known as civil asset forfeiture. The government can
seize an individual’s property without ever arresting them, let
alone convicting them of a crime. In most states, the evidentiary
standard the government needs to meet to take permanent
possession of property is extraordinarily low and the burden of
proof falls on the property owner, not the government. Some
states, including Florida, New Mexico, and Montana, have enacted
reforms that raise the burden of proof or tie forfeiture proceedings
to a criminal conviction and shift the burden of proof to the
government, where it belongs. This is an issue that will come up in
state legislatures next year, and every constitutional conservative
should urge their lawmakers to pass forfeiture reforms that ensure
private property and due process rights.
Justice Reinvestment: Although it’s not generally thought of as
a conservative issue, traditionally Republican states like Texas
and Georgia have laid important groundwork on criminal justice
reform and juvenile justice reform. With prison populations and
related costs on the rise, these states got smart on crime, focusing

on drug treatment and diversion programs as alternatives to
incarceration and substantive in-prison rehabilitation programs
to lower recidivism, save taxpayers money, and enhance public
safety. Over the past ten years, more than 30 states have enacted
criminal justice reform. While some states have gone further than
others on sentencing reform that crack down on violent and repeat
offenders while allowing for more judicial discretion for low-level,
nonviolent ones and re-entry policies to improve the transition
back into the society, there is still a lot of work to do in states to
implement programs that will reduce recidivism, save taxpayers
money, and promote public safety.
Marsy’s Law: The Constitution provides a list of rights for criminal
defendants, but the victims of violent crime are often left without
any specific rights. Marsy’s Law, which is generally proposed
as a constitutional amendment or ballot initiative, would give
victims equal rights, such as limiting the number of times they
are required to testify and notification of sentencing and parole
hearings or scheduled release.

Rand Paul partnering with
FreedomWorks to sue the NSA.
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REDUCING TAXES & FENDING
OFF REGULATIONS

IRS

Government Debt: While the vast majority of states have
constitutionally or statutorily-mandated balanced budget
requirements, state lawmakers often spend more money than
they receive in revenues, creating budget gaps that are addressed
through tax increases, spending cuts, or some combination of the
two, as well as other measures. The most responsible approach
to government spending is annual budgets that reflect population
growth plus inflation, which maintains spending at sustainable
levels. This also means that states should keep bond debt low and
reform entitlement programs, such as public pensions, and resist
the temptation to expand Medicaid to ensure budget solvency.
Reforming State Tax Codes: The need for fundamental tax reform
is just as strong at the state level as it is at the federal level. State
lawmakers should use simplicity and revenue neutrality as guiding
principles for tax reform, broadening the tax base by eliminating
exemptions and other crony tax-shifting policies while keeping
rates low to encourage competition, business and individual
investment, and economic growth.

