
So what can you do about a federal 
government that will circumvent the 
legislative process to impose its will 
through regulation?

FreedomWorks Foundation – through 
our Regulatory Action Center (RAC) – is 
showing conservatives all over the country 
just how we’ll get the job done.

With the tax-deductible backing of our 
supporters, the Regulatory Action Center 
is systematically taking the fight to the 
federal government by resisting the growth 
of the regulatory state, regularly engaging 
our network of grassroots activists in the 
regulatory process. 

Building on the success of several test 
comment-gathering campaigns from the 
last several years, the RAC is now regularly 
identifying comment periods on which to 
engage in, with a target of several simultaneous comment drives ongoing at any given time.

These comment periods are the public’s opportunity to weigh in on proposed regulations. Often, 
they can be decisive on whether or not a new proposed rule ultimately goes into effect.

In addition to monitoring proposed rules and changes to existing regulations, tracking the 
effectiveness of our outreach to grassroots communities, the RAC also continues to work to inform 
our activists about regulatory issues more generally, using blog posts, op-eds, videos, and live-
streamed events. 

This education is often designed to share or build on the regulatory analysis that goes on in 
Washington, DC, but which information does not always reach out to the level of the average 
citizen. 

By educating our activists about existing issues, we hope to improve their understanding of why 
engaging in the process is important.

Following are brief summaries of our most important activities over the past few months.
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FreedomWorks Foundation’s Regulatory Action Center 
(RAC) is educating and engaging our network of grassroots 
activists in the regulatory process.



FreedomWorks Foundation at 
the Republican National Convention
In addition to FreedomWorks’ activities 
at the Republican National Convention 
in Cleveland on Tuesday, July 19, 
FreedomWorks Foundation hosted a 
panel, “Battling the Regulatory State,” 
which offered the perspective of three 
conservative state attorneys general 
who have been fighting the growth of the 
federal regulatory state. 

FreedomWorks Foundation’s Ken 
Cuccinelli, a former attorney general of 
Virginia, moderated the panel. Joining 
Cuccinelli were three attorneys general 
– Adam Laxalt (R-Nev.), Patrick Morrisey 
(R-W.V.), and Scott Pruitt (R-Okla.) – who 
explained the dangers of the growing 
federal regulatory state and how pro-
freedom grassroots activists can help fight 
this dangerous bureaucracy. 

FreedomWorks leveraged its Facebook 
page to promote the Foundation’s “Battling 
the Regulatory State” panel. Nearly 40,000 people live streamed the panel featuring Cuccinelli and 
attorneys general Laxalt, Morrisey, and Pruitt. 
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Former Virginia Attorney General and FreedomWorks 
Foundation General Counsel Ken Cuccinelli hosted a panel 
about the dangers of a growing federal regulatory state 
with three attorneys general at the Republican National 
Convention in Cleveland.

FreedomWorks Foundation’s Regulatory Action Center will continue to work with state attorneys general 
including Adam Laxalt (R-Nev.), Patrick Morrisey (R-W.V.) and Scott Pruitt (R-Okla.) to fight the growing 
bureaucracy.



Media hits from the RNC event:

Third Quarter RAC Initiatives 
In choosing which comment periods to engage in, the RAC looks for issues which fall within the 
issue sets in which FreedomWorks is active. 

These are areas we know our community is more likely to engage, and on which our public 
comments have the best chance of leading to tangible results. 

This quarter we mobilized our community to drive comments on:

• A Department of Education implementation regulation intended to create a “backdoor” to 
restart Common Core;

• A special interest handout to trial lawyers in the form of a regulatory tweak from the Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau;

• A technical report on the fuel efficiency standards known as Corporate Average Fuel Economy;
• And we led the charge against an effort by the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau to 

effectively outlaw many types of short-term loans to poor people.

When appropriate, the RAC has worked with other organizations when engaging in these comment 
periods, such as the Home School Legal Defense Association on the Department of Education 
regulation and the American Energy Alliance on the CAFE standard report. 

These partnerships leverage the subject matter expertise of our partners to help better inform our 
activists and can provide additional content for distribution and education.
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Common Core Rule 
FreedomWorks Foundation drove more than 21,000 responses against new rules proposed by the 
Department of Education that would implement parts of the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) 
that was passed by Congress in December 2015 and signed into law by President Barack Obama. 

State education officials have blasted the rules and some federal lawmakers have warned that they 
could create a loophole to impose Common Core on states. The comment period for the proposed 
rules ended on Monday, August 1. 

Trial Lawyers Rule
On August 22, the comment period closed on the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau’s (CFPB) 
new proposed rule seeking to outlaw arbitration agreements for consumer financial products. 
Federal law states that the CFPB should only regulate arbitration agreements if the regulation “is in 
the public interest and for the protection of consumers.” 

FOUNDATION IMPACT REPORT

JULY - SEPTEMBER 2016

Comments Collected by FreedomWorks Foundation’s Efforts 

“Please understand that people in this district do not appreciate a federally run and proscribed set of 
educational standards, and neither does any child benefit from a set of standards that is uniform and fails 
to take into account regional needs and opportunities targeted to specific children. Add into this the blatant 
coercion used in federal education policy with regards to funding transfers, and a good part of the population 
ends up with a firm aversion to nearly every policy coming from the US Federal Department of Education.” 
- George H

“I am asking you to do all in your power to uphold the resolution passed last year by Congress which 
prohibited the Federal government from forcing implementation of Common Core curriculum in the various 
states. I ask you to oppose any regulation proposed by President Obama that would circumvent the 
Congressional resolution or its intent. Thank you.” - Christine A.

“As always with big government intervention, good intentions are often superseded by unacknowledged (not 
unanticipated) consequences that turn out to be more troublesome to the recipients than the original problem. 
Education policy and direction is best handled by local officials, the state as needed and the fed ONLY as a 
last resort (crisis). We DO NOT have a crisis in curriculum in the country. We have a crisis in the local school 
boards and parents feeling powerless and therefore paralyzed to address issues such as putting responsibility 
back on the instructors and their students. Education is so important and teachers, parents AND students all 
must be responsible for success.” - Douglas B.

“I am writing to express my opposition to attempts by the Department of Education to exploit loopholes in the 
Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) to achieve a ‘back door’ imposition of Common Core on the states. The 
provisions in the proposed regulation that require states provide ‘evidence’ that they have adopted curriculum 
standards and to take ‘robust action’ against schools not meeting an arbitrary threshold of participation in 
their standardized tests is an apparent power grab, a mechanism to empower federal Dept. of Education 
bureaucrats to force states to adopt Common Core. The regulation should not be adopted.” - Charles H.



But the proposed rule is not about protecting consumers; it is about making it easier for trial 
lawyers to file class action lawsuits. Leading the opposition to the unnecessary and overreaching 
rule, FreedomWorks Foundation generated nearly 15,000 comments opposed to the rule.

EPA Fuel Efficiency Mandates
On August 30, FreedomWorks Foundation launched efforts to drive comments on the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s interim technical report on Corporate Average Fuel Economy 
(CAFE) Standards. 

The Obama administration substantially increased these costly fuel efficiency mandates several 
years ago, and environmental lobbying groups have been commenting on the rule urging the EPA 
to increase the mandates even more. The comment period for the CAFE Standards report ended on 
September 26.
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Comments Collected by FreedomWorks Foundation’s Efforts 

“Please help to eliminate the Obama scheme to allow class action lawsuits at taxpayer expense!! This is 
absolutely crazy!

I was conned into participating in a class action lawsuit to recover thousands of dollars I was swindled out of. 
Instead of getting back some of the thousands of dollars that I was bilked out of, I received $17.00! A greedy 
and dishonest lawyer got the money that I should have been awarded and I continued to suffer financially from 
my losses! And now Obama wants me to pay for more of this nonsense?!?! Seems to me I should have been 
kissed, first!” - Barbara B.

“I sincerely oppose the President’s newest regulations having to do with lawsuits, to garner class action suits 
instead. This ill advised and dangerous regulation will cause the victims of these types of damage to be further 
victimized by the governmental reach into the contract between a citizen and their attorney. 

“This type of intrusion doesn’t EVER help the average citizen but instead enriches the attorney that is 
supposed to protect their client from further harm, it will have that effect, if enacted. 

I personally have been affected from a lawsuit that resulted in injury to my person, if this regulation were 
in effect then, I would not have received reimbursement for the money I needed to correct the injury I had  
incurred and I would never have had the ability to heal my body, nor my finances. 

This regulation lines the pockets of class action trial lawyers with no regard for all the increases in costs to the 
consumer citizen.

Stop the intrusive regulation now.” - Teresa E.



A Look Ahead
After educating with content and engaging in comment periods, FreedomWorks Foundation’s 
Regulatory Action Center will complete the arc by working to connect with state attorneys general 
to look for opportunities to challenge targeted regulations should our engagement efforts not 
succeed as desired or agencies choose to ignore public input.

With these three phases, the RAC has become fully engaged in working to disrupt and alter the 
regulatory process, fulfilling our mission to resist the growth of the regulatory state.
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Comments Collected by FreedomWorks Foundation’s Efforts 

“New, more rigorous CAFE standards will hurt the automobile industry and Americans. Sure building fuel 
efficient vehicles is a lofty goal, but arbitrary government mandates are not the way to achieve it. The free 
market system and the competition it promotes is the proper driving force. If the government mandates fuel 
efficiency, then by the laws of physics, car makers will necessarily build vehicles that are lighter and less safe. 
Resulting in more deaths on our highways and placing larger burdens on our already collapsing health care 
system. The bottom line is that no one knows the unforeseen consequences of such government meddling. 
For example, what is the cost and environmental impact for disposing of huge batteries in hybrid cars on the 
road today? Stricter CAFE standards are a very bad idea.” - Bruce C. 

“For years I have worked in or been around the auto and engine industry. The simple fact of the matter is that 
there are only a couple of ways to increase power and mileage in any type of vehicle. Yes, technology has 
helped, but it makes no sense to produce cars that are LESS SAFE to drive because the auto makers are 
FORCED to use lighter materials for the sake of 1-2 miles per gallon. We are talking about the safety of MY 
FAMILY HERE. This appears to be very agenda driven. These expanded standards are dangerous. Please DO 
NOT mandate more government regulations on the auto industry in the name of CAFE Standards Expansion.” 
- Jared B. 

“The expansion of CAFE standards needs to be stopped immediately. Automotive manufacturers are 
struggling to meet current standards without redesigning their vehicles using sub-standard materials to lighten 
them. This leads to new vehicles being infinitely more dangerous to drive than their predecessors. Despite the 
ongoing research that has led to new and innovative safety measures, there comes a point where the inferior 
materials that will be used out of necessity will negate many of the safety gains that have been realized. CAFE 
standards are not the only measure that we need to be focused on, we need to weigh the benefits of reducing 
our carbon footprint against the additional risks when accidents occur. If we can just save one child it is worth 
having the extra emissions due to using heavier, more appropriate materials to create a safer environment in 
our vehicles.” - Thomas C.


