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DURING THIS GLOBAL PANDEMIC, greater atten-
tion in public debate is directed to the ways in which 
local and state governments and community-based 
organizations play important roles in providing for 
the needs of those they serve. As future pandemics 
are probable and as the climate crisis unfolds, great-
er public attention is drawn to addressing the gaps 
between what the federal government accomplishes 
and the needs of local and state governments and 
community-based organizations. 

The capacity of local, state, and community-based 
organizations can be constrained by structural 
limitations of those institutions—limitations that 
do not apply to the federal government. While 
facing structural limitations, the US federal 
government has unique capacities to provide 
and enable systems that support resilience at 
the state, local, and community level. Our team 
conducted a landscape review and survey to learn 
where federal policy can better meet local needs. 
This report includes discussion of the project’s 
impetus, landscape review, and survey methods 
and reviews the findings. 

The Aligning Federal Policy to Local Needs Survey 
was conducted from March 21 to April 8, 2022. In 
this time, we heard from 250 respondents across a 
spectrum of expertise.

By pairing the landscape scan and survey, we aim to 
identify policy priority areas and associated areas for 
structural change.

The pandemic has shown the fragility of systems 
within the sphere of federal government influence. 
This profound lack of resilience is of global and 
national consequence as the climate crisis unfolds 
and as future epidemics or pandemics are highly 
probable. A popular understanding of what consti-
tutes essential workers expanded. And an already 
increasing rate of workers left the service, educa-
tion, and health-care sectors during the pandemic.1 
The pandemic has served to expand the reach and 
financial value of the technology sector. In one 
example, the pandemic underwrote expanded 
reliance on dominant software platforms for work 
from home and distance learning. In the absence 
of federal policies and systems that would have 
generated resilience at the local and state level, it 
has become even more clear that organizing at the 
local level is lifesaving. 

There is a protection gap created by federal policy 
that could create and uphold systems that state, 
local, and community can draw on to generate resil-
ience. The federal government is uniquely capable of 
providing necessary relief needed at the state, local, 
and community scale.

One dimension of the survey considers federal action 
that would address disproportionate influence of 
corporate power. Our team conducted online land-
scape research of major policy platforms to identify 
more than one hundred crosscutting federal policies 
specific to five structures tied to crisis resilience: 
corporate power, consumer debt and public finance, 
worker rights, democratic rights.

Introduction
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Misalignment between local needs and federal pol-
icy are widespread, though progressive movements 
have made change on many fronts. The federal 
government’s failure to create the systems and 
structures that can support state, local, and com-
munity resilience is well documented—as is popular 
support for major federal reforms. Major roadblocks 
to policy change and distributed governing power 
reify current federal policy protection gaps. Even 
when local efforts gain traction on policy that seeks 
to fill that gap, the fact that the federal government 
has a unique role in fixing the problem leaves those 
successful local efforts vulnerable. All of this is not 
lost on state and local government and community 
groups. It is clear that the federal government can 
play a unique and transformative role in providing for 
the needs of those it governs. 

Movement organizations—such as People’s Action,2 
the Poor People’s Campaign,3 and the Sunrise 
Movement—apply to their organizing efforts an in-
tersectional analysis of issues4 like income inequality, 
racism, and the climate crisis by highlighting the 
linkages among them. Similarly, this survey includes 
federal policies targeting sectors that research iden-
tifies as being tied to crisis resilience: agribusiness, 
energy, care, and technology sectors.

Evaluated Claims
Through a survey tool and landscape review, we 
evaluated the following claims:

 y Federal government commitments to intervene 
in markets to expand corporate competitive-
ness limit the capacity of federal policy to meet 
the needs of state and local governments and 
community members.5 Our team conducted land-
scape research to identify crosscutting federal 
policies and solicited feedback from partners to 
further refine the set of policies for evaluation.6

 y Local movements struggle to connect to state, 
national, and global structures.7 We need better 
pathways to effecting political change at the scale 
of transnational corporate and economic power.8 

The crosscutting federal policies we highlight 
would further the goals to meet local needs and 
open up opportunities to operate “glocally.”9

 y Current policy priorities set by policy advocates 
are not the same as policy priorities that could 
provide greater impact. Disproportionate corpo-
rate power, rules of democratic participation, or 
the legislative process itself often determines or 
constrains the policies that may be advocated for. 
Our survey polled respondents on their perceived 
misalignment between policy advocates’ current 
priorities compared to future priorities.

Key Survey Findings 
Domestic and Global Corporate Power

 y Central to respondents’ narrative on addressing 
concentrated corporate power is corporations’ 
direct harm to planetary health, followed by harms 
to democracy, workers, and human health10

 y Respondents support increases to corporate 
tax rates, including setting a global corporate 
tax rate and increasing the domestic tax rate

 y Respondents believe that funding the Internal 
Revenue Service (IRS)—a crucial element to 
enforcement of accountability mechanisms like 
taxation—is underprioritized by policy  
advocates today

 y For respondents with self-identified expertise 
in economic globalization, the highest priority 
policies relate to reforming the framework of 
investor rights, indicating that corporate power 
is central to respondents’ assessment of global 
economic rules

 y Respondents also heavily support innovative 
policy approaches to transnational intellectual 
property rights frameworks, such as barring 
pharmaceutical firms from claiming monopoly 
rights to lifesaving medicines

Consumer Debt and Finance
 y Across respondents of different types of work, 

political leaning, and geography, medical debt is 
the most prioritized area for debt cancellation, 
followed by public and private student loan debt 
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and water/utilities debt
 y Respondents most prioritize interventions to 

provide free or affordable services, such as 
postsecondary education or services related to 
living costs

 y Respondents believe financing postsecondary 
education as a form of reparations is the most 
underprioritized policy today

 y Across all respondents with self-reported ex-
pertise in finance, expanding postal banking as 
an alternative to predatory alternative financial 
institutions had unanimous support

Worker Rights
 y Respondents believe that basic expansions of 

worker rights, such as increasing the federal 
minimum wage and granting paid sick and family 
leave to all, are urgent and already prioritized by 
policy advocates

 y Respondents support more expansive worker 
rights interventions, such as a targeted federal 
jobs guarantee and granting citizenship to undoc-
umented workers, and believe these solutions are 
currently underprioritized

 y There is high support to expand worker power and 
agency in the workplace, particularly worker rep-
resentation on the boards of their workplaces

 y Most respondents support a federal minimum 
wage that is two to three times above today’s 
$7.25 federal minimum wage, with high support 
for increases ranging from $16 to $30 per hour

Democratic Rights
 y Respondents most prioritized actions to address 

contemporary, corporate-driven changes to the 
rules of campaign financing, particularly placing 
limits on campaign spending and making all cam-
paign contribution data public

 y Respondents also highly ranked changes to the 
rules of political representation and access to the 
vote: independent redistricting commissions, auto-
matic voter registration, and setting uniform rules 
for districting to protect communities of color

 y Most respondents support granting the right to 
vote to people with felony offenses (87%), incar-
cerated people (83%), and noncitizens (62%)

 y Respondents believe that granting full voting 
power to the nonvoting members of Congress 
and supporting the process of decolonization and 
self-determination of US territories and tribes are 
underprioritized by policy advocates
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OUR TEAM CONDUCTED online landscape research 
of major policy platforms and visions to identify 
more than one hundred crosscutting federal policies 
specific to five structures tied to crisis resilience: 
corporate power, consumer debt and public finance, 
worker rights, democratic rights. For a full list of the 
policy platforms we reviewed, see appendix 1. For 
the full language of each policy included in the tables 
below, see appendix 2.

Domestic and Global  
Corporate Power
Through decades of legal evolution at the global 
and national level, corporations have changed in 
their purpose, power, and influence.11 Relative to 
individuals represented in the US government, large 
multinational corporations hold disproportionate 
influence in determining policy.12 Large multina-
tional corporations are also primary beneficiaries 
of global trade agreements.13 Orthodox thought in 
neoclassical economics and economic development 
centers on rational corporate actors and govern-
ment action to perfect corporate competition in a 
market economy to predict economic benefit for 
households and individuals.14 This creates a ratio-
nale for corporate-friendly policy and action to be 
consistent with policy that benefits households and 
individuals. Most recently, corporations—assisted 
by the courts—have upheld this belief by appeal-
ing to the social role of corporations as corporate 
citizens with corporate social responsibilities. This 
orthodoxy is effectively challenged by empirical ev-
idence and increasing scrutiny from scholars across 

disciplines and by including economics in popular 
debate and scholarly and popular writing.15 For 
example, a recurrent theme within our landscape 
scan reflected the need for a policy response to 
structures and systems beyond and including cor-
porations16 themselves that allow tax evasion and 
tax fraud.17 These policy options include raising tax 
rates and policy strategies that would create, mon-
itor, and enforce reduction or elimination of large 
multinational corporation-driven contributions to 
the global climate crisis.18 

We reviewed proposals from Public Citizen, the 
Institute on Taxation and Economic Policy, the 
Independent Commission for the Reform of Inter-
national Corporate Taxation, the Institute for Local 
Self-Reliance, the International Peoples Treaty 
on the Control of Transnational Corporations, the 
Institute for New Economic Thinking, the Roosevelt 
Institute, and the Transnational Institute to identi-
fy these policy solutions in both the domestic and 
transnational regulatory spaces.

Corporate Accountability Policies

 y Increase domestic corporate tax rate
 y Tax multinational companies where they sell 

goods
 y Increase Internal Revenue Service funding
 y Create a global corporate tax rate

Policy Landscape Scan
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At the global scale, the primacy given to investor 
rights, shareholder primacy as they are expressed 
and enabled in foreign direct investment, has 
been used to structurally limit the development 
and strength of local economies within the US 
borders19 and of national economies across the 
Global South. Free trade agreements are federal 
actions to expand the reach of markets to function, 
expanding the geographic and sectoral reach of 
corporations.20 For example, recent trade agree-
ments and federal action have increased protection 
of intellectual property rights and rules that impact 
the sector, enabling decreasing drug affordability 
and access, and additional inroads for trade policy 
provisions to expand the reach of large multination-
al pharmaceutical corporations.21 Federal action 
on trade agreements has enabled the outsourcing 
of some jobs from the US to low-income countries 
and has also undermined US food safety and other 
consumer safeguards.22 Economic globalization has 
deepened historic inequalities within and across 
national economies.23 

The COVID-19 pandemic has directed more at-
tention to the vulnerability created by the current 
design of globalization. For example, due to the 
1994 World Trade Organization (WTO) Agreement 
on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property 
Rights (TRIPS), some estimate that millions of peo-
ple in the Global South will not get vaccines until 
2024.24 Collectively, 120 low- and middle-income 
countries owe $8.7 trillion of external debt, and 
servicing this debt will be a huge impediment to the 
recovery of the indebted countries and the global 
economy. Instead of a reduction in external debt, 
there have been massive increases in external debt 
during the pandemic.25

Economic Globalization Policies

Trade Agreements
 y Replace fast-track authority for trade agreements 

with a more democratic process
 y Negotiate trade agreements on the record and 

in public
 y Limit influence of corporations on trade advisory 

committees
 y Dismantle the use of industry trade advisory 

committees
 y Assess racial equity impact of trade policy
 y Expand trade adjustment assistance to support 

workers whose livelihoods are impacted by trade 
agreements

Investor Rights Frameworks
 y Settle investor-state disputes in national tribunals 

per host country’s legislation
 y Give workers and the public legal standing against 

multinational corporations
 y Grant individuals or communities the right to seek 

recourse against investors’ human rights violations 

Intellectual Property Rights Frameworks
 y Support waivers that bypass the TRIPS’ legal 

framework
 y Exempt least developed countries from TRIPS
 y Repeal the TRIPS legal framework
 y Dissolve the WTO
 y Bar pharmaceutical firms from claiming monopoly 

rights to lifesaving medicines

Consumer Debt and Finance
Corporations in the finance, insurance, and real 
estate industries have extraordinary power to extract 
value in our economy by avoiding taxes,26 buying back 
stocks,27 and buying control over companies and en-
tire industries.28 The financial system has developed 
increasingly complicated risk-management systems 
that insulate themselves and ostensibly the economy 
from risks that can include sociocultural character-
istics—for example, modeling the decision-making 
processes of potential home buyers.29 However, the 
tools to anticipate and insulate economic systems 
revealed the massive risk to which state and local 
governments and communities were exposed.30 The 
need to have economic systems that expose local and 
state governments and communities to far less risk 
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are critical. This is becoming a more prominent topic 
in public debate with regard to the sustainability of 
systems under climate crisis and the effort to build 
resilient infrastructure and economies.31 A growing 
field of heterodox economists and their participation 
in public debate expand the opportunities for reor-
dering those systems to emerge and flow from new 
structures of economic thinking.32

We reviewed proposals from People’s Action, the 
Action Center on Race and the Economy, the Roos-
evelt Institute, Take on Wall Street, the Poor People’s 
Jubilee Platform, the Strike Debt Collective, and the 
Institute for New Economic Thinking to identify these 
policy solutions that engage the structural role of fi-
nance in the economy as well as the lived experience 
of debtors.

Finance Policies

 y Restore legislation for a financial system that 
serves the needs of people, such as limiting 
bank size33

 y Cap amount of debt and accumulation of risk 
within a single financial institution

 y Limit banks’ liabilities to a share of gross domestic 
product

 y Limit capacity for creditors to collect full munici-
pal debt in times of public revenue crisis

 y Create a public credit-rating agency for publicly 
traded debt

 y Expand postal banking as an alternative to preda-
tory alternative financial institutions

 y Convert private banks to long-term public owner-
ship after a financial crisis

 y Limit level of ownership that outside investors can 
have on community development projects

Related to the stronghold that speculative and 
extractive finance have on our economy, American 
families have been put in a tailspin of accumulating 
household debt, only exacerbated by the COVID-19 
crisis. By April 2022, household debt balances stood 

at $15.84 trillion—an increase of $1.7 trillion from the 
end of 2019—just before the COVID-19 pandemic.34 
By April 2022, per capita debt exceeded $50,000.35 
When crises like the COVID-19 pandemic inevitably 
hit, most households are left unprotected in our 
hollowed-out social safety net.36 Per the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York’s quarter one data of 
2022, the top categories of debt for all households 
were mortgage (70%), student loan (10%), auto loan 
(9%), credit card (5%), and home equity line of credit 
(2%).37 Certain categories of debt are disproportion-
ately felt by low-income households and households 
of color, particularly highlighted during the pandem-
ic. These include payday loan, rent,38 medical,39 and 
water/utilities debt.

Consumer Debt and Public Finance Policies

 y Provide free postsecondary education as a public 
good provided by the government to all

 y Provide free postsecondary tuition and fees for 
low-income students

 y Invest more resources in Pell Grants that cover 
living expenses of postsecondary education for 
low-income students

 y Finance postsecondary education as a form of 
reparations to those excluded by historic racist 
policy

 y Provide free services related to living costs (e.g., 
housing, health care, water, energy)

 y Create affordability funds for services related to 
living costs

 y Create a public credit-rating agency for consumers 

Worker Rights
In the workplace in recent decades, worker rights 
have diminished in the United States, including 
the slow erosion of union power and density.40 This 
difference is attributable to structural changes in the 
economy, shifts in public policy (e.g., implementation 
of right-to-work laws), and antiunion actions by 
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corporations.41 The long history of expanding and 
rolling back labor rights continues to be accom-
plished through policy action, the courts, structural 
limitations to enforcing policy in place, and ultimate-
ly by the federal government’s commitments to 
economic globalization and the attendant demands 
to expand market influence. A deep dive into the 
experiences of US workers—particularly underpaid 
and front-line workers, workers of color, and women 
workers—reveals how structural issues of access to 
economic security, health and safety, and worker 
agency and voice all intersect to shape material con-
ditions.42 Exclusions from labor law have effectively 
maintained racial and gender hierarchies, going back 
to excluding domestic workers and agricultural work-
ers from the National Labor Relations Act and, more 
recently, exempting piecework from the Fair Labor 
Standards Act—an exemption for many workers in the 
garment, construction, and agriculture industry.43 

We reviewed proposals from the Poor People’s Cam-
paign, the Movement for Black Lives’ Red Black and 
Green New Deal, Farmworker Justice, Clean Slate for 
Worker Power, Roosevelt Institute, PolicyLink, and 
the Economic Policy Institute to identify these policy 
solutions that engage the gaps in worker protections, 
worker representation, and wages and benefits.

Worker Rights Policies 
Worker Protections

 y Increase funding for labor law enforcement
 y Expand the right to unionize and collectively 

bargain
 y Offer citizenship status to all undocumented 

workers
 y Narrow who is classified as an independent 

contractor
 y Expand labor protections for independent  

contractors
 y Ban noncompete agreements

Worker Representation
 y Introduce sectoral bargaining
 y Ensure worker representation on corporate boards

 y Offer financial shares and grant voting power to 
all workers

 y Ensure access to material resources, such as dues, 
for workers to organize44

Wages and Benefits
 y Increase federal minimum wage
 y Peg the minimum wage to local cost of living
 y Eliminate the subminimum wage for tipped workers
 y Guarantee paid sick and family leave for all
 y Institute a global living wage
 y Apply targeted federal jobs guarantee

Democratic Rights
Structures that expand and strengthen or constrain 
and weaken democratic systems are in need of federal 
action, including rules and policy that determine who 
can run for office, how to run and finance political cam-
paigns, who can vote and how to access voting systems, 
and even how a representative democracy can function 
well at the state and local level.45 Recent changes to the 
structure of the US representative democratic sys-
tem include Supreme Court decisions like the Citizens 
United v. Federal Election Commission decision.46 These 
more recent changes interact with historical practice, 
such as the Senate filibuster47 or the exclusionary nature 
of nonvoting members of Congress,48 which limits con-
ceptions of democratic practice.49

We reviewed proposals from the Movement for Black 
Lives’ Electoral Justice Project’s BREATHE Act, Public 
Citizen, Demos’ Inclusive Democracy Agenda, High-
lander Center, and the Brennan Center to identify policy 
solutions that engage the need for reforms in campaign 
finance, access to the vote, and political representation.

Democratic Rights Policies
Campaign Finance

 y Apply limits on campaign spending50

 y Ensure all campaign contribution data is public
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 y Implement a public financing program for state 
and local campaigns

Access to the Vote
 y Ensure automatic voter registration
 y Grant right to vote to people with felony offenses
 y Grant right to vote to incarcerated people
 y Grant right to vote for all residents, not just citizens

Political Representation
 y Eliminate Senate filibuster
 y Eliminate Electoral College
 y Apply uniform rules for districting to protect com-

munities of color
 y Require independent redistricting commissions
 y End prison-based gerrymandering
 y Grant statehood to District of Columbia
 y Grant full voting power for all members of  

Congress
 y Refrain from obstructing process of decoloniza-

tion and self-determination for US territories  
and tribes
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WE EMPLOYED three methods of complementary 
data collection—online landscape research, survey 
research, and expert reviewers of the survey tool—to 
identify priorities and strategic paths ahead on the 
federal policies outlined in the previous section. 

Survey Design 
The survey content was designed with the advisory 
support of external reviewers with expertise in our 
structural focus areas of domestic and global cor-
porate power, consumer debt and public finance, 
worker rights, and democratic rights. We also identi-

fied and worked with reviewers with expertise in our 
specific sectors of focus: agribusiness, energy, care, 
and technology. Finally, we drew from reviewers in 
different institutional roles and relationships to fed-
eral policy, including policy advocacy, labor organiz-
ers, and grassroots community-based organizations. 

In selecting the policies for consideration in the sur-
vey, we set the following parameters:

 y Responsibility: be within US federal government’s 
powers or spheres of influence (i.e., intergovern-
mental political and economic bodies)

 y Crosscutting: has impacts across industries, sec-
tors, and geographies 

Primary Area of Work Political 
Leaning Geography of Work Area of Sector Expertise

Government Leftist National (US) Agribusiness

Organizer Progressive Outside of the US Care

Front-line worker Liberal Northeast (US) Economic globalization

Impacted community 
member Moderate Midwest (US) Energy

Policy advocate Conservative Southeast (US) Finance

Researcher Mid-Atlantic (US) Technology

Funder Rocky Mountains (US)

Journalist Southwest (US)

Pacific (US)

US territories

Our Methods and Approach



Aligning Federal Policy to Local Needs 11

 y Feasibility: can range from policies with active 
campaigns and/or model legislation to policies 
with little traction

 y Level of specificity: does not focus on the specifics 
of proposals (i.e., dollar or percentage amounts, 
time horizons) given the breadth of the policy 
topics 

 y Universality: can be universal or targeted

Respondents were asked to answer three types of 
questions: select-one multiple choice, rank all and 
rank order, and rank priority on a four-point Likert 
scale from no priority to high priority. For priority 
questions, respondents were asked to evaluate the 
current priority that policy advocates place on a cer-
tain policy action and then the priority that should be 
placed on that action.

To limit order bias, respondents were presented 
response options in a randomized fashion as 
automated by the web-based survey platform. To 
limit speculation, respondents were presented with 
brief “context statements” to contextualize less 
universally known policy proposals and brief “factual 
statements” for policy proposals related to changing 
a status quo policy. The survey team used their 
judgement to decide which policies needed context 
or factual statements, which were further refined 
with reviewer feedback. 

Survey Instrument 
The survey was designed and disseminated through 
Qualtrics, a web-based platform used to create and 
conduct online surveys. Participants were asked to 
read and respond to an online consent form in which 
they had the option to agree or decline to participate 
in the survey at their discretion. The survey did not 
collect or archive any personal information, and 
respondents’ responses could not be identified or 
linked to their name or any other characteristics 
that would reveal their personal identity. The survey 
was anonymous, and no personal identifiers were 
collected, including IP addresses. 

The survey questions are available in appendix 2, 
and data collected from the survey are available to 
review via the link in appendix 3. To participate in the 
survey, respondents were asked a series of questions 
to assess if they met the predetermined eligibility 
criteria. Respondents had to consent to participate 
in the survey and confirm that they were eighteen 
years of age or older. To further deepen our analysis, 
respondents were asked to self-identify their prima-
ry area of work, political leaning, geography of their 
work, and their area of expertise.

Survey Audience and 
Dissemination 
The survey was designed for an expert audience. We 
broadly define experts as individuals based in the 
grassroots (organizer, front-line worker, impacted 
community), grasstops (research, policy advocacy, 
philanthropy, journalist), and government (elected or 
staff) sectors. Data on the population size or general 
demographics on this broad survey audience does 
not exist. 

The survey was disseminated by email through Qual-
trics, social media platforms (e.g., Facebook, Twitter), 
networks of individuals, and organizations that 
supported and collaborated on the project. Survey 
outreach and dissemination was not selective and was 
intended to engage as many audiences as possible.

Who We Heard From
The survey portion of our analysis was conducted 
from March 21 to April 8, 2022. In this time, we 
heard from 250 respondents from across our desig-
nated spectrum of expertise. 

Primary Work: We heard from respondents who work 
and live on differing scales related to local needs and 
federal policy.

 y The largest categories of respondents (53%) 
identified themselves as impacted community 
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members (32%), organizers (14%), and front-line 
workers (7%). For the remaining analysis, this is 
grouped as a grassroots perspective.

 y The second-largest category of respondents 
(33%) identified themselves as policy advocates 
(17%), researchers (14%), funders (1%), or jour-
nalists (1%). For the remaining analysis, this is 
grouped as a grasstops perspective.

 y Finally, we heard from respondents who identified 
themselves as working in government (13%), at 
the local (6%), state (5%), and federal (1%) level. 
For the remaining analysis, this is grouped as a 
government perspective.

Geography: We primarily heard from respondents 
whose work focuses on a specific US region (74%), 
followed by respondents whose work focuses on a na-
tional perspective (26%), primarily in the United States.

 y Of the 74% of respondents who focus on specific 
US regions, the majority (40%) primarily focus 
their work on the Pacific. The next largest groups 
primarily focus their work on the Midwest (17%), 
the Northeast (7%), or the Southeast (4%).

Political Leaning: We primarily heard from respon-
dents who best identified their political leaning as 
progressive (72%), followed by liberal (18%) and 
conservative (10%).

Sector Expertise: Respondents finalized the survey 
with the invitation to evaluate policies related to 
specific sectors. We heard from respondents with 
self-identified sector expertise in care (47%), energy 
(33%), finance (26%), technology (21%), agribusi-
ness (16%), and corporate globalization (11%).51
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THE ANALYSIS OF OUR SURVEY of 250 respondents 
from various sectors, political leanings, and geogra-
phies focuses on the following trends:

1. Respondents’ top priorities in each policy area 
2. Gaps between advocacy today versus what is 

needed for the future
3. Areas of alignment and misalignment across types 

of respondents 

In this section, we detail the most compelling findings 
that we believe to be indicative of areas to focus advo-
cacy efforts and align across types of advocates. For a 
more in-depth look at survey responses by respondent 
type, please see the link in appendix 3 to our data books.

Corporate Power
Planetary health is central to respondents’ narratives 
on addressing concentrated corporate power, followed 
by democracy, workers, and human health. When asked 
to consider major policy proposals for addressing 
concentrated corporate power, respondents feel gov-
ernment regulation of corporations is most politically 
feasible, but government support for worker rights 
would most positively impact society. Respondents 
support increases to corporate tax rates, including 
setting a global corporate tax rate and increasing the 
domestic rate. Respondents believe that funding the 
IRS—a crucial element to enforcement of accountabili-
ty mechanisms—is underprioritized by policy advocates 
today. This reflects a gap in terms of enforcement, 
which was reinforced in expert interviews.

Planetary health is central to respondents’ 
narratives on addressing concentrated 
corporate power.

Harm to planetary health is central to respondents’ 
narratives on addressing concentrated corporate 
power, followed by harms to democracy, workers, 
and human health.

 y Just over a third of respondents (36%) see plan-
etary health as the top category for measuring 
harms of concentrated corporate power. 

 y For measuring the harms of concentrated corpo-
rate power in the fossil fuel economy, over half of 
respondents (65%) with energy-sector expertise 
believe planetary health is the top category.

 y Nearly half of respondents (49%) with tech-sec-
tor expertise believe concentrated tech power is 
most harmful to democracy.

The expansion and enforcement of worker 
rights would most positively impact society, 
but is not perceived as politically feasible as 
government regulation of corporations.

When considering major policy proposals for cor-
recting corporate power misalignment, respondents 
feel government regulation of corporations is most 
politically feasible, but government support for worker 
rights would most positively impact society. National-
izing of certain companies or industries ranked third 
for positive impact, but last for political feasibility.

Survey Findings
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RANK MOST POLITICALLY FEASIBLE MOST POSITIVELY IMPACT

1 Increase government regulation of corporations Increase government support for worker power

2 Increase government support for worker power Increase government regulation of corporations

3
Make it more difficult for companies to acquire 
and merge with other companies

Nationalize certain companies or industries

4
Break large companies up into smaller but still 
privately held companies

Make it more difficult for companies to acquire 
and merge with other companies

5 Nationalize certain companies or industries
Break large companies up into smaller but still 
privately held companies

All Corporations
(n=250)

100%

75%

50%

25%

0%

Agribusiness
(n=41)

Fossil Fuel 
Companies

(n=83)

Tech companies
(n=54)

Competitors

Consumers

Democracy

Human Health

Planetary Health

Workers

22%

36%

16%

23%

21%

49%

21%
13% 12%

65%

14%

49%

12%

24%

3%

0% 1%

4%3%
0%5%

5%

5%
0%

Harm to planetary health is top category for measuring harms of  
corporate power, followed by harm to democracy, workers, and  
human health
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Respondents support increases to corporate 
taxation and strategies to capture offshore 
wealth, but funding the IRS—a crucial 
element to enforcement of accountability 
mechanisms—is underprioritized.
Respondents place medium-high priority on an 
increase to the domestic corporate tax rate (95%), 
taxing multinational corporations where they sell 
goods (95%), and increasing IRS funding (92%).

 y Only 49% of respondents think increasing IRS 
funding is a medium-high priority today, com-
pared to 92% of respondents who believe it is a 
medium-high priority for the future. Increasing 
IRS funding is the biggest gap between current 
and future priorities.

Respondents support increases to corporate 
tax rates, including setting a global corporate 
tax rate. 

 y Most respondents (91%) want to see a domestic 
corporate tax rate higher than the latest Biden 
administration’s proposal. An equal percentage of 
respondents (39%) want either the 35% tax rate 
from before the Trump administration’s tax cuts or 
the high 1950s tax rate of 52%. 

 y Most respondents (70%) want to see the highest 
global corporate tax rate proposed by the Indepen-
dent Commission for the Reform of International 
Corporate Taxation (ICRICT) or higher.

 y A small percentage of respondents (14%) are 
supportive of a domestic corporate tax rate higher 
than the historic highs of the 1950s, but a quarter 
of respondents (25%) are supportive of a global 
corporate tax rate higher than the rate proposed by 
the ICRICT.

28% (Biden admin  proposal)

35% (before Trump admin cuts)

52% (rate from 1952)

Higher than 52%

No increase

6%

39%

0% 40%

39%

14%

3%

15% (G-7 proposal)

21% (min compromise from
international economists)

25% (proposed by international
economists)

Higher than 25%

No global corporate tax rate

0% 50%

8%

20%

46%

25%

2%

POLICY ALL n=250
Current Future

Increase domestic corporate tax rate 68% 95%

Tax MNC where they sell goods 59% 95%

Increase IRS funding 49% 92%

Enforce a global corporate tax rate 58% 90%

Most respondents (91%) want a tax 
rate higher than the latest Biden admin 
proposal, including a return to the high 
1950s rate

Most respondents (70%) want the high-
est global corporate tax rate proposed 
by international economists
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Economic Globalization
For respondents with self-identified expertise in eco-
nomic globalization,52 the highest priority policies 
are related to reforming the framework of investor 
rights, indicating that corporate power is central 
to respondents’ assessment of global economic 
rules. Respondents most prioritized policy to grant 
individuals and communities standing rights to seek 
recourse against investors’ human rights violations, 
but felt that this proposal is given relatively high 
priority by policy advocates today. In comparison, 
proposals to settle investor-state disputes per host 

country’s legislation are the most underprioritized 
policy area today. Respondents also heavily support 
innovative policy approaches to transnational intel-
lectual property rights frameworks, such as barring 
pharmaceutical firms from claiming monopoly rights 
to lifesaving medicines.

Policies to reform the global investor-state 
dispute system and policies to expand access 
to lifesaving medicines and technologies are 
underprioritized today.

Across all respondents, the highest priority 
policies are related to reforming the framework of 

POLICY ALL n=27

Current Future

Trade Agreements

Replace fast track authority for trade agreements with more democratic 
process

48% 86%

Negotiate trade agreements on-the-record and in public 48% 87%

Limit influence of corporations on trade advisory committees 48% 86%

Dismantle the use of industry trade advisory committees 26% 68%

Assess racial equity impact of trade policy 43% 77%

Expand trade adjustment assistance (TAA) to support workers whose 
livelihoods are impacted by trade agreements

48% 83%

Investor Rights Frameworks

Settle investor-state disputes in national tribunals per host country’s legislation 35% 91%

Give workers and the public legal standing against multinational corporations 57% 91%

Grant individuals or communities the right to seek recourse against investors’ 
human rights violations

57% 95%

Intellectual Property Rights Frameworks

Support waivers that bypass the TRIPS’ legal framework 36% 86%

Exempt least developed countries (LDCs) from TRIPs 50% 81%

Repeal the TRIPS legal framework 43% 73%

Dissolve the World Trade Organization (WTO) 39% 77%

Bar pharmaceutical firms from claiming monopoly rights to life-saving 
medicines

48% 91%
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investor rights: grant individuals or communities 
the right to seek recourse against investors’ 
human rights violations (95%), settle inves-
tor-state disputes in national tribunals per host 
country’s legislation (91%), and give workers and 
the public legal standing against multinational 
corporations (91%).

Only 35% of respondents think settling inves-
tor-state disputes in national tribunals per host 
country’s legislation is a medium-high priority 
today, compared to 91% of respondents who 
believe it is a medium-high priority for the future. 
This reform to the investor-state dispute settlement 
system53 is the biggest gap between current and 
future priorities.

 y The next following gaps in priority are to support 
waivers that bypass the TRIPS’ legal framework54 
(36% vs. 86%) and bar pharmaceutical firms from 
claiming monopoly rights to lifesaving medicines 
(48% vs. 91%).

Consumer Debt and Finance
Across different types of work, political leaning, and 

geography, respondents most prioritized medical 
debt for debt cancellation. The next highest-ranking 
categories of debt were public student loan, private 
student loan, water/utilities, and rent. The high 
prioritization of medical, water/utilities, and rent 
debt indicates an understanding of the debt most 
accumulated during the pandemic, particularly 
by households of color. The low prioritization of 
mortgage debt is surprising, especially juxtaposed 
with the latest Federal Reserve Bank of New York’s 
data indicating mortgage debt represents 70% of 
household debt held in 2022.55 Creating a public 
credit agency for consumers had the lowest support 
(60%) as a future strategic priority. In comparison, 
81% of respondents with self-reported expertise 
in finance placed high priority on creating a public 
credit agency for publicly traded debt, such as bonds 
issued by municipalities. Across all respondents with 
self-reported expertise in finance, expanding postal 
banking had unanimous support.

Medical debt, public student loan debt, and 
private student loan debt are most prioritized 
for debt cancellation.

The top-three types of debt respondents identified 
as priorities for cancellation are medical debt,56 

RANK ALL RESPONDENTS GOVERNMENT GRASSROOTS GRASSTOPS

1 Medical debt

2
Student loan debt 

(public)
Student loan debt 

(public)
Student loan debt 

(public)
Student loan debt 

(public)

3
Student loan debt 

(private)
Student loan debt 

(private)
Student loan debt 

(private)
Water/utilities debt

4 Water/utilities debt Water/utilities debt Rent debt
Student loan debt 

(private)

5 Rent debt Rent debt Water/utilities debt Rent debt

6 Payday loan debt

7 Mortgage debt

8 Credit card debt

9 Auto loan debt
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public student loan debt, and private student loan 
debt. Following that, water/utilities debt and rent 
debt ranked third or fourth for most respondents. 
Respondents from the grasstops category prioritized 
water/utilities debt (third) above private student 
loan debt (fourth). Respondents from the grassroots 
category prioritized rent debt (fourth) above water/
utilities debt (fifth).

In line with the high prioritization of student 
loan debt, financing postsecondary education 
ranked highest priority for respondents.

Respondents placed highest priority on policy 
actions related to financing postsecondary 
education as future strategic actions for policy 
advocates. The top-three future strategic priorities 
include offering free postsecondary education to 

POLICY ALL n=250

Current Future

Provide free post-secondary as a public good provided by the government to all 54% 88%

Provide free post-secondary tuition and fees for low-income students 59% 93%

Invest more resources in Pell Grants that cover living expenses of post-
secondary education for low-income students

58% 88%

Finance post-secondary as a form of reparations to those excluded by historic 
racist policy

38% 90%

Provide free services related to living costs (housing, healthcare, water, energy) 27% 64%

Create affordability funds for services related to living costs 49% 88%

Create a public credit rating agency for consumers 29% 60%

POLICY ALL n=66

Current Future

Restore legislation for financial system that serves needs of people, such as 
limiting bank size

52% 90%

Cap amount of debt and accumulation of risk within a single financial institution 57% 90%

Limit banks’ liabilities to a share of Gross Domestic Product (GDP) 24% 76%

Limit capacity for creditors to collect full municipal debt in times of public 
revenue crisis

32% 80%

Create a public credit rating agency for publicly traded debt 36% 81%

Expand postal banking as alternative to predatory alternative financial 
institutions (AFIs)

50% 100%

Convert private banks to long-term public ownership after a financial crisis 24% 64%

Limit level of ownership outside investors can have on community development 
projects

33% 90%
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low-income students (93%), financing postsecond-
ary education as reparations (90%), and investing 
more resources in Pell Grants that cover living ex-
penses of postsecondary education for low-income 
students (88%). 

 y Only 38% of respondents think financing post-
secondary education as a form of reparations is 
a medium-high priority today, compared to 90% 
of respondents who believe it is a medium-high 
priority for the future. The next following gap is in 
creating affordability funds for services related to 
living costs (49% vs. 88%).

 y Creating a public credit agency for consumers had 
the lowest support (60%) as a future strategic 
priority. In comparison, 81% of respondents with 
self-reported expertise in finance placed high pri-
ority on creating a public credit agency for publicly 
traded debt, such as bonds issued by municipalities. 

There is widespread support to expand 
postal banking as an alternative to predatory 
alternative financial institutions.

For respondents with a self-identified expertise in 
finance, the top-three future strategic priorities 
are to expand postal banking (100%), limit the 
level of ownership outside investors can have on 
community development projects (90%), and restore 
legislation for a financial system that serves the needs 
of people, such as limiting bank size (90%).

 y Across all types of respondents with self-report-
ed expertise in finance, postal banking received 
unanimous support as a future priority for policy 
advocacy in the finance sector.

 y Only 33% of respondents think limiting the level 
of ownership that outside investors can have 
on community development projects is a me-
dium-high priority today, compared to 90% of 
respondents who believe it is a medium-high 
priority for the future. The next following gap in 
priority is to limit banks’ liabilities to a share of 
gross domestic product (24% vs. 76%).

Worker Rights
Across worker rights policy actions, respondents 
most prioritized increases to the federal minimum 
wage, paid sick and family leave for all, and the right to 
unionize and collectively bargain. Most respondents 
support a federal minimum wage two to three times 
above today’s $7.25 federal minimum wage, with high 
support for increases ranging from $16 to $30 per 
hour. These basic improvements to wages and ben-
efits and worker protections are strongly supported 
and seen as prioritized today. Respondents believe 
more expansive worker rights, such as citizenship 
status for undocumented workers, a targeted federal 
jobs guarantee, and a global living wage, have been 
underprioritized. This prioritization reflects the reality 
that the current political landscape still necessitates a 
focus on securing basic rights for workers.

Protecting workers means expanding basic 
rights: the right to unionize and the right to 
citizenship.

In terms of worker protections, respondents’ top-
three future strategic priorities are to expand the right 
to unionize and collectively bargain (97%), increase 
funding for labor law enforcement (92%) and expand 
labor protections for independent contractors (91%). 

 y Only 30% of respondents think banning noncom-
pete agreements is a medium-high priority today, 
compared to 74% of respondents who believe it is 
a medium-high priority for the future. 

 y The next biggest priority gaps are to increase 
funding for labor law enforcement (48% vs. 92%) 
and grant citizenship status to all undocumented 
workers (38% vs. 81%).

There is high support for bolder visions to 
expand worker power and agency in the 
workplace, particularly worker representation 
on the boards of their workplaces.

In terms of worker representation, respondents’ 
top-two future strategic priorities are to guarantee 
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worker representation on corporate boards (90%) 
and access to material resources (e.g., dues) for 
workers to organize (86%).

 y Only 39% of respondents think worker represen-
tation on corporate boards is a medium-high pri-
ority today, compared to 90% of respondents who 
believe it is a medium-high priority for the future. 
This is followed by access to material resources 
(e.g., dues) for workers to organize (41% to 86%).

Basic improvements to wages and benefits 
are strongly supported and seen as prioritized 
today. Respondents believe bolder moves, 
such as a targeted federal jobs guarantee 
and a global living wage, have been 
underprioritized.

POLICY ALL n=250

Current Future

Worker Protections
Increase funding for labor law enforcement 48% 92%

Expand the right to unionize and collectively bargain 61% 97%

Citizenship status to all undocumented workers 38% 81%

Narrow who is classified as independent contractor 48% 82%

Expand labor protections for independent contractors 57% 91%

Ban non-compete agreements 30% 74%

Worker Representation
Introduce sectoral bargaining 35% 81%

Worker representation on corporate boards 39% 90%

Financial shares and voting power for all workers 33% 79%

Material resources (ex. dues) for workers to organize 41% 86%

Wages and Benefits
Increase federal minimum wage 80% 98%

Peg the minimum wage to local cost of living 58% 94%

Eliminate the sub-minimum wage for tipped workers 57% 94%

Guarantee paid sick and family leave for all 75% 98%

Institute a global living wage 30% 71%

Targeted federal jobs guarantee 33% 83%

Most respondents want to see a min-
imum wage 2-3x above today’s $7.25 
federal minimum wage

$10-15

$16-20

$21-25

$26-30

$31-35

Above $35

No increase

7%

34%

0% 20% 40%

30%
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In terms of wages and benefits, respondents’ top-
three future strategic priorities are to guarantee 
paid sick and family leave for all (98%), increase the 
federal minimum wage (98%), and eliminate the 
subminimum wage for tipped workers (94%).

 y Only 33% of respondents think a targeted federal 
jobs guarantee is a medium-high priority today, 
compared to 83% of respondents who believe it is a 
medium-high priority for the future. This is followed 
by instituting a global living wage (30% vs. 71%).

Most respondents support a federal minimum 
wage two to three times above today’s $7.25 
federal minimum wage.

 y The majority of respondents (34%) support a fed-
eral minimum wage of $16 to $20 an hour. 

 y Grassroots and grasstops respondents were more 
likely than government respondents to support a 
minimum wage over $35 an hour. Respondents 
from the grassroots (8%) and grasstops (10%) 
support a minimum wage over $35 an hour.

 y Respondents who work at the national level are 
the most likely to support (11%) a minimum wage 
above $35 an hour.

POLICY ALL n=250

Current Future

Campaign Finance

Limits on campaign spending 57% 96%

All campaign contribution data should be public 65% 98%

Public financing program for state/local campaigns 44% 85%

Access to the Vote

Automatic voter registration 56% 94%

Grant right to vote to people with felony offenses 50% 87%

Grant right to vote to incarcerated people 37% 83%

Grant right to vote for all residents, not just citizens 20% 62%

Political Representation

Eliminate Senate filibuster 66% 91%

Eliminate Electoral College 54% 91%

Uniform rules for districting to protect communities of color 48% 92%

Require independent redistricting commissions 52% 95%

End prison-based gerrymandering 38% 85%

Grant statehood to District of Columbia 55% 90%

Full voting power for all members of Congress 41% 92%

Refrain from obstructing process of decolonization and self-determination for 
U.S. territories and tribes

36% 90%
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Democratic Rights
Respondents most prioritized actions to address con-
temporary, corporate-driven changes to the rules of 
campaign financing, particularly placing limits on cam-
paign spending and making all campaign contribution 
data public. Respondents believe that granting full vot-
ing power for all members of Congress and supporting 
the process of decolonization and self-determination is 
underprioritzed by policy advocates today. Automatic 
voter registration has high support. Respondents 
are supportive of granting the right to vote to people 
with felony offenses and incarcerated people, but 
less supportive of granting the right to all residents. 
Respondents want to see fairness, independence, and 
full voting power in the rules to political representation. 

Respondents most prioritized changes to 
campaign financing, particularly placing 
limits on campaign spending and making all 
campaign contribution data public. 

In terms of campaign finance, respondents’ top-two 
future strategic priorities are to place limits on 
campaign spending (96%) and make all campaign 
contribution data public (98%). 

 y Only 44% of respondents think a public financ-
ing program for state/local campaigns is a 
medium-high priority today, compared to 85% 
of respondents who believe it is a medium-high 
priority for the future. 

Automatic voter registration has high support. 
Expanding the right to vote is most supported 
for people with felony offenses, followed by 
incarcerated people and all residents.

In terms of access to the vote, respondents’ top-three 
future strategic priorities are to grant automatic voter 
registration (94%), grant the right to vote to people 
with felony offenses (87%), and grant the right to 
vote to incarcerated people (83%).

 y Only 37% of respondents think granting the right 

to vote to incarcerated people is a medium-high 
priority today, compared to 83% of respondents 
who believe it is a medium-high priority for the 
future. This is one of the highest priority gaps 
related to democratic rights.

 y Most respondents support granting the right to 
vote to people with felony offenses (87%), incar-
cerated people (83%), and noncitizens (62%). 

Respondents want to see fairness, 
independence, and full voting power in the 
rules to political representation. 

In terms of political representation, respondents’ 
top-three future strategic priorities are to require 
independent redistricting commissions (95%), 
grant full voting power for all members of Congress 
(92%), and set uniform rules for districting to pro-
tect communities of color (92%). 

 y Only 36% of respondents think refrain from 
obstructing the process of decolonization and 
self-determination for US territories and tribes is 
a medium-high priority today, compared to 90% 
of respondents who believe it is a medium-high 
priority for the future. This is the highest priority 
gap related to democratic rights.

 y Respondents believe eliminating the Senate fili-
buster and Electoral College are high priority for 
the future and that policy advocates do prioritize 
eliminating the Senate filibuster today.



Aligning Federal Policy to Local Needs 23

to vote to incarcerated people is a medium-high 
priority today, compared to 83% of respondents 
who believe it is a medium-high priority for the 
future. This is one of the highest priority gaps 
related to democratic rights.

 y Most respondents support granting the right to 
vote to people with felony offenses (87%), incar-
cerated people (83%), and noncitizens (62%). 

Respondents want to see fairness, 
independence, and full voting power in the 
rules to political representation. 

In terms of political representation, respondents’ 
top-three future strategic priorities are to require 
independent redistricting commissions (95%), 
grant full voting power for all members of Congress 
(92%), and set uniform rules for districting to pro-
tect communities of color (92%). 

 y Only 36% of respondents think refrain from 
obstructing the process of decolonization and 
self-determination for US territories and tribes is 
a medium-high priority today, compared to 90% 
of respondents who believe it is a medium-high 
priority for the future. This is the highest priority 
gap related to democratic rights.

 y Respondents believe eliminating the Senate fili-
buster and Electoral College are high priority for 
the future and that policy advocates do prioritize 
eliminating the Senate filibuster today.

Domestic and Global Corporate Power

We reviewed proposals from Public Citizen, the 
Institute on Taxation and Economic Policy, the 
Independent Commission for the Reform of Inter-
national Corporate Taxation, the Institute for Local 
Self-Reliance, the International Peoples Treaty on the 
Control of Transnational Corporations, the Institute 
for New Economic Thinking, the Roosevelt Institute, 
and the Transnational Institute to identify these pol-
icy solutions in both the domestic and transnational 
regulatory spaces.

Abernathy, Nell, Darrick Hamilton, and Julie Margetta 
Morgan. “New Rules for the 21st Century: Corporate 
Power, Public Power, and the Future of the Ameri-
can Economy.” Roosevelt Institute, April 2019.

Abernathy, Nell, Mike Konczal, and Kathryn Milani. 
“Untamed: How to Check Corporate, Financial, and 
Monopoly Power.” Roosevelt Institute, June 2016.

Bernstein, Jared and Lori Wallach. “The New Rules of 
the Road: A Progressive Approach to Globalization.” 
Public Citizen, September 2017.

Berrón, Gonzalo and Brid Brennan. “International 
Peoples Treaty on the Control of Transnational 
Corporations.” Global Campaign and Transnational 
Institute, December 2014. 

Hanauer, Amy. “Corporate Tax Reform in the Wake 
of the Pandemic.” Institute on Taxation and Eco-
nomic Policy, April 2021.

Mitchell, Stacy, Susan Holmberg, et al. “Rebuilding 
Small Business for a Robust Recovery: A Federal 
Policy Agenda.” Institute for Local Self-Reliance, 
December 2020.

“The Global Pandemic, Sustainable Economic 
Recovery, and International Taxation.” Independent 
Commission for the Reform of International Corpo-
rate Taxation, May 2020.

“The Pandemic and the Economic Crisis: A Global 
Agenda for Urgent Action.” Institute for New Eco-
nomic Thinking, March 2021.

Consumer Debt and Finance

We reviewed proposals from People’s Action, the 
Action Center on Race and the Economy, the Roos-
evelt Institute, Take on Wall Street, the Poor People’s 
Jubilee Platform, the Strike Debt Collective, and the 
Institute for New Economic Thinking to identify these 
policy solutions that engage the structural role of 
finance in the economy as well as the lived experi-
ence of debtors.

Abernathy, Nell, Darrick Hamilton, and Julie Margetta 
Morgan. “New Rules for the 21st Century: Corporate 
Power, Public Power, and the Future of the Ameri-
can Economy.” Roosevelt Institute, April 2019.

“A Moral Policy Agenda to Heal and Transform 
America: The Poor People’s Jubilee Platform.” Poor 
People’s Campaign, July 2020. 
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Policy Platforms Reviewed in 
Landscape Scan

https://rooseveltinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/RI_2021-Report_201904.pdf
https://rooseveltinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/RI_2021-Report_201904.pdf
https://rooseveltinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/RI_2021-Report_201904.pdf
https://rooseveltinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/RI_2021-Report_201904.pdf
https://rooseveltinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/RI_2021-Report_201904.pdf
https://rooseveltinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/RI-Untamed-201606-1.pdf
https://rooseveltinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/RI-Untamed-201606-1.pdf
https://rooseveltinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/RI-Untamed-201606-1.pdf
https://rooseveltinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/RI-Untamed-201606-1.pdf
https://www.citizen.org/wp-content/uploads/new-rules-of-the-road.pdf
https://www.citizen.org/wp-content/uploads/new-rules-of-the-road.pdf
https://www.stopcorporateimpunity.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/PeoplesTreaty-EN-mar2015-1.pdf
https://www.stopcorporateimpunity.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/PeoplesTreaty-EN-mar2015-1.pdf
https://www.stopcorporateimpunity.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/PeoplesTreaty-EN-mar2015-1.pdf
https://itep.sfo2.digitaloceanspaces.com/040221-Corporate-Tax-Reform-in-the-Wake-of-the-Pandemic.pdf
https://itep.sfo2.digitaloceanspaces.com/040221-Corporate-Tax-Reform-in-the-Wake-of-the-Pandemic.pdf
https://ilsr.org/rebuilding-small-business-for-a-robust-recovery-a-federal-policy-agenda/
https://ilsr.org/rebuilding-small-business-for-a-robust-recovery-a-federal-policy-agenda/
https://ilsr.org/rebuilding-small-business-for-a-robust-recovery-a-federal-policy-agenda/
https://ilsr.org/rebuilding-small-business-for-a-robust-recovery-a-federal-policy-agenda/
https://ilsr.org/rebuilding-small-business-for-a-robust-recovery-a-federal-policy-agenda/
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5a0c602bf43b5594845abb81/t/5ee79779c63e0b7d057437f8/1592235907012/ICRICT+Global+pandemic+and+international+taxation.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5a0c602bf43b5594845abb81/t/5ee79779c63e0b7d057437f8/1592235907012/ICRICT+Global+pandemic+and+international+taxation.pdf
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APPE N D IX  2 

Survey Questions and Full List of 
Policies Included in Survey

Corporate Power

Q1. Corporations have _______ in the United 
States’ economy. [too little power, about the right 
amount of power, too much power]

Q2. Corporations have ________ to determine how 
people participate in the economy, such as wages, 
workers’ rights, and consumer choice. [too little pow-
er, about the right amount of power, too much power]

Q3. Corporations have ________ to influence pol-
itics, such as electoral outcomes and policy making. 
[too little power, about the right amount of power, 
too much power]

Q4. Which categories should be used to measure 
the harms of concentrated corporate power? To 
rank, please drag each item up and down until the 
order of the items reflects your prioritization of the 
items.

 y Harm to planetary health (ex. impact on health of 
air, water, or climate)

 y Harm to human health (ex. diminished living con-
ditions)

 y Harm to competitors (ex. inability to enter new 
markets and create alternatives)

 y Harm to consumers (ex. increased price of goods)
 y Harm to workers (ex. unsafe and unfair working 

conditions)
 y Harm to democracy (ex. unresponsive governments)

Q5. Which of these strategies for curbing corporate 
power do you believe is most politically feasible? 

To rank, please drag each item up and down until the 
order of the items reflects your prioritization of the 
items.

 y Increase government regulation of corporations
 y Increase government support for worker power
 y Make it more difficult for companies to acquire 

and merge with other companies
 y Break large companies up into smaller but still 

privately held companies
 y Nationalize certain companies or industries

Q6. Which of these strategies for curbing corporate 
power do you believe will most positively affect the 
well-being of people and society? To rank, please 
drag each item up and down until the order of the 
items reflects your prioritization of the items.

 y Increase government regulation of corporations
 y Increase government support for worker power
 y Make it more difficult for companies to acquire 

and merge with other companies
 y Break large companies up into smaller but still 

privately held companies
 y Nationalize certain companies or industries

Q7. Please indicate the level of priority that you 
believe policy advocates have set on the following 
corporate accountability policy actions. Please eval-
uate from “Not a Priority” to “High Priority.”

Q10. Please indicate what level of priority you 
believe should be set by policy advocates for each 
of the following corporate accountability policy ac-
tions. Please evaluate from “Not a Priority” to “High 
Priority.”
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A. The domestic corporate tax rate in the United 
States should be increased. In the United States, 
the average effective tax rate on corporate profits 
has fallen from roughly 50 percent in the 1950s 
to 21 percent today due to the 2017 Tax Cuts and 
Jobs Act reduction. 

B. Multinational corporations should pay taxes in the 
countries where they sell their goods and services, 
regardless of whether they are headquartered in 
those countries. For example, a US company that 
sells products in the US would pay taxes based on 
US tax law even if they are headquartered in the 
Cayman Islands.

C. The IRS should receive additional funding to 
increase the number of audits of large and mul-
tinational firms, develop tools better adapted 
for innovations in corporate tax practices, and 
increase staff and training for conducting au-
dits. The IRS budget has decreased by $2 billion 
since 2010. This results in an estimated $18 
billion in lost government revenue from  
tax collection.

D. The major intergovernmental bodies of advanced 
and advancing economies (G7 and G20) should 
agree to enforcing a minimum global corporate 
tax rate. 

Q8. To what rate should the domestic corporate tax 
rate be increased? Please select one.

 y 28% (Biden administration proposal)
 y 35% (before Trump administration cuts)
 y 52% (rate from 1952)
 y Higher than 52%
 y No increase

Q9. To what level should a global corporate tax rate 
be set? Please select one.

 y 15% (G7 proposal)
 y 21% (minimum compromise from international 

economists)
 y 25% (proposed by international economists)
 y Higher than 25%
 y No global corporate tax rate

Economic Globalization

Q33. Please indicate the level of priority that you 
believe policy advocates have set on the following 
economic globalization policy actions. Please evalu-
ate from “Not a Priority” to “High Priority.”

Q34. Please indicate what level of priority you 
believe should be set by policy advocates for each 
of the following economic globalization policy ac-
tions. Please evaluate from “Not a Priority” to “High 
Priority.”

Trade Agreements
A. The fast-track authority should be replaced with 

a more democratic process for brokering trade 
agreements.

B. The United States should negotiate trade agree-
ments through on-the-record public processes as 
required of other federal regulation. 

C. Congress should implement safeguards to limit 
the influence of corporations on trade advisory 
committees and include better representation of 
the public interest.

D. Congress should dismantle the use of Industry 
Trade Advisory Committees in US trade policy.

E. Congress should require that assessments of 
trade policies and agreements include racial and 
ethnic demographic information. [TARGETED] 

F. The Department of Labor’s Trade Adjustment 
Assistance program should be reauthorized and 
reformed to increase its scope, expand funds 
and outreach, make it easier for workers to get 
into the program, and ensure that the most mar-
ginalized workers, like Black workers, benefit 
from the program.

Global Investor Rights Frameworks
A. Investor-state disputes should be settled before 

national tribunals, in accordance with the host 
country’s legislation. 

B. Workers and the public should have standing 
against multinational corporations, i.e., the ability 
to bring claims for breaches of certain investment 
protections to the tribunal.

C. In the case of human rights violations by an inves-
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tor or company, investment treaties should explic-
itly respect the rights of the affected individuals 
or communities to seek additional recourse at the 
international level.

Global Intellectual Property Governance
A. The US government should support waivers that 

bypass the World Trade Organization’s (WTO’s) 
Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property 
Rights’ (TRIPS’) legal framework. Such waivers 
would expand access to technological recipes and 
infrastructures to produce COVID-19 vaccines in 
the Global South countries. 

B. The US government should support the indefi-
nite exemption of least developed countries from 
TRIPS in order to expand global development of 
technological and health infrastructure.

C. The US government should support the repeal of 
the WTO’s TRIPS.

D. The WTO should be dissolved and replaced with a 
new mechanism for regulating international trade 
that centers Indigenous peoples, front-line com-
munities, and least developed countries who are 
experiencing the worst of the climate crisis.

E. Trade agreements should bar pharmaceutical 
firms from claiming monopoly rights to lifesaving 
medicines. 

Finance

Q41. Please indicate the level of priority that you 
believe policy advocates have set on the following 
finance policy actions. Please evaluate from “Not a 
Priority” to “High Priority.”

Q42. Please indicate what level of priority you be-
lieve should be set by policy advocates for each of 
the following finance policy actions. Please evaluate 
from “Not a Priority” to “High Priority.”

A. The federal government should restore and in-
troduce legislation that shapes a financial system 
that serves the needs of people, such as limiting 
the amount of risk that banks can take or limiting 
the size of banks.

B. The federal government should cap the amount of 
debt that banks can bear and the accumulation of 
risk within a single financial institution.

C. The federal government should limit banks’ liabil-
ities to a share of gross domestic product in order 
to force a reduction in bank size.

D. The federal government should limit the capacity 
for creditors to collect the full debt on municipal 
and other bonds for cities and states at particular 
trigger moments, such as missed payments or 
other markers of a public revenue crisis.

E. The federal government should create and man-
age a public credit-rating agency for publicly trad-
ed debt, such as bonds issued by municipalities or 
private companies. 

F. The US federal government should expand ex-
isting pilots of postal banking to provide basic 
financial services and alternatives to predatory 
alternative financial institutions that are dispro-
portionately sited in low-income communities 
of color.

G. The US government should convert private 
banks to long-term public ownership after a 
financial crisis.

H. Federal, state, and local governments should limit 
the level of ownership outside investors can have 
on community development projects, such as 
requiring a minimum of 51% interest held by the 
public or community of a given locality.

Consumer Debt and Public Finance

Q12. Which of these debts do you believe should 
be prioritized for debt cancellation? Please rank all 
options. To rank, please drag each item up and down 
until the order of the items reflects your prioritization of 
the items.

1. Auto loan debt
2. Credit card debt
3. Medical debt
4. Mortgage debt 
5. Payday loan debt
6. Rent debt
7. Student loan debt (public)
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8. Student loan debt (private)
9. Water/utilities debt

Q14. Please indicate the level of priority that you 
believe policy advocates have set on the following 
consumer debt and public finance policy actions. 
Please evaluate from “Not a Priority” to “High 
Priority.”

Q15. Please indicate what level of priority you 
believe should be set by policy advocates for each 
of the following consumer debt and public finance 
policy actions. Please evaluate from “Not a Priority” 
to “High Priority.”

A. Postsecondary education should be a public good 
provided by the government free of cost. [UNI-
VERSAL] Postsecondary education includes asso-
ciate’s degrees, bachelor’s degrees, technical and 
vocational programs, and master’s programs. 

B. The federal government should make investments 
in postsecondary education to eliminate the costs 
of tuition and fees for low-income students. [TAR-
GETED BY INCOME]

C. The federal government should invest more re-
sources in Pell Grants to cover room, board, and 
non tuition expenses and to expand who is eligible 
to receive these grants. [TARGETED BY INCOME]

D. The federal government should finance postsec-
ondary education as one form of reparations to 
communities impacted by historic, racist policies, 
such as Black and Indigenous peoples. [TARGET-
ED BY RACE]

E. Individual or household payment for services 
related to living costs (housing, water, energy, 
health care, etc.) should be provided by the gov-
ernment free of cost. [UNIVERSAL]

F. Individual or household payment for services 
related to living costs (housing, water, energy, 
health care, etc.) should be targeted by income 
using locally administered, federally funded af-
fordability plans. [TARGETED BY INCOME]

G. The federal government should create and man-
age a public credit-rating agency for consumers.

Worker Rights

Q18. To what amount should the federal minimum 
wage be increased? [Select one]

 y $10–15
 y $16–20
 y $21–25
 y $26–$30
 y $31–$35
 y Above $35 

Q17. Please indicate the level of priority that you 
believe policy advocates have set on the following 
worker rights policy actions. Please evaluate from 
“Not a Priority” to “High Priority.”

Q19. Please indicate what level of priority you 
believe should be set by policy advocates for each 
of the following worker rights policy actions. Please 
evaluate from “Not a Priority” to “High Priority.”

Worker Protections
A. Labor law enforcement should be granted in-

creased funding and authority in order to inves-
tigate workers’ complaints and more proactively 
monitor workplace conditions. Such enforcement 
agencies include the Department of Labor, Equal 
Employment Opportunity Commission, and other 
federal, state and local enforcement agencies.

B. All workers should have the right to unionize and 
collectively bargain, including domestic, agricul-
tural, and undocumented workers; workers who 
are incarcerated; and workers with disabilities.

C. Citizenship status should be granted to all undoc-
umented workers.

D. More narrow parameters should be adopted for 
classifying workers as independent contractors. It 
is estimated that as many as 30 percent of em-
ployers misclassify some employees as indepen-
dent contractors, a status which leaves workers 
out of critical labor protections.

E. Labor protections should be expanded for work-
ers who are classified as independent contractors.

F. Noncompete agreements should be banned for all 
workers. Noncompete agreements ban workers at 
one company from going to work for, or starting, a 
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competing business within a certain period of time 
after leaving a job. 

Worker Representation
A. Sectors of the economy should be able to negoti-

ate wages and workers’ rights at the sectoral level 
rather than the firm level. For example, fast-food 
workers’ unions could negotiate wages and worker 
rights across the fast-food industry, rather than at 
the level of individual franchises.

B. Corporate boards should be required to have 
worker representatives with equal voting power.

C. All workers should be given financial shares (in 
for-profit setting) and voting power in their work-
place.

D. Workers should have access to necessary mate-
rial resources, such as union membership fees, to 
organize their workplace.  

Wages and Benefits
A. The federal minimum wage should be increased. 

As of July 2009, the federal minimum wage is 
$7.25 per hour. 

B. Minimum living wages should be pegged to the 
federal minimum wage plus flexible to local and 
hyperlocal cost of living.

C. The subminimum wage for tipped workers should 
be eliminated. For context, the wage for tipped 
workers has been frozen at $2.13 since 1991.

D. Paid sick leave and paid family leave should be 
standard for all workers.

E. A global living wage should be instituted. This 
wage would not be uniform across all countries, 
but rather based on a common formula.

F. A federal jobs guarantee in critical industries 
should be instituted for the most economically 
marginalized. [TARGETED BY INCOME] 

Democratic Rights

Q21. Please indicate the level of priority that you 
believe policy advocates have set on the following 
democratic rights policy actions. Please evaluate 
from “Not a Priority” to “High Priority.”

Q22. Please indicate what level of priority you 
believe should be set by policy advocates for each 
of the following democratic rights policy actions. 
Please evaluate from “Not a Priority” to “High Priority.” 

Campaign Finance
A. Limits should be set on money raised and spent 

by candidates and others in elections.
B. All campaign contribution data should be publicly 

accessible, such as donations from groups cur-
rently under no legal obligation to disclose their 
donors even if they spend to influence elections.

C. A public financing program powered by small 
dollar contributions should be instituted for state 
and local campaigns.

D. People who are eligible to vote should be verified 
and registered automatically nationwide.

Access to the Vote
A. All people with felony offenses should be granted 

the right to vote in local, state, and federal elections.
B. All incarcerated people should be granted the 

right to vote in local, state, and federal elections.
C. All US residents—not just citizens—should be 

granted the right to vote in local, state, and feder-
al elections.

Political Representation
A. The electoral college system should be eliminated.
B. The Senate filibuster should be eliminated.
C. Congress should create a uniform set of rules 

for how districts should be drawn, including 
requiring states to prioritize protections for 
communities of color and keeping geographically 
concentrated communities with shared interests 
(often referred to as “communities of interest”) 
together. 

D. Congress should require states to use indepen-
dent redistricting commissions to draw congres-
sional maps.

E. For federal districting considerations, incarcer-
ated persons should be counted in their home 
communities rather than where they are incarcer-
ated. In prison-based gerrymandering, incarcer-
ated persons are counted in the jurisdiction where 
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they are incarcerated rather than in their home 
communities. 

F. Statehood should be granted to the District of 
Columbia, which would grant congressional rep-
resentation to the district’s residents.

G. All members of Congress should be granted full 
voting power. There are currently six nonvoting 
members representing Washington, DC, Puerto 
Rico, American Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mari-
ana Islands, District of Columbia, and the US Virgin 
Islands. Nonvoting delegates from the Cherokee 
and Choctaw nation have also been named in 
unfulfilled treaty obligations.

H. Congress should refrain from obstructing the 
right of US territories and federally recognized 
tribes to pursue a process of decolonization and 
self-determination of their preferred political 
status. Such communities include Puerto Rico, 
Guam, the US Virgin Islands, American Samoa, 
the Northern Mariana Islands, and 574 federally 
recognized tribes.

APPE N D IX  3

Data Books
Please visit the following link to a view-only 
Google Doc with data books, including further 
disaggregation by respondent type.

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1aqbXVFcCe60DVVMTYFqTr02jtw04S2OVz7_7LDBwXzk/edit#gid=480894175
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