This Old House

"Rebuilding the Republic, Brick by Brick"

‘

e G alaTa ) -, The Johnny Appleseed Approach

the Structure is strong but the
Foundation needs repair.

The Long View From 1964 is political commentary for the Americans who can't find
their checkbox. As non-partisan as I could make it.

I cast my first vote in 1968. For four years I was old enough to fight, bleed, and die
for my country, but not old enough to cast a vote. I cast a vote yesterday in the Oregon
primary. Twenty-one thousand fourteen days between those two moments at the ballot
box — and I’m ready for the next one.

Are you?

In the Foundation Bricks series I offer suggestions. But nothing will ever change if
you don't exercise your right to vote.






Foundation Series — What Good Government Actually Requires
The series is currently 11 Bricks Plus a couple of extras.

The Long View From 1964 is political commentary for the Americans who can’t find
their checkbox. As non-partisan as I could make it.

The series left a hole. If this is what we have, if this is where we are, where does the
future lie? As I dissected what felt broken I had to ask myself what would fix it. The
building was strong but the foundation had rotted. Could it be saved? I think it can.

I cast my first vote in 1968. I recently cast a vote in the Oregon primaries. Twenty-two
thousand four hundred and seventy-four days between those two moments at the ballot
box, and I’'m ready for the next one.

I wrote this during the 47" Presidency, a time I felt our nation was at a very dangerous
tipping point between radical right wing autocracy or fascism and fear of losing the very
foundation of our democracy. I did not try to make my suggestions as a Democrat,
because I am not of the party. To use the terminology of 2026, I am what would
officially be called a RINO, slang for Republican in Name Only. In my view, a True
Republican of the Eisenhower flavor. So today, I guess I am an independent with a lower
case ‘I’

In the Foundation Bricks series I offer suggestions. But nothing will ever change if you
don’t exercise your right to vote, and you don’t make suggestions.

Bill Jones

These are just suggestions on what we should try to be, instead of what we have
become.



Fast times in DC.

Who could have guessed one person could do so much damage in so little
time? Boy did we get blindsided.

But who is to blame?

The ugly answer is you, me, and the rest of the sheep basking in the sun, being
spoon fed from the easy café.

The power will be taken from Trump. That’s a given. The question is who ends
up with it.

And what they do with it.

That question is what the rest of this series is about.



Brick One - Accountability
Accountability.

Not the political science version. Not the talking point. The real thing. The kind you
learn before you're old enough to vote.

When you break something you admit it. There is no rug. There is no sweeping. You live
with what you have and if you don't have it you earn it. If you make a promise you keep
it, or you have a legitimate reason for not doing so that you share with the people you
made it to.

That's it. That's the foundation.

Everything else, healthcare, infrastructure, justice, national security, the institutions we
depend on daily without noticing, sits on top of that one simple principle. Remove it and
nothing else holds. The walls crack. The roof comes down. The building that took two
hundred and fifty years to construct becomes a very expensive pile of rubble with gold
curtains.

We have watched what happens when accountability disappears from the top.

I will lower your taxes. What goes unspoken is that someone's benefits will pay for it. I
will protect your benefits. What goes unspoken is where the money comes from. The
empty promise isn't always an outright lie. Sometimes it's just half the truth delivered
with enough confidence that nobody does the math until the bill arrives.

The bill always arrives.

Presidential immunity is the legal formalization of unaccountability. The Supreme
Court's 2024 decision didn't create the problem, it just removed the last pretense that the
problem didn't exist. When the president does it it isn't illegal. Nixon said that too. It
didn't work then because the institution held.

The institution didn't hold this time.

Which means the foundation has to be rebuilt with something stronger than institutional
habit and assumed good faith. The founders were obsessed with this question. They had
just lived under a king. Every check, every balance, every separation of power was the
answer to one central anxiety, what happens when the wrong person gets the power?



They built a back door. A way to stop something. Checks and balances as the
architectural response to the certainty that power will eventually be held by someone
who shouldn't have it.

That back door has to be properly locked from both sides. No presidential immunity.
Full stop. The same standard applied to the person signing the orders as to the person
receiving them.

To require fidelity requires fidelity.

That covers governance and marriage and institutional trust and the social contract
simultaneously. You cannot demand loyalty from a country you are actively betraying.
You cannot require honesty from institutions you are actively corrupting. You cannot ask
the American people to follow rules you have granted yourself immunity from.

One standard. No exceptions. No immunity.
That is the foundation.

Without it nothing else we build will stand.



Brick Two - Term Limits

The Second Brick What Good Government Actually Requires, Part Two

If accountability is the foundation then the second brick is simple.
Nobody stays forever.

Term limits. Age accountability. The systematic removal of dead wood before it
becomes the structure itself. The recognition that in any healthy organization, a business,
a military unit, a family, the inability to remove someone who has outlived their
effectiveness isn't loyalty. It's institutional rot.

We have watched what happens when people stay too long. The institution bends around
them rather than them serving the institution. J. Edgar Hoover ran the FBI for 48 years.
Nobody could remove him because nobody could afford the cost of trying. That is not a
feature of good government. That is a cautionary tale that we apparently need to be told
more than once.

On Age

A hard cutoff number is both cruel and imprecise. Minds age differently. A 79 year old
with a video tape memory and fifty years of accumulated pattern recognition may serve
better than a 55 year old running on talking points and donor calls. A number on a birth
certificate tells you nothing useful.

What tells you something useful is behavior.

A committee empowered to evaluate and recommend further medical and mental
evaluation when behavior becomes noticeable. Not partisan. Not elected. Drawn from
retired judges, physicians, and civic leaders with staggered appointments designed to
insulate from political pressure. The process itself is the deterrent, most people
approaching genuine cognitive decline would rather resign than submit to public
evaluation.

The goal isn't to humiliate. It's to create a dignified off ramp before the institution
suffers.

On Term Limits

The structure matters as much as the limit.



A president at two four year terms has enough time to govern without enough time to
become permanent. A senator at two six year terms, twelve years, learns the job properly
and builds something durable without becoming a resident. A representative on perpetual
two year cycles is always campaigning and never governing. Move them to four year
terms. Give them enough runway to actually do the work.

The goal is sufficient time to be effective without sufficient time to become immovable.
On the Two Party System

Here is the brick that will make everyone uncomfortable.

Eliminate it.

Not reform it. Not balance it. Remove the institutional infrastructure that makes it the
only viable option. No party designations on ballots. No party primaries with public
funding. No party based committee assignments in Congress.

Watch what happens to the PACs when there are no teams to back. Watch what happens
to the dark money when the jersey colors disappear. Citizens United becomes
considerably less useful when there is no party machinery to funnel the money into.

This isn't naive. It's the recognition that the two party system has become the primary
mechanism for preventing exactly the accountability the foundation requires.

On Compensation
If we require fidelity we require fidelity.

Public servants receive public servant compensation. A PERS program like other
government employees. Healthcare through the same options available to federal
workers. A pathway into continued government service for those who want to contribute
after their term ends.

No golden umbrellas. No lifetime pensions after a single term. No healthcare for life
unavailable to the constituents who funded it.

The same standard applied to the person making the rules as the person living under
them.

That is the second brick.

Nobody stays forever. Nobody lives above the system they were elected to serve.



Brick Three — The Cabinet, Party Favors

The Third Brick What Good Government Actually Requires, Part Three

There is a tradition in American politics so embedded that most people never question it.

The president wins. The president hands out cabinet positions. The cabinet positions go
to the people who helped the president win, donors, allies, loyalists, true believers, and
occasionally someone who spent the entire campaign calling for the department they
now run to be abolished.

We call this governing.
It isn't.

It is the thank you gift system dressed up as executive leadership. Party favors with
confirmation hearings. And while career civil servants generally do the actual work
underneath the political appointees, the damage happens when the unqualified person at
the top starts making policy. Policy driven not by expertise or national interest but by the
ideology, ego, or donor relationships of someone who got the job because they made the
right phone calls at the right time.

The confirmation process was supposed to prevent the worst of this. In theory Congress
evaluates the nominee and decides whether they are qualified to lead a critical
department. In practice, as we have watched in painful real time, partisan confirmation is
theater. When the system is controlled by one party the hearings become a formality and
the outcome is predetermined regardless of qualification.

So here is the question the third brick asks.
What if the president didn't pick the cabinet?

Not entirely. Not unilaterally. What if the senior positions in critical departments,
Defense, State, Justice, Intelligence, the Federal Reserve, were filled by professionals
who advanced through their own institutional ranks on merit, competence, and
demonstrated performance? The way military officers advance. The way career
diplomats advance. The way the civil service was designed to work before political
appointees started parachuting in over the people who actually know the job.

The president would then work within that professional framework to accomplish the
agenda the voters elected them to execute.



Which brings us to the vice president.

Right now the vice president is chosen to win a state, appeal to a demographic, or
balance a ticket geographically. They are an electoral calculation wearing the costume of
a governing partner. Your running mate is whoever helps you win. What happens after
winning is a separate conversation.

What if it wasn't?

What if the vice president was required to be a genuine working partner, someone who
shared the governing agenda, complemented the president's specific weaknesses, and
was capable of actually running the country if called upon? Not a campaign asset. A co-
architect.

That changes everything downstream.

A president who has to pick a genuine partner picks differently than a president
assembling an electoral coalition. A ticket built around a shared agenda attracts a cabinet
built around executing that agenda. If the country faces a climate crisis the executive
team running on clean energy solutions has the expertise and the congressional backing
to address it. If national security is the crisis the team built around genuine military and
diplomatic competence has the credibility to lead.

There would still be infighting. There will always be infighting. Human nature doesn't
get reformed by better institutional design.

But more handshakes and less backstabbing is not a naive hope. It is what happens when
you change the incentive structure. Right now the incentive is loyalty to one person.
Change the incentive to competence in service of a shared agenda and the culture
follows the incentive.

The military figured this out. You do not hand the Joint Chiefs to someone's campaign
donor. You advance through the ranks, demonstrate competence at every level, and earn
the position. The fact that this system was recently dismantled in favor of loyalty
appointments is not an argument against the system. It is the strongest possible argument
for protecting it with something more durable than institutional habit and assumed good
faith.

Professional advancement. Merit confirmation. A vice president who is a partner not a
prop. A cabinet built to execute an agenda rather than reward the people who funded it.



Before We Go Any Further A Reality Check

Before we go any further building a foundation for the future we have to stop and look
at reality.

What we have is a mess. A partisan battlefield where ninety percent of the effort and
legislation is directed toward power, who is in charge and who is making the rules. And
the needs of the people are in reality not taken into consideration. Oh, lip service is
given on every stump any good politician can find to state their cause. And their cause is
to get themselves reelected.

So in all honesty, is this a pipe dream? Are we just sitting here grooving to Grace Slick
singing White Rabbit?

Or is this doable.
I believe it is. Can it be done overnight? No. But it can be done.

Honesty point number two. Who will be the strongest opponents to effective change?
The entrenched politicians themselves. They voted for their own terms, their own pay,
their own retirement, their own power. They don't want to give it up.

Well. F them.

What it will take is us. But not just us in numbers, an educated us. An involved us. It is
like wanting to look like Arnold Schwarzenegger or Cheryl Ladd while eating another
pint of Hdagen-Dazs. It isn't going to happen without the exercise. You need muscles
before you can flex them.

Think of what I am proposing as a blueprint in its early stages. Something to be thrown
around, talked about, redrawn, picked apart and rewritten. And when you're done, go
back and compare it to the original and start building. That is, if you truly want
something better.

It isn't going to magically appear on its own.

We will talk about many things. Healthcare, what should we expect, what do we want,
and what is actually reasonable? It's easy to say free healthcare but someone still has to
pay for it. Education, what good is a PhD if you can't get a job? Maybe trade schools are
a good thing. Should the Washington reflecting pool reflect something worth reflecting
or just be a pretty shade of blue? The list could go on forever. But I'm old, so I promise
you it will be a reasonable list.



And we will address capitalism. After all it is what got us here. I am all for it. But let's
put it in perspective. Who gets what and how much is enough?

It's all about the seeds. You need to supply the earth, the water and the fertilizer, if any
can be found under the current regime.

We also need a label. We all like labels. We need labels. It's the American Way. This is
supposed to be a Democratic Republic we live in.

I'm not so sure that label fits very well anymore.
What do you think?

The obvious goal with this set of foundation bricks isn't to fix the broken system. It's to
provide a structure with enough strength that it cannot be so easily broken and
manipulated again.

The strength comes from simplicity.

Not complexity.
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Brick Four - The Judicial Branch

The Fourth Brick What Good Government Actually Requires — Part Four
The Judicial Branch

The Supreme Court was never designed to be a political prize.

It has become one anyway.

Every president now treats Supreme Court appointments as the most important legacy
decision of their term, not because they care deeply about judicial philosophy but
because they are buying future outcomes. The pocket justice. The reliable vote. The
insurance policy wearing a robe.

The result is a court whose decisions are predictable before the arguments are heard.
Everyone knows which way each justice will rule on any politically charged question
because everyone knows who appointed them and what was expected in return. That is
not justice. That is scorekeeping in robes.

The fix is not complicated. It is just threatening to the people who benefit from the
current arrangement.

More justices. Randomly assigned. Term limited. Appointed by peers not presidents.

Not a specific number, the number is less important than the principle. Enough justices
that no single president can stack the composition. Assigned to rotating panels by lottery
so nobody can predict which justices will hear which case. Appointed by their fellow
jurists rather than by the politician who wants to own their vote. Term limited to twelve
or eighteen years, long enough to develop genuine expertise, short enough to prevent the
court from calcifying around a single political moment.

The lottery is the key. You cannot game a random draw. You cannot have a justice in
your pocket if you don't know which pocket they'll be sitting in when your case arrives.
The pipeline between political appointment and predetermined outcome gets broken not
by ideology but by randomness.

But the most important brick in the judicial wall has nothing to do with composition.
It has to do with enforcement.

Right now the Supreme Court can rule and the executive branch can say no. And nothing
happens. The court has no army. The court has no marshals with actual authority. The
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court has strongly worded opinions and the assumption that the executive branch will
comply because it always has before.

That assumption has been tested and found wanting.
Here is a question worth sitting with.

Every lower court in America has enforcement authority. A district judge can hold
anyone in contempt and have them detained. Federal marshals exist specifically to
enforce court orders at every level of the federal judiciary.

Except the highest one.

The Supreme Court, the final word on constitutional law, the last institutional check on
executive power, operates on the honor system.

What good is the honor system if no one honors it?
We have now seen what happens when that hope runs out.

At what point do we acknowledge that the highest court in the land deserves at least the
enforcement authority we grant to every court below it?

The Supreme Court needs its own enforcement mechanism. A Marshal's service with the
specific authority to detain anyone, anyone, that the court by majority vote determines is
willfully operating outside their constitutional limits and has become a national threat.

No exceptions. No immunity. No rank that places a person beyond the reach of a court
order.

The moment a president, or anyone else, can look at a Supreme Court ruling and
respond with effective impunity the entire architecture of the republic becomes
decorative. Pretty columns on a building with no foundation.

The court says no and the no has to mean something.
That is the fourth brick.

Not a perfect court. Not an infallible court. Just one that cannot be owned before the
case is filed and cannot be ignored after the ruling is issued.

Justice without enforcement is just a word.
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Brick Five - The FCC and The News
The FCC, The First Amendment, and The News That Used to Be News

The founding charter of the Federal Communications Commission is the
Communications Act of 1934, an independent federal mandate enacted by Congress to
regulate the airwaves in the public interest.

I encourage everyone to look it up. Read what it was designed to do. Then compare that
to what it is currently doing.

The gap is the story.

The airwaves are public property. Broadcast licenses are issued in the public trust, not as
private rights but as public obligations. The entity that receives a license to use the
public airwaves accepts a responsibility to serve the public interest. That was the
founding principle. That was the deal.

Somewhere along the way the deal changed.

Today a handful of corporations own most of what Americans see and hear. When that
many outlets are controlled by that few owners the news stops being news and becomes
something else. Call it perspective. Call it editorial direction. Call it what it actually is,
propaganda with a news desk and a theme song.

This will be worth repeating in future segments because it touches everything. An
informed citizenry is the foundation under the foundation. You cannot have
accountability without information. You cannot have meaningful elections without
accurate news. You cannot have a functioning democracy when the information
ecosystem is owned by people with specific financial and political interests in what you
believe.

Now add the Inspector Generals.

We have them. Or we had them. Their purpose is straightforward, independent oversight
of the agencies they monitor, specifically designed to catch corruption and prevent
regulatory capture. A check on the checkers. An independent eye on the people making
the rules.

The current administration fired most of them.
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The same oversight that would have monitored what the administration itself was doing,
gone. Not restructured. Not replaced. Removed. Because independent oversight of your
own behavior is inconvenient when your behavior requires oversight.

This is not a political attack. It is an illustration of exactly why the executive branch
needs hard limits on what it can and cannot touch. There need to be areas of the civil
service where executive orders have little to no effect. Where the order arrives and the
response is not a court challenge but a rubbish bin. Some things should simply be
beyond the reach of any single administration regardless of who won the last election.

The FCC is one of those things.

Its job is regulation. Monitor acquisitions. Prevent monopolies. Protect the public
interest in the airwaves it licenses. What is not, what should not be, in its charter is any
role in determining what speech is acceptable to the current occupant of the White
House.

And yet.

For anyone paying attention, look up the details of what happened with Jimmy Kimmel,
Stephen Colbert, and the Daily Show. The FCC was used as a direct instrument of
executive pressure to coerce networks into dropping programming the president found
unfavorable. Not illegal content. Not obscenity. Programming he didn't like.

That is not regulation. That is a threat wearing a regulatory costume.

In our new foundation the safeguards have to be structural not assumed. No presidential
pressure moves the needle because the president cannot fire the people holding the
needle. Independence is not a courtesy, it is an architecture. Built in. Locked. Not
dependent on the good faith of whoever currently holds power.

I can remember when the news was presented as news. Facts. This is what is happening.
If an outlet wanted to offer opinion it was called an editorial and labeled as such. The
separation was clear and it was honored because the public expected it and the license
required it.

That line has been erased. Rebuilding it requires more than nostalgia. It requires
structural protection with enforceable consequences.

You cannot have the First Amendment and suppress it simultaneously. That is not how
the system was designed to work.
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And here is the danger that goes beyond any single administration or any single network
or any single late night host who said something unflattering.

When you find a way to circumvent one rule, even a small one, even quietly, even with a
plausible justification, the next rule becomes easier. And the one after that. The erosion
is always gradual until suddenly it isn't gradual at all.

There need to be consequences.
Fast ones. Enforceable ones.

The First Amendment is not a suggestion. It is the first brick for a reason.
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Brick Six — Capitalism
The Sixth Brick What Good Government Actually Requires Part Six
Capitalism How Much Is Enough?

I am not an economist. I have trouble balancing my own checkbookto the point that I
haven't written a check in years. I live by the debit card and rely on the bank to keep
score. They make fewer mistakes than I do.

So take what follows for what it is. Not economic theory. Just observation from someone
who has been inside the system long enough to see where the seams are coming apart.

I believe in capitalism. I believe in free enterprise. I believe we should be innovative and
be rewarded for that innovation. I was part of the technological revolution the gin joints
of Tektronix and Intel and my own consulting work and I watched what genuine
innovation looks like when it builds something real.

That's the capitalism I believe in.
Where I get lost is somewhere between that and here.

We once built enterprises that built a nation. Railroads. Steel. Highways. Infrastructure
that everyone eventually lived inside regardless of whether they owned a share of it. The
Carnegies and Vanderbilts exploited labor that's documented and true but the byproduct
was a physical country that generations inherited.

What does the new generation of concentrated wealth build?

Delivery systems. Platforms. Apps that monetize your attention and sell it back to you as
connection. The byproduct this time isn't a nation. It's a customer base and a stock price.

I don't have a clean answer to when enough is enough. I haven't reached that threshold
myself so I'm not casting stones. And I'm aware that most obscene wealth exists on
paper investment portfolios, unrealized gains, numbers on screens rather than cash in
hand.

But somewhere on the path to obscene riches somebody has been cheating the system.
The system the rest of us have to play by. The loopholes didn't appear by accident they
were written in by people who benefited from them being there and protected by people
who were paid to keep them open.
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Plug the loopholes. Levy fair taxes against the structure. Not punitive. Not confiscatory.
Fair. And if the structure can't survive fair taxation here then perhaps the wealth
shouldn't be made here.

Simple idea. Complicated execution. Which is why you hire people smart enough to
figure out the nuts and bolts which is itself the argument for competent government
rather than a government of loyalists and donors.

If Coca Cola owned Pepsi and Dr Pepper there would be no competitive pricing. There
would be one price whatever they decided to charge. We have agencies designed
specifically to prevent that concentration. Anti-monopoly regulation exists because we
learned the hard way what happens without it.

We are currently in a period of deliberate deregulation. Sold as freedom for business to
grow. What it actually produces when the major players are left to their own devicesis
consolidation until competition disappears and the consumer pays whatever the
monopoly decides they pay.

Deregulation without oversight isn't freedom. It's the slow removal of the rules that kept
the game fair for everyone playing it.

One more thing worth noting before we move on.

The most overlooked corner of capitalism is the small business. The licensed electrician.
The plumber. The person who showed up at my house with a high pressure rooter and a
camera and charged me six hundred dollars for an hour of work.

Good for them. Seriously. That's skilled labor commanding fair market value and I
begrudge them nothing.

We'll talk more about trade schools and education in the next brick. But the point worth
making here is that capitalism works best when it works at every level not just at the top
where the delivery systems and platforms live but at the street level where someone with
a license and a truck and a set of skills can build a life without a college degree and a
venture capital round.

That's the capitalism worth preserving.

The other kind needs some work.
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Brick Seven - Education

The Education Brick What Good Government Actually Requires
Education in America has a marketing problem.

For decades the message was simple get a degree and get a job. The degree became the
credential and the credential became the promise. Nobody mentioned that the promise
had an expiration date or that the debt was forever.

We need a more honest conversation.
The Social Contract Model

If the public invests in your education the public has a right to expect something back.
Not repayment with interest service. A known, transparent agreement made before the
first dollar is spent.

We fund your medical degree. You spend three years at a VA hospital or an under served
rural clinic. We fund your nursing degree. You serve in a community that needs you. We
fund your accounting degree. You spend two years at the IRS or the GSA.

This is not radical. It is the oldest social contract in the book. The military has operated
this way for generations we train you, you serve, you earn the benefit. The difference is
we need that model applied beyond the military and into the civilian professions the
country actually needs more of.

The deal is simple. The terms are known upfront. And the payback is productive rather
than just financial the country gets doctors in the places doctors don't go, nurses in the

communities that can't afford to recruit them, and accountants who actually understand
the systems they're auditing.

The Credential Is Not The Job

A white collar education does not promise a white collar job. It never honestly did but
the myth persisted long enough to saddle a generation with debt for degrees that
prepared them for a world that was already changing while they were still in class.

Artificial intelligence is reshaping entry level positions. That is real and it is
accelerating. But it does not change the fundamental human requirement at the core of
most work. Claude is not walking in the door, shaking a hand, and drinking a cup of
coffee. That is still on the human.
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What it does change is what preparation for that work actually needs to look like.
Knowing how to effectively use the tools that exist is now as important as the credential
that gets you in the door. The education system has not caught up to that reality. It needs
to.

The Trade School Gap
Here is the most important and most under addressed part of this brick.

The federal government currently has one primary pipeline into trade education the
military. That is not enough and it was never designed for this purpose.

Look up the pay scales for licensed electricians. Price a plumber. Find out what a
licensed HVAC technician charges per hour. The market has already answered the
question of whether these skills are valuable. The answer is yes emphatically and
increasingly.

What is missing is a federal civilian pathway to trade certification that carries the same
social contract as the degree programs. We fund your training as an electrician, a welder,
a medical technician, a licensed trades person of any kind. You serve your community
with that skill for a defined period at a wage that reflects the investment.

The private sector cannot fill this gap alone. It was never designed to. This is exactly the
kind of investment in people, in capability, in the infrastructure of daily life that
government exists to make.

The person who keeps the lights on and the water running and the roads safe is not less
valuable than the person with the credential and the debt.

It is time the education system said so clearly.

And it is time the federal government built a path that reflects it.
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Brick Eight - Healthcare
The Healthcare Brick What Good Government Actually Requires

Healthcare in America is not broken.
That is not a comfortable statement. But it is an accurate one.

It is strained. It is expensive. It is fragmented, administratively bloated, and structurally
misaligned in ways that cost lives and savings simultaneously. But it functions
imperfectly, unevenly, and at enormous cost for most of the people it serves most of the
time.

Understanding the difference between broken and strained matters before we talk about
fixing anything.

Over the past year this platform has published an extensive series examining exactly
what the American healthcare system isnot what politicians say it is, not what we wish it
were, but what it actually is. How the money moves. Where the risk lands. Who absorbs
the consequences when care can't wait. Why insurance and healthcare are not the same
thing even though we treat them as if they are.

That work is here if you want it. It will not tell you who to vote for. It will not tell you
that one system is superior to another. It will tell you how the machine works which is
the only honest starting point for any conversation about changing it.

If interested please use our menu selection HEALTHCARE, articles are offered in two
index orders, last related published at the top, and on the right side column, in original
published order.

If you prefer, a combined presentation is available here. HEALTHCARE COMBINED.

So here is the healthcare brick. Not a policy prescription. Not a wish list. Just three
honest observations.

First - this is what we have.

A layered hybrid system. Part market. Part public. Part employer obligation. Part
individual burden. Already half funded by government programs. Already heavily
regulated in some places and completely unregulated in others. Not socialized medicine.
Not free market. Something messier and more complicated than either label suggests.

Are we okay with it?
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Not as a political question. As a personal one. The system described in this series is not a
conspiracy or a failure of compassion. It is a structure built over decades by people
solving real problems with the tools available at the time. Layers were added for
reasons. Each layer solved something and created something else.

The honest question is whether the accumulated result still serves the people it was built
for.

Second - want is not a policy.

Saying I want free healthcare changes nothing. Neither does I want to keep what I have.
Want is not a funding mechanism. Want is not a transition plan for 150 million people
currently covered through employers. Want is not an answer to what happens to hospital
revenue when payment rates change overnight.

The people who benefit most from the want debate are the people who need you
distracted from the structural debate. As long as the conversation stays at the level of
what we want we never get to the harder and more useful question of what is actually
achievable and how.

Third - the realistic lever is insurance structure.

Not who builds the hospitals. Not whether your doctor works for the government. Not a
binary choice between the system we have and a system that exists nowhere in the form
being promised.

The realistic lever is how risk is pooled. How pricing is negotiated. How the
administrative layers between you and your care get simplified. How the 8 to 12 cents of
every dollar currently absorbed by billing, coding, prior authorization and claims
processing gets redirected toward the care it was supposed to fund.

That's where the flow can be diverted.

For those truly interested in Healthcare in America I have done extensive research into
the nuts and bolts of what makes up our existing healthcare system as of 2026 and am
currently working on our current insurance structures and how Healthcare for all could
be structured.

Both can be found at https://elephantsinkroom.com/ Just look at the menus.
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Brick Nine — Environment
The Environment Brick What Good Government Actually Requires
This is a balanced world.

Or it was. Ecologically, the planet developed over billions of years into a self-correcting
system. Not perfect. Not static. But capable of absorbing disruption and finding
equilibrium, when left with enough margin to do so.

We have been removing the margin.

There is no ideological argument required here. No party position needed. Just the
observation that we are spending principal and calling it income. Extracting what took
millennia to accumulate and booking it as this quarter's profit.

That is not economics. That is the oldest con in the book.

We are not against using resources. That is not the argument. Every civilization in
human history has used the resources available to it. The argument is against exploiting
them foolishly when other clear options exist. And the options exist.

Wind farms. Solar farms. Solar on homes and buildings that sit in the sun regardless of
whether anyone harvests it. Mini nuclear plants currently in development that can be
transported on flatbeds and deployed where the grid is weakest. The technology is not
theoretical. It is here or nearly here and arriving faster than the political conversation has
managed to acknowledge.

We know that harnessing ocean water for industrial cooling and dumping the heat back
into the sea does damage that compounds quietly until it isn't quiet anymore. Eighteen
whale deaths in Washington state in a single year. The ocean does not issue press
releases. It just changes. And when it changes enough the change is no longer reversible
on any timeline that matters to anyone alive.

The alternatives are not perfect. Batteries require metals. Mining those metals creates its
own environmental cost. Recycling infrastructure has not kept pace with the technology

it needs to process. These are real problems.

But here is what history actually shows when we choose to look honestly at it.
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Human beings have solved most of their self-created environmental problems when they
chose to.

The ozone layer was healing after we chose to address it. Rivers that caught fire stopped
catching fire after we chose to address it. Species pulled back from the edge of

extinction when we chose to address them.

The technology exists. The alternatives exist. The knowledge of what we are doing and
what it costs exists.

The only variable is the last one.
When he chooses to.

That choice, made collectively, structurally, with the kind of policy teeth that don't
disappear when the next administration arrives, is the brick.

Not a perfect environmental policy. Not a zero extraction economy. Just the honest
acknowledgment that exploitation without limit is not capitalism. It is not freedom. It is
not progress.

It is greed. And more greed.

Every Trump golf course should be turned into a wind farm.

He does supply enough hot air.
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Brick Ten - Immigration and Social Services
The Immigration and Social Services Brick What Good Government Actually Requires

In the beginning, and in many ways it was before there was light, this nation needed to
be built. And to build it, it needed people.

Johnny Appleseed planted apple seeds. They sprouted apple trees. Lots of apple trees
produce lots and lots of apples.

This brings us to two intertwined topics that get separated in political debate but belong
together in honest conversation. People. And the services that allow people to contribute.

I don't have an easy answer. Nobody does. But before we can assign an answer we have
to accept both the reality of the problem and the reality of the blessing.

The Statue of Liberty holds aloft a torch of welcome. She is not extending her middle
finger and charging an entrance fee.

France gifted us that great work of art in 1885. Our need for immigrants was different
then. But our need hasn't disappeared, it has changed. The requirement for screening and
regulation cannot be overstated. But remember those apples.

Those apples rotting on the ground because you are too good to go harvest them.

Yes. You.

The media shows us undocumented farm workers as if this is a new and alarming
development. In 1885 we welcomed farm workers and cobblers, not apple pie bakers but
shoemakers. Today we still need farm workers. We also need talented engineers, skilled
tradespeople, and everything in between. And if you believe you have a bad job because
of an immigrant you are genuinely unable to look in the mirror.

Our needs haven't really changed. Our honesty about them has.

Any clear eyed person can see the need for immigrants. They can also see why people
aren't flooding our shores with pockets full of cash. They come with what they have and
they work with what they find. We need to help them get established. That means social
services. Not as charity. As investment in the people who are going to harvest the apples
and build the houses and pay into the system.
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This is not about rapists, grifters, or predators. We don't have to look at immigrants to
find those.

Now the social services argument, and here is where the two threads become one.

What about your neighbor? The kids next door who look hungry. The single mother. The
children who need vaccinations or fell and broke an arm. The family whose father was
just laid off. The farmer who lost his crops because someone in power decided to take

away his fertilizer subsidy to settle a political score.

We need social services. They are generally provided by the states and generally backed
by the federal government. There was a reason for this. A good one.

Social service programs and their funding must be protected from the whims of any
politician regardless of who holds the office. Threatening to cut funding because a
district voted against you should be an impeachable offense. Full stop. No exceptions.
No party exemptions.

We are a wealthy country. We are, when we choose to be, a compassionate one. We
should never fail to provide basic services to the people who need them. Not because it
is politically convenient. Because it is who we said we were when we put that torch in
Lady Liberty's hand.

And here is the cold hard fact that nobody wants to say out loud.

An undocumented but employed immigrant pays into Social Security and Medicare
every paycheck. They will never be able to collect retirement benefits from either
program.

We are accusing them of draining a system they are subsidizing.

That is not an immigration problem.

That is a mirror problem.

Look down if you want. Or look in.

25



Brick Eleven - Public Investment
Public Investment, Who Owns The Future?
Something has been happening quietly that deserves more attention than it's getting.

The United States government now holds roughly a 10% equity stake in Intel. It has
secured equity positions in rare earth mining and U.S. Steel. Bernie Sanders has
proposed the government acquiring a 50% equity share of Al technology companies
through a tax structure.

The era of public investment in private industry is not coming. It is already here.

The question nobody is asking clearly enough is, who controls those stakes? Who
manages the money? What voting rights does the government hold? And most
importantly, who benefits?

Because right now the answer to that last question is not the American people.

The Alaska Model

The Alaska Permanent Fund is the most successful example of public benefit investment
in American history. When Alaska's oil was extracted the state recognized a simple
principle, this is a public resource being monetized by private companies and citizens
should receive a direct share of the value generated.

Alaskans receive annual dividends. Not promises. Not infrastructure projects named
after politicians. Actual checks.

One reason the model has survived decades of political change is exactly that tangibility.
Citizens see the benefit directly. Politicians find it very difficult to raid a fund that sends
checks to voters.

Al Is A Natural Resource
Here is the argument that reframes everything.

Artificial intelligence is built on the collective knowledge of humanity. Every book ever
written. Every scientific paper ever published. Every conversation, creative work, and
piece of human expression ever digitized. Living and dead, we all contributed to the
foundation these systems are built on.
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That makes AI a public resource being monetized by private companies.

Sound familiar?

If Alaska's oil wealth belongs partly to Alaskans, if the value extracted from a public
resource should benefit the public, then the wealth generated by Al belongs partly to all
of us. Not to the handful of people who happened to own the compute infrastructure
when the moment arrived.

Think of public pension funds. Teachers' retirement funds own enormous amounts of
stock in American companies. But teachers don't decide what products those companies
build. Ownership and control are not the same thing.

That distinction is everything.

The Public Investment Authority

What is needed is not government control of AI companies. It is a structured,
independent, constitutional firewall between public ownership and political
manipulation.

Call it the Public Investment Authority.

Independent management. Multi-year board terms that survive changes in
administration. Strict conflict of interest rules. No elected officials serving on the board.
No lobbying employment afterward. Annual public audits. Full transparency.

We must be honest about what we are building against.

Politicians will try to abuse it. Corporations will try to capture it. Lobbyists will try to
influence it. Insiders will try to profit from it.

The time to build the safeguards is at the beginning, not after the insider trading scandals
arrive. And they will arrive if the structure isn't right from the start.

No insider trading. No elected officials. Fixed terms. Independent audits. Public
transparency.
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A fund that politicians cannot raid. A fund that sends tangible benefits to citizens rather
than promises to constituents. A fund that owns shares without controlling companies,
the same way Alaska owns a share of oil revenue without telling Exxon how to drill.
The Precedent Already Exists

The government taking equity stakes in strategic industries is no longer a radical
proposal. It happened with Intel. It happened with rare earth mining. It happened with
U.S. Steel.

The only question is whether those stakes benefit the American people or simply give
politicians another lever to pull.

The Public Investment Authority answers that question before it becomes another
scandal.

Build the firewall first.

The investment is already happening whether we build it or not.
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A look at the TWO Party System

Did you ever play a game of snooker against yourself? Put up the other side of a ping
pong table to practice? It didn't take long until video game creators realized they made
more money in a bar with a PacMan with opposing controllers. Let's face it, playing by
yourself isn't as much fun or as satisfying. That's why we had the post-war population
explosion.

We are wired for opposition, for partnership, for the push and pull of another person
across the table. It's more rewarding together than alone, after all, taking a shower
together was always nicer than showering alone.

But enough of beer bars and bedrooms. Off to where the real back-stabbing and dirty
stuff happens, politics and government.

In my opinion, the evil creating the havoc we live with today can be traced directly to
what we call the two-party system. Anyone who wants a career in politics has to align
themselves with a party. They have to declare that they are eitherLiberal - Blue, or
Conservative - Red. They can't walk in and say, hey, look at me. This is what I can do
for you. And the reason is twofold: money and the checkbox.

Campaigns cost money, and an independent candidate has to compete against the
Superpacs. This isn't a small thing. Since I am registered Republican, this is the only
example I can give honestly, but I am positive it is equally true for Blue. I receive at
least fifty give-me-money emails a day from Trump, Vance, Trump's kids, and would
probably get them from Trump's dog if he had one. Those contributions flow into what
we call a Superpac. So when a party endorses your opponent, your opponent suddenly
has a war chest you can't match, financed by people who have never heard your name
and wouldn't care if they had. If you run independent, you finance from your own pocket
or whatever limited funds you can scratch together from limited supporters. A very
uneven battlefield.

The second problem is who they serve once elected. They no longer can support the
people who voted for them, they must support the people who paid for their election.
They must vote along party lines. We see that now, every day. It has a name: partisan.
Which is a polite word for captured.
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Let me ask you a few questions. If we didn't have the two-party system, would Donald
Trump have been elected? If he had been elected, would those — sorry, you didn't see
the three-minute pause while I searched for words other than idiots, thieves, and suckups
— cabinet secretaries ever have been confirmed? Would we be in Trump's war of
choice? Would Trump have been Article 25'd by now?

I'll let you answer those yourself.

The two-party system isn't in the Constitution. It isn't carved in stone or handed down
from the founders. It's a habit. An expensive, entrenched, self-serving habit that benefits
exactly two groups of people, the two parties, and leaves the rest of us standing outside
the dance hall listening to music we didn't choose and paying the cover charge anyway.
Habits can be broken. Systems can be redesigned. The question isn't whether we can do
better. The question is whether enough of us get angry enough, soon enough, to demand
it.
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