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Executive Summary 
The First Amendment was designed to protect citizens from government suppression of speech. 
In 2026, the most consequential censorship in the United States is not being committed by 
government. It is being committed by corporations, technology platforms, professional 
associations, activist organizations, and coordinated social movements that use economic power 
and social pressure to silence dissent with an efficiency no government law has managed. 

This is not a 'both sides' problem. The engine of this suppression was built predominantly by the 
institutional left — in universities, newsrooms, corporate HR departments, major technology 
platforms, and professional associations — and it operated with a coordination and reach that 
had no equivalent on the political right during the same period. Naming this accurately is not 
partisan. It is a precondition for fixing it. 

The Mesocratic Party believes this is one of the defining challenges facing American democracy 
in the current era. The right to speak, criticize, offend, satirize, and dissent is not contingent on 
the approval of any institution, public or private. No idea, no institution, no belief system — 
however beloved, however ancient, however powerful — is immune from challenge in a free 
society. 

This paper makes the case for that principle, examines with precision where and how it was 
eroded, and establishes the Mesocratic Party's positions and commitments. 

 

1. The First Principle 
Freedom of expression is not a policy preference. It is the precondition for every other freedom. 

You cannot have a free election if candidates can be silenced. You cannot have accountable 
government if journalists can be suppressed. You cannot have scientific progress if heterodox 
hypotheses are banned before they can be tested. You cannot have a functioning democracy if 
citizens who disagree with the prevailing consensus cannot say so without professional, social, 
or economic destruction. 

The founders understood this, which is why the First Amendment comes first. It is not a 
technicality. It is the load-bearing wall of the entire structure. 

The question for our era is not whether free expression matters. Everyone claims it does. The 
question is whether we mean it — including when the speech in question is speech we find 
offensive, dangerous, or wrong. 

The test of free expression is not how we treat speech we agree 
with. It is how we treat speech we don't. 
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By that test, the United States spent the decade between roughly 2013 and 2023 failing badly. 
The mechanisms of that failure are still largely in place. And the ideological character of who built 
those mechanisms deserves to be stated plainly. 

 

2. What the First Amendment Does — and Doesn't — Protect 
The First Amendment reads, in relevant part: 'Congress shall make no law … abridging the 
freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble.' 

That language is precise: the First Amendment is a constraint on government action. It prohibits 
Congress — and by extension, through the Fourteenth Amendment, state governments — from 
passing laws that suppress speech. It does not prohibit private actors from suppressing speech. 

A corporation can fire an employee for their political views. A university can expel a student for a 
social media post. A platform can deplatform a user. None of these actions violate the First 
Amendment, because none involve government. 

This is an intentional feature of constitutional design, rooted in three assumptions: that private 
actors in a free market would compete, that no single private actor would accumulate sufficient 
power to function as a de facto censor, and that social pressures in a pluralistic society would 
tend toward equilibrium rather than orthodoxy. 

All three assumptions have been shattered by the realities of 21st-century information technology 
and institutional ideological capture. The constitutional framework has not kept up. And the gap 
between constitutional protection and actual protection of free expression has widened to a point 
that demands a political response. 

 

3. The Architecture of the Cancel Culture Decade 

3.1 Who Built It and How 
Between approximately 2013 and 2023, the United States experienced an unprecedented 
campaign of speech suppression conducted not by government but by a networked coalition 
operating in rough ideological alignment. Naming that alignment is not a political attack. It is a 
factual description of documented institutional behavior. 

The ideological engine was progressive. It was built and operated through institutions that the left 
had spent decades capturing: elite universities, newsroom editorial boards, corporate human 
resources departments, major technology platforms, foundation grant-making bodies, and 
professional licensing associations. These institutions did not act independently. They acted in 
coordination, reinforced by social media networks that allowed rapid target identification and 
economic pressure campaigns to be mobilized in hours. 

The mechanism was consistent: identify a target — usually an individual who had expressed a 
view at odds with progressive orthodoxy; amplify the offense across social networks; apply 
coordinated economic and social pressure to employers, publishers, and professional 
associations; demand termination, deplatforming, public confession, or all three. The process 
moved fast, allowed no defense, and treated the accused as guilty by allegation. 
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The targets were not criminals. They were journalists, academics, comedians, novelists, 
scientists, and ordinary citizens who had said something a sufficiently organized minority found 
unacceptable. The offenses ranged from genuinely objectionable to trivially innocuous. In case 
after documented case, the punishment bore no proportionate relationship to the offense. 

3.2 The Institutional Coalition 
The reach of this apparatus is documented. The following institutions played active, directional 
roles: 

• Universities — speech codes, mandatory diversity ideology training, deplatforming of 
invited speakers, ideologically enforced hiring committees. By 2022, studies found that 
conservative and heterodox academics were being systematically excluded from hiring 
pools at ratios approaching 10:1 in humanities and social science departments at elite 
institutions. 

• Corporate HR departments — diversity, equity, and inclusion bureaucracies that made 
adherence to progressive ideological frameworks a condition of employment. Employees 
were terminated or forced to resign for social media posts made years earlier, for 
privately expressed views that leaked, and in some documented cases for simply 
declining to affirm specific ideological statements. 

• Major technology platforms — Twitter, Facebook, YouTube, and LinkedIn maintained 
content moderation frameworks that demonstrably suppressed conservative and 
heterodox content at higher rates than equivalent progressive content. Internal 
documents from multiple platforms, released through litigation and congressional 
investigation, confirmed ideological asymmetry in enforcement. 

• Legacy newsrooms — a generation of editorial leadership that shifted from the traditional 
press value of publishing all defensible viewpoints to active participation in ideological 
enforcement. Editors were fired for running op-eds that disagreed with progressive 
consensus. Reporters faced professional consequences for covering stories their 
newsrooms had decided were too inconvenient. 

• Publishing — authors were dropped by agents and publishers, book deals were 
cancelled, and manuscripts were rejected based on the expressed political views of 
authors rather than the content of their work. 

• Professional associations — medical, psychological, legal, and academic associations 
that began treating heterodox views on contested empirical questions as grounds for 
professional discipline. 

This coalition did not require a central command. It required only shared ideological premises, 
overlapping institutional networks, and social media infrastructure that could coordinate 
enforcement campaigns without formal organization. The result was a suppression apparatus 
more efficient than most government censorship programs — because it operated through 
economic and social consequences rather than law, providing no legal recourse to the targeted. 

3.3 The Chilling Effect: Documented Evidence 
The suppression was not merely anecdotal. Its effect on public discourse is quantified. 

• A 2020 Cato Institute survey found that 62% of Americans reported self-censoring their 
political views out of fear of professional or social consequences — the highest figure 
recorded since the survey began. The figure was highest among conservatives (77%) 
but substantial across all groups, including 52% of Democrats. 
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• A 2021 Foundation for Individual Rights in Education (FIRE) survey found that 80% of 
college students reported self-censoring in class at least some of the time. 60% 
described their campus as an environment where one had to be careful about 
expressing political views. 

• Multiple studies of social media platform enforcement documented statistically significant 
disparities in content removal rates, with conservative, heterodox, and anti-progressive 
content removed at higher rates than comparable progressive content for equivalent 
violations. 

• The number of documented 'cancellations' — cases where individuals faced significant 
professional or economic harm for expressed speech — catalogued by FIRE rose from 
under 50 per year in 2014 to over 500 per year by 2021, with the significant majority of 
cases involving speech that ran against progressive orthodoxy. 

A democracy in which citizens are afraid to speak is not 
functioning as a democracy. That is not a metaphor. It is a 

description of what happened. 

The Mesocratic Party names this for what it was: a decade of organized speech suppression, 
predominantly constructed and operated by left-aligned institutional actors, that produced a 
measurable, documented chilling effect on American public discourse. We do not say this with 
satisfaction. We say it because accurate diagnosis is the only path to effective remedy. 

 

4. Platform Power and the Section 230 Problem 
The internet was built on an assumption of decentralization. No single actor would control the flow 
of information. Competition among platforms would prevent any one company from functioning 
as a gatekeeper. 

That assumption did not survive contact with network effects. By the early 2020s, a handful of 
technology companies — principally Meta, Google, X (formerly Twitter), Apple, and Amazon — 
controlled the majority of public digital discourse. Their content moderation decisions had the 
practical effect of laws, affecting hundreds of millions of people with no democratic accountability, 
no due process, and no meaningful appeal. 

Section 230 of the Communications Decency Act was written in 1996 to protect platforms from 
liability for user-generated content, on the premise that platforms were neutral conduits — like 
telephone companies — rather than publishers making editorial decisions. In exchange for that 
immunity, they were expected to behave accordingly. 

The premise no longer holds. Modern platforms employ thousands of content moderators, 
maintain complex and opaque moderation policies, make algorithmically amplified editorial 
decisions billions of times per day, and have been demonstrated — through internal documents, 
congressional testimony, and independent research — to suppress content along ideological 
lines. They are functioning as publishers. They are receiving publisher power without publisher 
accountability. 

The Mesocratic Party does not advocate a simple repeal of Section 230. The question is genuinely 
complex, and unintended consequences of hasty reform could cause significant harm to the 
internet ecosystem. But the current framework represents an untenable bargain: liability immunity 
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for companies that have abandoned the neutral conduit premise on which that immunity was 
granted. The Permanent Panel on Free Expression will examine this question annually with 
specific legislative proposals. 

 

5. The University as Ideological Enforcement Mechanism 
American universities were historically the most important incubators of heterodox thought in the 
country. The great intellectual breakthroughs — in science, in social theory, in political philosophy 
— typically began with an idea the established consensus found threatening. 

A generation of speech codes, safe space policies, deplatforming campaigns, mandatory ideology 
training, and ideologically enforced hiring practices has fundamentally altered that tradition. The 
result is institutions that claim to pursue truth while systematically suppressing the expression of 
ideas that challenge dominant orthodoxies. 

The mechanism of university suppression is well documented. Invited speakers are disinvited 
after pressure campaigns. Faculty are investigated and in some cases terminated for expressed 
views on contested empirical questions — on gender, on race, on crime statistics, on immigration, 
on drug policy — that fall outside progressive consensus but are defensible positions in legitimate 
academic discourse. Student newspapers are pressured to retract stories. Graduate students are 
counseled to self-censor in job market materials. Entire academic fields have become so 
ideologically homogeneous that dissenting empirical conclusions cannot receive peer review at 
top journals. 

This is not an accident. It is the predictable consequence of allowing ideological conformity to 
become a de facto credential requirement over several decades of faculty hiring. The solution 
requires both institutional reform and funding accountability. 

Universities that receive public funding have no business 
maintaining ideological speech codes. Public funding and 

enforced ideological conformity are incompatible. Institutions 
that choose the latter forfeit the claim to the former. 

The Mesocratic Party's position is unambiguous: any university receiving federal or state funding 
that enforces viewpoint-based speech restrictions, that maintains ideologically selective speaker 
invitation or disinvitation policies, or that demonstrates systematic viewpoint discrimination in 
faculty hiring is in breach of the accountability standards that public subsidy requires. 

 

6. The Religious Exemption Is Not Special 
Religious belief occupies a uniquely protected place in American political culture. Both major 
parties, for different reasons and constituencies, treat religious institutions and religious ideas as 
substantially immune from the criticism applied to every other institution and every other idea. 

The Mesocratic Party rejects this exemption entirely. 



THE MESOCRATIC PARTY  |  FREE EXPRESSION & THE OPEN SOCIETY  v2.0 mesocrats.org 

Paid for by the Mesocratic National Committee. Not authorized by any candidate or candidate's committee. 

Personal religious belief — the private conviction that a divine presence exists, that a particular 
spiritual path is true, that the universe has meaning beyond what science can measure — is 
absolutely protected. Government has no role in it. 

Religious institutions are not private beliefs. They are organizations — incorporated, publicly 
active, politically influential, and in many cases enormously wealthy. They claim authority over the 
lives of their members, the laws of the country, and the education of children. They are actors in 
the public square, and public square actors are subject to public scrutiny. Always. Without 
exception. 

The right to criticize a religion — its history, its doctrines, its institutional behavior, its political 
influence, its treatment of women, its record on child protection, its financial practices, its claims 
about the natural world — is as fundamental as the right to criticize a government, a corporation, 
or a political party. 

Blasphemy has no legal standing in a free society. The sacredness of a belief to its holders 
creates no obligation for others to treat it as beyond examination. This is not a hostile position 
toward religion. It is a consistent application of the principle that protects religious expression in 
the first place. You do not get one without the other. 

 

7. What Came from the Right — and Why It Is Different 
The Mesocratic Party's precise identification of the institutional left as the primary architect of the 
cancel culture decade is not an exoneration of the right. Intellectual honesty requires 
acknowledging what the right did and did not do during the same period — because the distinction 
matters for accurate diagnosis. 

The right deployed its own forms of speech suppression during the 2013-2023 period. Primary 
challenges were used to punish Republican politicians who deviated from orthodoxy on trade, 
immigration, and election integrity. Social media mobs from the right targeted journalists, 
academics, and public figures. Book banning campaigns in school districts removed titles from 
library shelves. Laws restricting how certain historical topics could be taught in public schools 
were enacted in multiple states. 

These things happened. The Mesocratic Party opposes them with equal clarity. Book banning is 
censorship. Restricting what history teachers can teach is government viewpoint discrimination. 
Using primary threats to enforce ideological conformity is corrosive to democratic deliberation. 

But there is a meaningful structural distinction between what the two sides did. The right's 
suppression was primarily political and electoral — it operated through the mechanisms of 
democratic politics (primaries, elections, legislation) and through informal social pressure. It did 
not involve the capture of the administrative institutions of civil society — universities, HR 
departments, technology platforms, professional associations, grant-making foundations — that 
give institutional power its reach and durability. 

The left's suppression was institutional. It operated through the administrative architecture of 
American civil society, and it produced consequences — career destruction, deplatforming, 
professional exile — that had no democratic remedy. You can vote out a politician who restricts 
history teaching. You cannot vote out a university president, a corporate HR director, or a platform 
content moderation team. 
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That asymmetry is why the institutional left's speech suppression apparatus represented a more 
fundamental threat to free expression during this period — not because its intentions were worse, 
but because its mechanisms were more durable and more immune to democratic correction. 

 

8. The Soft Totalitarianism Problem 
The philosopher Karl Popper defined the open society as one organized around the principle that 
no authority — religious, political, scientific, or cultural — is beyond challenge. The closed society 
is one in which certain truths are declared beyond question, and the mechanisms of social control 
are deployed to enforce that declaration. 

Popper's insight was that the closed society does not require a dictator. It requires only a 
sufficiently powerful consensus, a sufficiently compliant population, and sufficiently effective 
mechanisms for punishing dissent. Those mechanisms do not need to be laws. They can be 
social, economic, and institutional. 

The decade of institutional speech suppression described in Section 3 was, in Popper's terms, a 
soft totalitarian episode. The enforced orthodoxy was progressive rather than fascist or 
communist, but the structure was identical: a set of beliefs declared beyond question, a set of 
institutional actors enforcing compliance, and a set of punishments for deviation that were rapid, 
severe, and disproportionate to the offense. 

What made it particularly insidious was the sincerity of many of its participants. Most of the people 
operating the suppression apparatus were not cynics. They genuinely believed they were 
protecting vulnerable people from harmful speech. The closed society has always been built by 
people who believed they were doing good. That belief does not change the structure of what 
they built. 

The Mesocratic Party is not interested in being easier to manage. We are interested in being right 
— and you cannot be right if you cannot be challenged. The Permanent Panel on Free Expression 
exists precisely to ensure that this party does not replicate the dynamic it is criticizing. Our 
positions will be argued, contested, and revised annually by elected delegates. We will be wrong 
sometimes. We expect to be told. 

 

9. The Mesocratic Position: Six Principles 
The Mesocratic Party's position on free expression rests on six principles, adopted as founding 
commitments and subject to annual review by the Permanent Panel. 

 

Principle 1 
The right to speak, criticize, offend, satirize, and dissent belongs to everyone — not just those 
currently in favor. This right is not contingent on the expressed views falling within the range 
approved by any institution, coalition, or majority. 

Principle 2 
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The most dangerous censors of the 21st century are not governments. They are corporations, 
platforms, professional associations, and coordinated ideological movements. A serious free 
expression framework must address them. Identifying their ideological character is not partisan 
— it is accurate. 

Principle 3 
No idea is immune from criticism because of its religious, political, cultural, or scientific character. 
The older and more powerful the institution, the more important the scrutiny. Blasphemy has no 
legal standing. The right to criticize religion is as fundamental as the right to practice it. 

Principle 4 
Public institutions — including universities receiving public funding — may not enforce ideological 
conformity as a condition of participation, employment, or academic standing. Viewpoint 
discrimination in faculty hiring, speaker invitations, or academic publishing is incompatible with 
the mission of a university and with the accountability obligations attached to public subsidy. 

Principle 5 
Section 230's liability framework deserves serious reexamination in light of how platforms actually 
function. Platforms that make editorial decisions at scale cannot simultaneously claim the legal 
immunities of neutral conduits. The Permanent Panel will develop specific legislative proposals. 

Principle 6 
The Mesocratic Party commits to applying these principles with equal force regardless of which 
ideological direction a given suppression effort runs. We opposed the institutional left's speech 
suppression apparatus. We equally oppose the right's book banning campaigns, anti-history-
teaching laws, and primary threat enforcement mechanisms. Consistency is not optional. It is the 
only thing that makes a free expression commitment credible. 

 

10. The Permanent Panel on Free Expression 
These six principles are the party's current position. They are not its final position. 

The Permanent Panel on Free Expression convenes annually at CCX with a mandate to examine 
these principles against the current landscape: new court decisions, new platform behaviors, new 
legislative proposals, new documented harms, new arguments from delegates and invited 
experts. 

Panel participants include CCX delegates from all 50 states, First Amendment legal scholars, 
technology policy experts, journalists, members of affected communities, and representatives 
from across the political spectrum — including voices that disagree with the party's current 
positions. A panel that only confirms what we already believe is not a panel. It is a ceremony. 

Panel outputs are published in full. Minority positions are documented alongside majority 
conclusions. The party's updated position, incorporating panel findings, is ratified by the full 
delegate body before CCX concludes. 

The panel's first mandate in 2027 should include: specific Section 230 reform proposals, 
legislative frameworks for university funding accountability, and a review of the documented 
evidence on platform content moderation disparities since 2020. 
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11. What We Are Not Saying 
The Mesocratic Party's commitment to free expression is sometimes caricatured as a commitment 
to consequence-free speech. It is not. We are making a precise and limited argument. 

• We are not saying that speech has no consequences. It does. People are free to 
respond to speech they find offensive, to argue against it, and to choose not to associate 
with those who express it. That is free expression working as designed. 

• We are not saying that all speech is equally valuable. It is not. The correct response to 
lies, propaganda, and deliberate disinformation is more speech, better evidence, and 
stronger institutions for establishing truth — not suppression. 

• We are not saying that incitement to imminent violence is protected. It is not, and the 
existing Brandenburg standard handles this reasonably well. 

• We are not saying that the institutional left is uniquely evil. We are saying that during a 
specific decade, it built and operated an institutional apparatus of speech suppression 
that caused measurable, documented harm to American public discourse — and that 
identifying this accurately is a prerequisite for fixing it. 

• We are not saying that the right is innocent of speech suppression. It is not, and our 
positions apply with equal force to the right's censorship mechanisms. 

What we are saying is this: the coordinated use of economic power and social pressure to destroy 
individuals for their expressed opinions — particularly when those opinions fall within the broad 
range of views held by substantial portions of the American public — is corrosive to democratic 
culture and incompatible with the values of an open society. 

 

12. Conclusion: The Open Society 
Karl Popper argued that the open society is never finished. It requires constant defense, constant 
renovation, and constant willingness to tolerate the discomfort of being challenged. The closed 
society is always easier in the short term. Enforced consensus is more comfortable than genuine 
debate. Orthodoxy is less cognitively demanding than uncertainty. 

The founders chose the harder path. They enshrined in the First Amendment not just a legal right 
but a philosophical commitment: that a self-governing people must be free to think, speak, argue, 
and dissent, because the alternative is not safety but stagnation — not order but the slow death 
of the democratic idea. 

The Mesocratic Party stands in that tradition. We believe the right to criticize anything — every 
institution, every government, every religion, every orthodoxy, every party, including this one — 
is not a luxury of free societies. It is the mechanism by which free societies remain free. 

We are willing to say clearly what the decade of suppression was, who built it, and what it cost. 
Not because we enjoy the argument, but because the country cannot correct a problem it has not 
correctly diagnosed. 

The open society is not a destination. It is a practice. We intend to take it seriously. 
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