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Summary
The proposed New Constitution Governance Action “CARDANO BLOCKCHAIN ECOSYSTEM CONSTI-
TUTION v2.0” is constitutional.

Rationale Statement
This governance action
(‘gov_action1ypajyms3pcfmkx93r87dxy6jpc8u6pst90ylhxj7t0rwjj43puasq0x9jrw’) proposes an update to
the Cardano Blockchain Ecosystem Constitution. Because the current constitution is set up as a living
document for community review and amendment, this proposal properly uses that mechanism. The
changes aim to improve clarity, remove unused provisions, and refine the treasury withdrawal process.

Constitutional Alignment
The proposal aligns with the current constitutional provisions on amendments to the constitution for the
following reasons:

• Amendment Process (Article VIII): Article VIII of the current constitution requires that amendments
be approved via an on-chain governance action supported by a specific threshold of the active voting
stake. This proposal correctly uses the “New Constitution or Guardrails Script” governance action type,
adhering to the formal on-chain process for amendments. This same Article states that “The Cardano
Community is encouraged to periodically review and debate its provisions, and when so desired, come
together in such forums as the Cardano Community may deem appropriate, to propose amendments to
this Constitution”. This provision does not prescribe any mandatory process for amendment, e.g. time
periods for comment or particular forums for debate/review. Thus, this governance action is a valid and
procedurally sound use of the mechanisms designed for evolving the constitution.

• Procedural Requirements (Article III, Section 5): This section mandates that all governance actions
follow a standardized format and include a verifiable “URL and hash of all documented off-chain content”
along with “Sufficient rationale… and relevant supporting materials”. The proposal meets these standards
by providing a clear rationale and, crucially, immutable IPFS links to both the full text of the proposed
constitution and a detailed “diff checker” document that lists every change. This ensures voters have all
necessary materials to make a fully informed decision.

• Preservation of Core Principles: The proposed constitution upholds the Cardano Blockchain Tenets
and the tripartite governance model of DReps, SPOs, and the Constitutional Committee, ensuring the
continuity of Cardano’s core governance structure. The changes primarily focus on simplification and
clarification, such as removing unused clauses about DRep Codes of Conduct, rather than altering the
fundamental balance of power or the core values of the ecosystem.

• Guardrail Modifications: The changes to the Guardrails Appendix are primarily for simplification,
such as standardizing time measurements from “months” to “days” for greater precision. The most
significant change modifies TREASURY-04a to replace the “budget” requirement with a “roadmap”
requirement for treasury withdrawals. Since this Guardrail, along with the others that were modified, is
not enforced by the on-chain Guardrails Script, the proposal correctly leaves the Guardrails Script hash
unchanged, as no update to its logic is necessary.



Counter-argument Discussion
One governance advisory team member voted “No,” arguing that while no specific article was violated,
a change of this magnitude should involve more extensive community engagement, such as working
sessions organized by Intersects Civics Committee, rather than relying solely on social media for input.
While the desire for broader off-chain consultation is a valid governance concern, it does not constitute a
formal violation of the procedural requirements laid out in the current constitution. Additionally, a minor
procedural issue was noted in the naming of the updated Guardrail TREASURY-04a, which ideally should
have been versioned as TREASURY-04b. However, this labeling inconsistency is not a substantive flaw
and does not impact the proposal’s constitutional standing.

Conclusion
Due to its adherence to the constitutional amendment process under Article VIII and procedural require-
ments under Article III, this “Update to the Constitution” Governance Action is constitutional.

Internal Vote
• Constitutional: 5
• Unconstitutional: 1
• Abstain: 0
• Did not vote: 1
• Against vote: 0
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