CAMPAIGN FINANCE CITIZENS UNITED US

CAMPAIGN FINANCE CITIZENS UNITED US REPRESENTS A PIVOTAL MOMENT IN AMERICAN POLITICAL DISCOURSE, FUNDAMENTALLY
ALTERING THE LANDSCAPE OF HOW ELECTIONS ARE FUNDED AND REGULATED. THE SuPREME CourT’s 2010 DECISION IN
CiT1zens UNITED V. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION DECLARED THAT THE FIRST AMENDMENT PROHIBITS THE GOVERNMENT FROM
RESTRICTING INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES FOR POLITICAL COMMUNICATIONS BY CORPORATIONS, LABOR UNIONS, OTHER
ASSOCIATIONS, AND INDIVIDUALS. THIS RULING HAS IGNITED A FIRESTORM OF DEBATE, SPARKING DISCUSSIONS ABOUT THE ROLE
OF MONEY IN POLITICS, THE INFLUENCE OF CORPORATE POWER, AND THE HEALTH OF AMERICAN DEMOCRACY. UNDERSTANDING
CAMPAIGN FINANCE THROUGH THE LENS OF CITIZENS UNITED IS CRUCIAL FOR GRASPING CONTEMPORARY ELECTORAL DYNAMICS,
THE RISE OF SUPER PACS, AND THE ONGOING EFFORTS TO REFORM CAMPAIGN FINANCE LAWS. THIS ARTICLE WILL DELVE INTO
THE INTRICACIES OF THE CITIZENS UNITED DECISION, ITS IMMEDIATE AND LONG-TERM CONSEQUENCES, THE ARGUMENTS FOR AND
AGAINST ITS IMPACT, AND THE CONTINUING DIALOGUE SURROUNDING CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM IN THE UNITED STATES.

UNDERSTANDING THE CITIZENS UNITED DECISION

THe SUPREME COURT'S LANDMARK DECISION IN CiTIzENS UNITED V. FEDERAL ELECTION ComMissioN (20 10) SIGNIFICANTLY
RESHAPED THE RULES GOVERNING CAMPAIGN FINANCE IN THE UNITED STATES. AT ITS CORE, THE RULING ESTABLISHED THAT
CORPORATIONS AND UNIONS, LIKE INDIVIDUALS, HAVE A FIRST AMENDMENT RIGHT TO FREE SPEECH, WHICH INCLUDES THE ABILITY
TO SPEND MONEY ON POLITICAL ADVOCACY. THIS WAS A DEPARTURE FROM PREVIOUS CAMPAIGN FINANCE REGULATIONS THAT
HAD SOUGHT TO LIMIT THE INFLUENCE OF CORPORATE AND UNION TREASURIES IN ELECTIONS.

THE LEGAL BASIS OF THE RULING

THe COURT'S MAJORITY OPINION, DELIVERED BY JUSTICE ANTHONY KENNEDY, ARGUED THAT RESTRICTING INDEPENDENT
POLITICAL SPENDING BY CORPORATIONS AND UNIONS AMOUNTED TO CENSORSHIP. THE MAJORITY REASONED THAT LIMITING SUCH
EXPENDITURES WOULD PREVENT SPEECH FROM REACHING THE PUBLIC, THUS VIOLATING THE FIRST AMENDMENT. THE DECISION
OVERTURNED PARTS OF THE BIPARTISAN CAMPAIGN REFORM ACT oF 2002 (BCRA), OFTEN REFERRED TO AS McCAIN-
FEINGOLD, SPECIFICALLY PROVISIONS THAT RESTRICTED INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES BY CORPORATIONS AND UNIONS IN THE DAYS
LEADING UP TO AN ELECTION.

Key PrRoVISIONS AND THEIR IMPACT

THe CiTizENS UNITED DECISION HAD SEVERAL KEY IMPLICATIONS FOR CAMPAIGN FINANCE. THE MOST PROMINENT WAS THE
ALLOWANCE OF UNLIMITED INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES BY CORPORATIONS, UNIONS, AND OTHER GROUPS. THIS MEANT THAT
THESE ENTITIES COULD SPEND AS MUCH AS THEY WISHED ON POLITICAL ADVERTISEMENTS AND COMMUNICATIONS, AS LONG AS
THESE EXPENDITURES WERE NOT COORDINATED WITH A CANDIDATE'S CAMPAIGN. THIS OPENED THE DOOR FOR THE PROLIFERATION
OF SUPER PACS, WHICH ARE INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURE-ONLY POLITICAL COMMITTEES THAT CAN RAISE AND SPEND UNLIMITED
SUMS OF MONEY FROM INDIVIDUALS, CORPORATIONS, UNIONS, AND OTHER GROUPS FOR POLITICAL PURPOSES.

THEe Rise oF SUPER PACs AND INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES

FoLLowING THE CITIZENS UNITED RULING, THE LANDSCAPE OF POLITICAL FUNDING TRANSFORMED DRAMATICALLY WITH THE
EMERGENCE AND EXPONENTIAL GROWTH OF SUPER PACS. THESE ORGANIZATIONS BECAME A PRIMARY VEHICLE FOR LARGE-SCALE
POLITICAL SPENDING, ALLOWING FOR UNPRECEDENTED LEVELS OF OUTSIDE MONEY TO FLOW INTO ELECTIONS.

DerINING SuPER PACs AND THEIR FUNCTION

Super PACS, OFFICIALLY KNOWN AS " INDEPENDENT -EXPENDITURE ONLY COMMITTEES,” OPERATE UNDER THE FRAMEWORK
ESTABLISHED BY CITIZENS UNITED. THEY ARE PERMITTED TO ACCEPT UNLIMITED CONTRIBUTIONS FROM INDIVIDUALS,
CORPORATIONS, UNIONS, AND OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEES. CRUCIALLY, SUPER PACS ARE PROHIBITED FROM CONTRIBUTING



DIRECTLY TO CANDIDATES OR COORDINATING THEIR SPENDING WITH CAMPAIGNS. THEIR PRIMARY FUNCTION IS TO ENGAGE IN
INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES, MEANING THEY CAN FUND ADVERTISEMENTS, MAILERS, AND OTHER FORMS OF POLITICAL
COMMUNICATION THAT ADVOCATE FOR OR AGAINST A CANDIDATE, BUT THEY MUST DO SO WITHOUT DIRECT CONSULTATION
OR COORDINATION WITH THE CANDIDATE'S CAMPAIGN STAFF.

THe RoLE oF “"DArk MoNeY” IN CAMPAIGNS

\WHILE SuPER PACS ARE REQUIRED TO DISCLOSE THEIR DONORS, THE CITIZENS UNITED DECISION ALSO INDIRECTLY FACILITATED
THE RISE OF “DARK MONEY” IN POLITICS. THIS REFERS TO SPENDING BY CERTAIN TYPES OF NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS, SUCH AS
501(c)(4) "sociAL weLFARE” GrouPs AND 50 1(c)(4) TRADE ASSOCIATIONS, WHICH ARE NOT REQUIRED TO DISCLOSE
THEIR DONORS. THESE GROUPS CAN ENGAGE IN POLITICAL ACTIVITY, INCLUDING ISSUE ADVOCACY AND, IN SOME CASES,
ELECTIONEERING COMMUNICATIONS, AS LONG AS IT IS NOT THEIR PRIMARY PURPOSE. BECAUSE THEIR FUNDING SOURCES ARE
SECRET, IT BECOMES DIFFICULT TO ASCERTAIN WHO IS ATTEMPTING TO INFLUENCE ELECTIONS.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR ofF CITizeNs UNITED

PROPONENTS OF THE CITIZENS UNITED DECISION OFTEN FRAME IT AS A VICTORY FOR FREE SPEECH AND A NECESSARY CORRECTION
TO GOVERNMENT OVERREACH IN REGULATING POLITICAL DISCOURSE. THEIR ARGUMENTS CENTER ON THE IDEA THAT RESTRICTING
POLITICAL SPENDING IS A FORM OF CENSORSHIP AND THAT TRANSPARENCY, RATHER THAN PROHIBITION, IS THE BEST WAY TO
ENSURE A HEALTHY DEMOCRACY.

FRee SPEECH AND PoOLITICAL PARTICIPATION

THE CENTRAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF CITIZENS UNITED IS THAT IT UPHOLDS THE FIRST AMENDMENT’'S GUARANTEE OF FREE
SPEECH. SUPPORTERS CONTEND THAT LIMITING THE ABILITY OF CORPORATIONS AND UNIONS TO SPEND MONEY ON POLITICAL
ADVOCACY INFRINGES UPON THEIR RIGHT TO PARTICIPATE IN THE PUBLIC DEBATE. THEY ARGUE THAT SUCH SPENDING IS
ESSENTIAL FOR INFORMING VOTERS AND FOR ALLOWING VARIOUS GROUPS TO EXPRESS THEIR VIEWS ON IMPORTANT POLICY
ISSUES AND CANDIDATES. FROM THIS PERSPECTIVE, RESTRICTING THIS SPENDING WOULD SILENCE VOICES AND LIMIT THE FREE
FLOW OF INFORMATION NECESSARY FOR A FUNCTIONING DEMOCRACY.

TRANSPARENCY AS A COUNTERBALANCE

MANY WHO SUPPORT THE PRINCIPLES OF CITIZENS UNITED BELIEVE THAT TRANSPARENCY IS A MORE EFFECTIVE TOOL THAN
OUTRIGHT BANS ON SPENDING. THEY ARGUE THAT BY REQUIRING DISCLOSURE OF DONORS TO SUPER PACS AND OTHER
POLITICAL SPENDING GROUPS, THE PUBLIC CAN HOLD THESE ENTITIES ACCOUNTABLE AND UNDERSTAND WHO IS TRYING TO
INFLUENCE ELECTORAL OUTCOMES. THIS VIEW SUGGESTS THAT THE PROBLEM ISN'T THE SPENDING ITSELF, BUT RATHER A LACK
OF PUBLIC KNOWLEDGE ABOUT THE SOURCES OF THAT SPENDING. THE EMPHASIS IS ON MAKING THE FINANCIAL ASPECTS OF
POLITICAL CAMPAIGNS VISIBLE TO VOTERS.

ARGUMENTS AGAINST CITIzENs UNITED

CriTics ofF THE CITIZENS UNITED DECISION EXPRESS DEEP CONCERNS ABOUT ITS IMPACT ON THE FAIRNESS OF ELECTIONS AND THE
POTENTIAL FOR UNDUE INFLUENCE BY WEALTHY DONORS AND CORPORATIONS. THEY ARGUE THAT THE RULING HAS LED TO A
SYSTEM WHERE MONEY PLAYS AN EXCESSIVE ROLE IN POLITICS, DROWNING OUT THE VOICES OF ORDINARY CITIZENS.

THE INFLUENCE OF MONEY ON ELECTIONS

A PRIMARY CRITICISM OF CITIZENS UNITED IS THAT IT HAS EXACERBATED THE INFLUENCE OF MONEY IN AMERICAN ELECTIONS.
OPPONENTS ARGUE THAT THE UNLIMITED INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES ALLOWED BY THE DECISION ENABLE WEALTHY INDIVIDUALS,



CORPORATIONS, AND UNIONS TO DOMINATE POLITICAL ADVERTISING, OFTEN OVERWHELMING THE MESSAGES OF CANDIDATES
WITH FEWER RESOURCES. THIS CAN CREATE AN UNEVEN PLAYING FIELD, WHERE CANDIDATES WHO ARE FAVORED BY WEALTHY
DONORS HAVE A SIGNIFICANT ADVANTAGE, REGARDLESS OF THEIR ACTUAL SUPPORT AMONG THE ELECTORATE.

UNDERMINING DEMOCRATIC EQUALITY

CRrRITICS ALSO CONTEND THAT CITIZENS UNITED UNDERMINES DEMOCRATIC EQUALITY. THEY ARGUE THAT BY ALLOWING
UNLIMITED SPENDING BY A FEW, THE DECISION EFFECTIVELY GIVES GREATER WEIGHT TO THE VOICES OF THE WEALTHY AND
POWERFUL COMPARED TO THOSE OF AVERAGE CITIZENS. THIS CAN LEAD TO POLICIES THAT FAVOR SPECIAL INTERESTS OVER THE
PUBLIC GOOD, AS ELECTED OFFICIALS MAY FEEL MORE BEHOLDEN TO THEIR MAJOR DONORS THAN TO THEIR CONSTITUENTS. THE
CONCERN IS THAT THE SYSTEM BECOMES RESPONSIVE TO THOSE WITH DEEP POCKETS RATHER THAN TO THE COLLECTIVE WILL OF
THE PEOPLE.

THEe ErosioN oF PusLic TRUST

THE PERCEPTION THAT MONEY HAS TOO MUCH INFLUENCE IN POLITICS, AMPLIFIED BY THE CiTizens UNITED RULING, HAS ALSO
BEEN LINKED TO A DECLINE IN PUBLIC TRUST IN GOVERNMENT AND THE ELECTORAL PROCESS. W/HEN VOTERS BELIEVE THAT
ELECTIONS ARE DECIDED BY WHO CAN SPEND THE MOST MONEY RATHER THAN BY THE MERITS OF CANDIDATES OR THEIR POLICY
PROPOSALS, IT CAN LEAD TO CYNICISM AND DISENGAGEMENT. THIS EROSION OF TRUST CAN HAVE LONG-TERM CONSEQUENCES
FOR THE LEGITIMACY AND EFFECTIVENESS OF DEMOCRATIC INSTITUTIONS.

ONGOING DeBATES AND REFORM EFFORTS

THe CiTizeNs UNITED DECISION REMAINS A HIGHLY CONTENTIOUS ISSUE, SPARKING CONTINUOUS DEBATE AND EFFORTS TO
REFORM CAMPAIGN FINANCE LAWS. THESE REFORM EFFORTS AIM TO ADDRESS THE PERCEIVED PROBLEMS CREATED BY INCREASED
SPENDING AND TO RESTORE A GREATER SENSE OF FAIRNESS AND EQUALITY IN THE ELECTORAL PROCESS.

PropPoseD ReEForMS AND THEIR CHALLENGES

V ARIOUS REFORM PROPOSALS HAVE BEEN PUT FORTH TO MITIGATE THE EFFECTS OF CITIZENS UNITED. THESE INCLUDE
ADVOCATING FOR A CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT TO OVERTURN THE DECISION, STRENGTHENING DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS FOR
POLITICAL SPENDING, AND PROMOTING SMALL-DOLLAR DONOR PROGRAMS TO AMPLIFY THE VOICES OF ORDINARY CITIZENS.
HO\X/EVER, THESE REFORMS FACE SIGNIFICANT POLITICAL AND LEGAL HURDLES, INCLUDING THE CHALLENGE OF AMENDING THE
CONSTITUTION AND THE ONGOING LEGAL INTERPRETATIONS OF THE FIRST AMENDMENT REGARDING POLITICAL SPENDING.

THe FUTURE oF CAMPAIGN FINANCE IN THE US

THE DEBATE OVER CAMPAIGN FINANCE, WITH CiTizeNs UNITED AT ITS CENTER, CONTINUES TO EVOLVE. THE INTERPLAY BETWEEN
COURT DECISIONS, LEGISLATIVE ACTIONS, AND PUBLIC OPINION WILL SHAPE THE FUTURE OF HOW CAMPAIGNS ARE FUNDED AND
REGULATED IN THE UNITED STATES. THE CORE TENSION BETWEEN FREE SPEECH PROTECTIONS AND THE DESIRE FOR A MORE
EQUITABLE AND LESS MONEY-DOMINATED POLITICAL SYSTEM REMAINS A CENTRAL CHALLENGE FOR AMERICAN DEMOCRACY.

FREQUENTLY ASkeD QUESTIONS

WHAT Is CiTizens UNITep v. FEC?

CiTizens UNiTED V. FeperaL ELecTioN Commission (FEC) was a LanoMARk 20 10 SupreMeE COURT DECISION THAT HELD
THAT THE FIRST AMENDMENT PROHIBITS THE GOVERNMENT FROM RESTRICTING INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES FOR POLITICAL



COMMUNICATIONS BY CORPORATIONS, LABOR UNIONS, OTHER ASSOCIATIONS, AND INDIVIDUALS. THE COURT RULED THAT THESE
EXPENDITURES ARE A FORM OF FREE SPEECH.

WHAT WAS THE MAIN oUTCOME OF THE CITIZENS UNITED RULING?

THE PRIMARY OUTCOME OF THE CITIZENS UNITED RULING WAS THE LIFTING OF RESTRICTIONS ON INDEPENDENT POLITICAL
SPENDING BY CORPORATIONS AND UNIONS. THIS OPENED THE DOOR FOR UNLIMITED INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES BY THESE GROUPS,
OFTEN REFERRED TO AS ‘DARK MONEY' WHEN THE SOURCE OF THE FUNDS IS NOT FULLY DISCLOSED.

How bip CiTizeNs UNITED CHANGE CAMPAIGN FINANCE IN THE US?

CiT1ZENS UNITED SIGNIFICANTLY ALTERED CAMPAIGN FINANCE BY ALLOWING CORPORATIONS AND UNIONS TO SPEND UNLIMITED
AMOUNTS OF MONEY ON ELECTIONEERING COMMUNICATIONS, SUCH AS ADVERTISEMENTS, AS LONG AS THESE EXPENDITURES ARE
INDEPENDENT OF A CANDIDATE'S CAMPAIGN. THIS LED TO THE RISE OF SUPER PACS AND ‘DARK MONEY' GROUPS.

WHAT IS A SuPER PAC AND HOW IS IT RELATED To CiTizeNs UNITED?

Super PACs (POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEES> ARE A DIRECT RESULT OF THE CITIZENS UNITED DECISION AND SUBSEQUENT
COURT CASES. THEY CAN RAISE AND SPEND UNLIMITED SUMS OF MONEY FROM CORPORATIONS, UNIONS, ASSOCIATIONS, AND
INDIVIDUALS FOR THE PURPOSE OF ELECTING OR DEFEATING CANDIDATES, BUT THEY CANNOT CONTRIBUTE DIRECTLY TO
CAMPAIGNS OR COORDINATE THEIR SPENDING WITH THEM.

\WHAT IS MEANT BY ‘DARK MONEY' IN THE CONTEXT OF CITIzeENs UNITED?

'DARK MONEY' REFERS TO POLITICAL SPENDING BY GROUPS THAT ARE NOT REQUIRED TO DISCLOSE THEIR DONORS. W/HILE
CiTizENs UNITED ALLOWED FOR GREATER CORPORATE AND UNION SPENDING, IT ALSO PAVED THE WAY FOR NON-PROFIT
ORGANIZATIONS, LIkE 50 1(c)(4) ‘SOCIAL WELFARE' GROUPS, TO ENGAGE IN SIGNIFICANT POLITICAL SPENDING WITHOUT
REVEALING THEIR FUNDING SOURCES.

WHAT ARE THE MAIN ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF THE CITIZENS UNITED DECISION?

ProPONENTS OF CITIZENS UNITED ARGUE THAT RESTRICTING INDEPENDENT POLITICAL SPENDING BY CORPORATIONS AND UNIONS
VIOLATES THEIR FIRST AMENDMENT RIGHT TO FREE SPEECH. THEY CONTEND THAT THESE ENTITIES, LIKE INDIVIDUALS, SHOULD BE
ABLE TO EXPRESS THEIR VIEWS ON POLITICAL ISSUES AND CANDIDATES WITHOUT GOVERNMENT INTERFERENCE.

\WHAT ARE THE MAIN CRITICISMS OF THE CITIZENS UNITED DECISION?

CrITICS ARGUE THAT CITIZENS UNITED HAS LED TO A SYSTEM WHERE WEALTHY CORPORATIONS, UNIONS, AND SPECIAL
INTERESTS HAVE UNDUE INFLUENCE IN POLITICS, DROWNING OUT THE VOICES OF ORDINARY CITIZENS. CONCERNS INCLUDE
INCREASED CORRUPTION OR THE APPEARANCE OF CORRUPTION, AND THE AMPLIFICATION OF MONEY OVER PEOPLE IN ELECTIONS.

Has CiTizeNs UNITED BEEN OVERTURNED OR MODIFIED BY SUBSEQUENT COURT
DECISIONS OR LEGISLATION?

NO, THE CORE HOLDING OF CITIZENS UNITED HAS NOT BEEN OVERTURNED BY THE SUPREME COURT. W/HILE THERE HAVE BEEN
SUBSEQUENT RELATED CASES AND ONGOING DEBATES ABOUT CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM, THE PRINCIPLE THAT INDEPENDENT
POLITICAL EXPENDITURES BY CORPORATIONS AND UNIONS ARE PROTECTED SPEECH REMAINS IN PLACE.

\WHAT ARE SOME PROPOSED SOLUTIONS OR REFORMS TO ADDRESS THE EFFECTS OF
CiTizens UNITED?

PROPOSED REFORMS INCLUDE ADVOCATING FOR A CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT TO OVERTURN CITIZENS UNITED,

STRENGTHENING DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS FOR POLITICAL SPENDING, EXPANDING PUBLIC FINANCING OF ELECTIONS, AND
ENACTING STRICTER REGULATIONS ON SUPER PACS AND ‘DARK MONEY' GROUPS.



How poes CiTizens UNITED IMPACT THE PERCEIVED FAIRNESS OF ELECTIONS?

MANY BELIEVE THAT CITIZENS UNITED HAS NEGATIVELY IMPACTED THE PERCEIVED FAIRNESS OF ELECTIONS BY CREATING AN
UNEVEN PLAYING FIELD WHERE WELL-FUNDED GROUPS CAN SIGNIFICANTLY INFLUENCE OUTCOMES, POTENTIALLY OVERSHADOWING
THE INFLUENCE OF INDIVIDUAL VOTERS AND SMALLER CAMPAIGNS. THIS CAN LEAD TO PUBLIC DISTRUST IN THE DEMOCRATIC
PROCESS.

ADDITIONAL RESOURCES

HerE ARE @ BOOK TITLES RELATED TO CAMPAIGN FINANCE, CITIZENS UNITED, AND THE US, WITH SHORT DESCRIPTIONS:

1. DArk Money: THE HIDDEN HISTORY OF THE BILLIONAIRES BEHIND THE RISE OF THE RADICAL RIGHT

THIS INVESTIGATIVE WORK BY JANE MAYER DELVES INTO THE COMPLEX NETWORK OF WEALTHY DONORS AND CONSERVATIVE
ORGANIZATIONS THAT HAVE SIGNIFICANTLY INFLUENCED AMERICAN POLITICS. |T TRACES THE ORIGINS AND STRATEGIES OF “DARK
MONEY” GROUPS, REVEALING HOW VAST SUMS OF UNDISCLOSED MONEY HAVE BEEN CHANNELED INTO POLITICAL ADVOCACY AND
CAMPAIGNS. THE BOOK HIGHLIGHTS THE IMPACT OF THESE FINANCIAL FLOWS ON POLICY DECISIONS AND THE EROSION OF
DEMOCRATIC NORMS.

2. CiT1zen RUTH: MONEY, POLITICS, AND THE AMERICAN DREAM

THIS TITLE, WHILE FICTIONAL, CAN BE INTERPRETED AS A COMMENTARY ON THE INTERSECTION OF MONEY AND POLITICS,
ESPECIALLY IN LIGHT OF SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. |T WOULD LIKELY EXPLORE HOW FINANCIAL POWER SHAPES POLITICAL
LANDSCAPES AND INDIVIDUAL LIVES, POTENTIALLY EXAMINING THE STRUGGLES OF ORDINARY CITIZENS TO HAVE THEIR VOICES
HEARD AMIDST A DELUGE OF CAMPAIGN SPENDING. T HE NARRATIVE MIGHT FOLLOW A CHARACTER NAVIGATING THE OFTEN-UNSEEN
FORCES THAT INFLUENCE ELECTIONS AND POLICY.

3. THE Price oF JusTice: CLAIMING RIGHTS IN A Boby ofF VICTIMS

\W/HILE NOT EXCLUSIVELY ABOUT CAMPAIGN FINANCE, THIS BOOK BY NICOLE R. FLEETWOOD EXAMINES HOW ECONOMIC AND
SOCIAL INEQUALITIES AFFECT ACCESS TO JUSTICE. |T COULD DRAW PARALLELS TO CAMPAIGN FINANCE BY ILLUSTRATING HOW
FINANCIAL RESOURCES CAN GRANT PRIVILEGED ACCESS TO POLITICAL AND LEGAL SYSTEMS. THE BOOK WOULD LIKELY EXPLORE
HOW THE WEALTHY CAN DISPROPORTIONATELY INFLUENCE THE LEGAL AND POLITICAL ENVIRONMENT, IMPACTING THE RIGHTS OF
OTHERS.

4. UNEQUAL: How AMERICA'S RACES BECAME SO SEPARATE, SO UNEQUAL, AND WHAT WE Can Do AsouT IT

RICHARD ROTHSTEIN'S BOOK FOCUSES ON THE LEGACY OF SEGREGATION AND ITS ONGOING IMPACT ON AMERICAN SOCIETY AND
ITS INSTITUTIONS. WHILE ITS PRIMARY FOCUS IS HOUSING AND RACIAL INEQUALITY, THE BOOK'S EXPLORATION OF SYSTEMIC
DISPARITIES CAN BE APPLIED TO CAMPAIGN FINANCE. [T COULD HIGHLIGHT HOW FINANCIAL RESOURCES, OFTEN ACCUMULATED
THROUGH HISTORICAL ADVANTAGES, CONTINUE TO SHAPE POLITICAL ACCESS AND OUTCOMES, PERPETUATING INEQUALITY.

5. AMERICA'S BANK: THE EPIC STRUGGLE TO CREATE THE FEDERAL RESERVE

ROGER LOWENSTEIN'S HISTORY OF THE FEDERAL RESERVE, WHILE CENTERED ON MONETARY POLICY, TOUCHES UPON THE POWER
OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS AND THEIR INFLUENCE ON THE NATION'S ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL DIRECTION. THIS HISTORICAL
CONTEXT CAN PROVIDE A BACKDROP FOR UNDERSTANDING HOW FINANCIAL POWER, BROADLY DEFINED, HAS ALWAYS PLAYED A
SIGNIFICANT ROLE IN SHAPING AMERICAN GOVERNANCE AND POLICY, WHICH IN TURN CAN INFLUENCE CAMPAIGN FINANCE DEBATES.

6. DemocrACY IN CHAINS: THE Deep HISTORY OF THE RADICAL RIGHT’S STEALTH PLAN FOR AMERICA

NANCY MACLEAN'S CONTROVERSIAL BUT INFLUENTIAL BOOK ARGUES THAT A SPECIFIC INTELLECTUAL MOVEMENT HAS BEEN
WORKING FOR DECADES TO DISMANTLE DEMOCRATIC INSTITUTIONS AND PUBLIC SERVICES, OFTEN THROUGH THE STRATEGIC USE
OF MONEY. |T INVESTIGATES THE FUNDING AND PHILOSOPHY BEHIND THIS AGENDA, SUGGESTING THAT THE PUSH FOR
DEREGULATION AND LIMITED GOVERNMENT IS DEEPLY INTERTWINED WITH THE FINANCIAL EMPOWERMENT OF A SELECT FEW. THE
BOOK IMPLICITLY CONNECTS TO CAMPAIGN FINANCE AS A MECHANISM FOR ADVANCING THIS AGENDA.

7. THE Founpers’ ForTrESS: How THE CONSTITUTION MADE AMERICA AN UNSTABLE REPUBLIC

THIS HYPOTHETICAL TITLE WOULD EXPLORE THE FOUNDING PRINCIPLES OF AMERICAN GOVERNANCE AND HOW THEY MIGHT
INADVERTENTLY CONTRIBUTE TO POLITICAL INSTABILITY, PARTICULARLY IN THE CONTEXT OF FINANCIAL INFLUENCE. |T COULD
EXAMINE HOW THE STRUCTURE OF THE CONSTITUTION, AND SUBSEQUENT INTERPRETATIONS, HAVE ALLOWED FOR THE
ACCUMULATION AND DEPLOYMENT OF FINANCIAL POWER IN WAYS THAT CHALLENGE THE IDEALS OF A REPRESENTATIVE
DEMOCRACY, POTENTIALLY LEADING TO CURRENT CAMPAIGN FINANCE CONTROVERSIES.



8. UNRIGGING THE SYSTEM: CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM FOR A STRONGER DEMOCRACY

THIS TITLE DIRECTLY ADDRESSES THE NEED FOR REFORM IN CAMPAIGN FINANCE, ARGUING THAT THE CURRENT SYSTEM IS RIGGED
AGAINST ORDINARY CITIZENS. |T WOULD LIKELY DETAIL THE PROBLEMS CAUSED BY LARGE, OFTEN UNDISCLOSED, CONTRIBUTIONS
AND SUGGEST PRACTICAL SOLUTIONS FOR MAKING THE POLITICAL PROCESS MORE EQUITABLE AND RESPONSIVE. THE BOOK
WOULD AIM TO EMPOWER READERS WITH AN UNDERSTANDING OF HOW CAMPAIGN FINANCE AFFECTS THEIR LIVES AND WHAT CAN
BE DONE TO IMPROVE IT.

Q. CiTizens UNITED v. FeDERAL ELECTION Commission: SuPrReme CoURT CASES AND THEIR IMPACT

THIS TITLE REFERS TO A BOOK SPECIFICALLY ANALYZING THE LANDMARK SUPREME COURT CASE THAT DRAMATICALLY RESHAPED
CAMPAIGN FINANCE LAW. |T WOULD DELVE INTO THE LEGAL ARGUMENTS, THE COURT’S DECISION, AND ITS PROFOUND
CONSEQUENCES FOR POLITICAL SPENDING, CORPORATE INFLUENCE, AND THE OVERALL HEALTH OF AMERICAN DEMOCRACY. THE
BOOK WOULD EXPLAIN HOW THIS RULING OPENED THE DOOR TO UNLIMITED INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES BY CORPORATIONS AND
UNIONS.
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