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What is the Purpose of Warrant Article 23? 

Warrant Article 23 asks that Town Meeting Members adopt a Resolution that calls on the Massachusetts 

Congressional delegation and the Massachusetts State Legislature to support an Amendment to the United 

States Constitution to overturn the 2010 “Citizens United v. FEC” Supreme Court decision. 

  

In the Citizens United case, the Supreme Court, in a 5-4 vote, determined as unconstitutional, under the 

First Amendment, Federal Law that had prohibited Corporations and Unions from using general treasury 

funds to make so-called “independent expenditures” on behalf of, or against, specifically named political 

candidates within 30 days prior to an election. 

  

As a result of this and subsequent Federal cases, Corporations and Unions, through so-called “Super PACs”, 

can use their virtually unlimited funds to influence elections, allowing them to drown out the voice of the 

ordinary citizen. It also creates a system of political indebtedness where a candidate, once in office, is 

forced to choose between doing the bidding of big-money interests so as to secure monetary support for 

re-election, or supporting the interests of their constituents at the risk of a well-funded retaliation. 

  

Citizens United endangers the free speech rights of all citizens. The First Amendment was designed to 

ensure that all citizens have an equal voice, particularly in political speech. If outside interests can spend 

unlimited sums of money to purchase vast amounts of airtime, they can effectively monopolize the public 

discussion. 

  

Citizens United is widely viewed as a radical break from over 100 years of Federal legislation and Supreme 

Court decisions supporting Congressional authority to set reasonable limits on the behavior of 

Corporations and Unions regarding election financing. Former Chief Justice William Rehnquist, appointed 

by Ronald Reagan, speaking for a unanimous Supreme Court in a 1982 election finance case, wrote: 

“The governmental interest in preventing both actual corruption and the appearance of corruption of 

elected representatives has long been recognized, and there is no reason why it cannot be accomplished 

by treating corporations differently from individuals.” 

  

A Constitutional Amendment would restore the power to make appropriate campaign finance laws to 

Congress, where it belongs. 

  

Why at Town Meeting? 

  

1. New England Town Meetings have been a key forum for discussion of important questions, 

which affect the people’s liberty, dating back to the American Revolution. 

2. Town Meeting is the most representative form of government, whereby citizens can articulate 

their concerns to higher levels of government.  It is especially fitting and necessary for 

Needham’s Town Meeting to represent its citizenry, when the Constitutional Amendment being 

considered, affects its citizens’ Rights. 

3. The US Constitution, in Article V, provides a legislative process for Amendment. Traditionally, 

the call for an Amendment begins at the local level. 

4. If and when Congress adopts a Constitutional Amendment to overturn Citizens United, it will be 

sent back to the states to be approved by ¾ of State Legislatures, and Needham will have an 

opportunity to make its voice heard. 

5. The Citizens United decision affects political campaigns at all levels – Federal, state and local.  

The infusion of large amounts of cash from Corporate or Union treasuries can have a 
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disproportionate and distorting influence on state and local elections.  Consider, for example, 

the potential for casino interests, liquor store chains, or large food product companies that 

might oppose efforts to improve school lunches, to pump money into local or state elections in 

order to buy favorable votes. 

6. Citizens United poses too great a threat to our liberty for Needham to remain silent. 

7. Citizens United is a non-partisan issue, and discussion of this Resolution is not politicizing Town 

Meeting.   Big money in politics is a threat to citizens of all political leanings.  Surveys 

consistently show that overwhelming majorities of Independents, Republicans, and Democrats 

approve of an Amendment process to overturn Citizens United. 

  

Other states and towns are taking up the issue: 

At the time of writing, 34 39 Massachusetts municipalities have already approved Resolutions similar 

to Needham’s Warrant Article, and 29 more municipalities are in the process of considering such 

resolutions.  The Massachusetts legislature and 8 other states’ legislatures, also have similar 

Resolutions pending (in MA, S.772). 

  

We are part of a broader local effort to save our Republic. We hope that Massachusetts, true to its 

long tradition of fighting for individual freedom, will become the fourth state legislature to vote for a 

Constitutional Amendment to overturn “Citizens United”.   

  

 SUBSTITUTE MAIN MOTION – ARTICLE 23 

 To see if the Town will vote the following resolution or take any other action relative thereto; 

  

Whereas the expenditure of unlimited Corporate and Union general treasury funds to influence 

elections threatens to overwhelm our individual voices in our electoral and governing processes, and 

  

Whereas the U.S. Supreme Court’s 5:4 ruling on January 21, 2010 in ‘Citizens United v. Federal 

Election Commission’ took away the long-standing power of Congress to place limits on Corporate 

and Union spending to influence elections, and 

  

Whereas the Court’s decision in ‘Citizens United’ applies to state and local elections, as well as to 

Federal elections, and so makes real the threat that Corporate and Union expenditures will dominate 

state and local elections, 

  

Now, therefore let it be resolved that this Town Meeting calls upon the Massachusetts delegation to 

the US Congress to support an Amendment to the US Constitution that would overturn the Supreme 

Court decision in ‘Citizens United’, and 

  

Be it further resolved that this Town Meeting calls upon our State Legislature to seek the support of 

the US Congress for an Amendment to the US Constitution which would overturn the Supreme Court 

decision in Citizens United. 

 


