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What the measure does 

• Would ban corporate, union, and nonprofit political spending in Montana — 

including donations to candidates, parties, and ballot initiatives. 

• Would take effect Jan. 1, 2027 if approved by a simple majority. 

Why supporters back it 

• Broad frustration with “dark money” unleashed after Citizens United (2010). 

• Supporters argue Montana can regulate entities registered to do business in 

the state, including revoking registrations for violations. 

• Bipartisan backing from notable figures: former GOP Gov. Marc Racicot and 

former Democratic Sen. Jon Tester. 

• Advocates frame it as a matter of state sovereignty and corporate status as 

“artificial persons.” 

Why opponents object 

• Montana’s Republican governor, GOP leaders, and business groups say the 

measure is unconstitutional under Citizens United. 

• They argue it would silence small businesses, ranches, and farms, 

concentrating political influence among wealthy individuals. 

• The Montana Chamber of Commerce warns it’s a free-speech violation. 

Legal stakes 

• The measure is designed to test the limits of Citizens United. 

• Legal scholars expect immediate court challenges and possibly a Supreme 

Court showdown if it passes. 

• Hawaii passed a similar law, but it’s already facing litigation. 

Political context 

• Montana leans Republican, but has a populist streak and a history of skepticism 

toward large institutions. 

• Nearly $2 billion in dark money was spent nationwide in the 2024 cycle, fueling 

voter frustration. 

Broader implications 

• Even supporters acknowledge the measure wouldn’t affect individual 

megadonors. 

• Critics and analysts agree: “Everybody hates dark money,” but the measure’s 

effectiveness and constitutionality remain uncertain 

 


