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Introduction
Citizen United is a non-profit organization in the United States of America which was formed in November, 1988 by Floyd Brown, a longtime Washington political consultant. It aims at restoring the government of United States to ‘citizen’ control through various functions such as combination of education and advocacy, promoting freedom of enterprises, having strong families, and national sovereignty and security just to mention a few (Fahrenheit,2004). Citizen United has produced TV commercial, web adverts and documentaries in an effort to meet its mission and goals. 
The Citizens United is mostly known for the major role it plays in the advocacy of Political Conservation. An example it the advertisement which revealed actions taken by John McCain of Legislation and aired by Fox News. It has also been it the first line in suing various leader who are involved in covering major scandals which affects the United States citizens. The organization also experience losses in some of the law suits they file. An example of such is the New York attorney demand that Citizens United discloses all its donors (Stempel, Jonathan, 2015).
Back in 2010, the Citizen United won a Supreme Court against Federal Electoral Commission. The case was a landmark as it dealt with the regulation of political campaign spending by the organization. It incorporated the U.S constitutional law, campaign finance and the corporate law. The Supreme Court acknowledged the free speech clause of the First Amendment which prohibits the government from restricting independent expenditure for communication by corporations and other organizations (Cillizza, Chris, 2014). The Supreme Court decision was and is still a highly controversial subject spread out widely among the public and in their discussions (Tharoor, Ishaan,2010). 
Impacts of Citizens United on the Conduct of Campaign for Federal offices
Since the passing of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, the shape of rules of the road have changed the Congress further regulated party spending and fundraising. But as from 2010, all this changed as the as the restrictions were eased and doors were opened to potential donors and spenders who have limits on their expenditure (Bob Biersack, 2018). The changes appear modest at the high level but no growth has been noticed in congressional election spending. The presidential campaign tends to be idiosyncratic in nature and there spending has reduced. The spending which used to be direct has declined on the side of Senate candidates. The decrease was 748 million dollars in 2012 to 625 million dollars in 2016 elections. The distribution change from one election cycle to another. House spending also dropped from 1 billon dollars to 970 million dollars between 2012-2016. Parties are complicated and due to the impacts on presidential campaigns and fundraising have also taken change in the recent years compared to the years before 2010 and below.
Another impact as the result of the Court ruling is that a candidate can have unlimited independent amount of money. They can spend as much the candidate wants under one condition that the funding does not come from the federal government. So, a candidate can get as many donors or the party provides funding independently. Other groups and organizations which never had a say in the elections and campaign can now fund for the success and failure of a candidate as the primary purpose of their funding is electoral politics.
Another impact of the Citizen United image of the Supreme Court case to the federal office is that it led to the emergence and creation of super PACs. They were to be some kind of committees use to raise unlimited amounts of money. The PACs acts shadow political parties which accept millions of dollars from enormous donors who include casino magnates, billionaire, corporations and unions (John Dubbar, 2012). This is so as to rally people to vote for or against a certain candidate in election time and cycles. An example Sheldon Adelson and his family gave out 40 million dollars to the super PACs. The Court also said the PACs should produce report regularly showing information about their donors. Apart from super PACs, social welfares and non-profit organization got the privilege of being able to be involve in campaign under the condition that politic is not their primary function. This impacted on federal campaign as they were now influence by small groups which before had no say in this matter. This rendered the Tillman Act and the Taft-Hartery Act a bit powerless. Spending is peech and is protected by the constitution making social welfares, labor unions and organization speakers. It was still illegal for the unions, companies and welfares to directly give money to candidates in federal offices or vying for federal offices.
Another impact was that there was the emergency of the majority opinion which granted a writ of Certiorari. Also, the state would work on preventing corruption and its appearance from the trough compelling them by constitutional sections (Brian Duignan, 2010). This is because of the individual expenditure in the campaign voth at the congressional and presidential level. The corporate power of speech during elections has impoverished rather that increase the ideas needed for democracy. The Senate and the Congress have had to adopt more and limited measure to protect themselves against corporate dominion the election cycle. There has also been campaign reform that followed after the Supreme Court ruling. The Citizens United made this possible by empowering the freedom of speech and coming to a balance.
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