States’ ratification of the 22nd Amendment

North Dakota

The 22nd Amendment to the Constitution, which limits a person to being elected

to the presidency two times, and sets additional eligibility conditions for presidents
who succeed to the presidency, was voted out of Congress by a supermajority vote in
both chambers. Between 1947 and 1951, the 22nd Amendment was ratified by 41 state
legislatures and officially came into effect after 36 states ratified the amendment in
February 1951. Since the history of the 22nd Amendment’s passage and the intent

of those who ratified it has become relevant again, this factsheet is part of a series
covering each state’s ratification process.

North Dakota’s consideration of the 22nd Amendment:

® The North Dakota legislature completed its process ratifying the 22nd
Amendment on March 2, 1949.

® On January 18, 1949, the Senate approved a resolution to ratify the amendment
by a vote of 28 to 19 (with 2 absent). The measure passed with the support of
senators from the GOP as well as from the
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citizensforethics.org


https://www.citizensforethics.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/Full-Article-.-The_Fargo_Forum_Daily_Republican_and_Moorhead_Daily_News_1949_01_19.pdf
https://www.citizensforethics.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/uiug-30112110856975-97-1760994003.pdf
https://www.citizensforethics.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/Full-Article-.-The_Fargo_Forum_Daily_Republican_and_Moorhead_Daily_News_1949_01_19.pdf
https://www.citizensforethics.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/Full-Article-.-The_Fargo_Forum_Daily_Republican_and_Moorhead_Daily_News_1949_01_19.pdf
https://www.citizensforethics.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/uiug-30112114896134-957-1760994215.pdf
https://www.citizensforethics.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/1949rules.pdf
https://www.citizensforethics.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/Murray_1-2.pdf

States’ ratification of the 22nd Amendment

some time of crisis, fifty years from now. The Democratic Party too may long
since have fallen by the wayside, by that time. ... So don'’t cast your vote with
Roosevelt in mind. Don't cast your vote with Harding, Coolidge or Hoover in
mind. Think of the long-term effect of this thing—to take away the right of the
people to select who should be their president.”

® TFollowing Rep. Murray’s speech in opposition to the amendment, Rep. Wolf
motioned that the adopted resolution ratifying the 22nd Amendment be
reconsidered and the motion passed.

® The resolution returned to the floor on February 26, 1949, and was passed again
“unchanged.”

® On March 1, 1949 the secretary put forth the resolution for the speaker’s
signature which was signed on March 2, 1949.

® North Dakota was one of only two states to ratify the amendment in 1949, with
the Associated Press called 1949 “a rough year for the proposal” noting that
“[r]esolutions to ratify were defeated or sidetracked in Utah, Nevada, Idaho,
Minnesota, Maryland, Massachusetts, Indiana, Montana, North Carolina, New
Mexico, Washington, Wyoming and Alabama.”

Cases involving the 22nd Amendment in North Dakota:

® There are no relevant cases in North Dakota that analyze the requirements of the
22nd Amendment.
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