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Introduction

In late June 2008, the Center for Competitive Politics mailed approximately 4,800 surveys to
individuals who contributed $10 to at least one ‘Clean Elections’ candidate in either the 14™ or 24™
legislative districts of New Jersey. The purpose was to gather and analyze information about these
contributors in order to better understand their intent, motivation, beliefs, and backgrounds, among

other things.

As of July 29, CCP had received approximately 755 responses. Although completed surveys
continue to come 1n and our analysis of the data is not yet complete, there is sufficient information
and analysis available to address two significant issues with a great deal of confidence. The two

questions we are able to answer at this time are:

1. Are ‘Clean Elections’ candidates less reliant on or grateful to organized interest groups

because their funding source has apparently changed?

1o

Can ‘Clean Elections’ improve citizens’ perceptions of “corruption” in state government and
increase confidence that elected officials represent constituent interests and not party

leadership and special interests?

In both instances, the new information casts doubt on the ability of taxpayer-funded political

campaigns to achieve the goals such programs are intended to address.

#1 ‘Clean Elections’ do not reduce candidates’ reliance on organized interest groups for
funding, as demonstrated by the significant over-representation of certain interest groups
and occupations among ‘Clean Election’ donors.

One of the goals of “Clean Elections’ is to reduce or even eliminate the perception that candidates
rely on organized interest groups for funding and support. By forcing candidates to gather a large
number of small contributions from citizens residing within their own legislatve district, 1t is
assumed that candidates will meet a broader, more representative sample of citizens while
eliminating any undue influence that interest groups may have as a result of their funding and

suppott.

A review of donors in Districts 14 and 24 shows, however, that the ‘Clean Election’ candidates

continued to rely on a small number of interest groups and occupations for the bulk of their small



contributions. The table below breaks down the major interest group and occupation contributors

by district and party.

District & Party | Occupations and percentage of | Interest Groups and percentage of
contributors contributors
14", Democrat Education, 21.6% NJEA, 23.5%
Science & Technology, 18.1% NARAL Pro-Choice New Jersey, 16.7%
Business & Professional, 13.3% AFSCME, 11.8%
Sierra Club, 10.8%
Local Party Organization, 10.8%
CWA, 8.8%
14", Republican Fducation, 20.3% NJEA, 32.1%
Business & Professional, 16.6% NRA, 17.9%
Finance, 10.1% CWA, 16.7%
Science & Technology, 10.1% NJ Right to Life, 10.7%
24" Democrat Education, 23.4% NJEA, 31.2%
Business Professional, 16.9% Sierra Club, 15.6%
Science & Technology, 10.5% NARAL Pro-Choice New Jersey, 6.5%
Local Party Organizations, 6.5%
24" Republican Business & Professional, 19.6% NRA, 33.3%
Education, 18.1% NJEA, 30.6%
Health Care, 10.3% NJ Right to Life, 18.1%
NFIB, 8.3%

The data above indicate that, either directly or indirectly, organized interest groups played a
substantal role in helping ‘Clean Election’ candidates to collect the small contributions and
signatures from district residents needed to recerve more than $500,000 each for their 2007 election
campaigns. Whether well-organized interest groups contribute large sums directly to candidates, or
simply provide the needed support to help them qualify for hundreds of thousands of dollars in

taxpayer funds, candidates are likely to be equally grateful to those interest groups.

#2  ‘Clean Elections’ are unlikely to improve citizens’ opinion of their government,
because perceptions of ‘corruption’ are closely tied to partisanship and ideology, and
whether a citizen agrees with their Assembly member or Senator.

One of the questions asked in the survey was:

5. Do you believe vour current state Assembly member and Senator generally vote

based on:

a) What they believe the majority of their constituents favor
b) What they personally believe is best for their constituents
¢) What their party leadership wants

d) What special interests want







