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TEN YEARS AGO, a small, regional project began to track the money going into state
politics in the Northwest. We hoped at that time to provide a reliable source of 
information to those interested in the forces that exert influence over our legislators
and governors.

We found that the demand for this information existed well beyond the boundaries of
our project. So five years ago, we formed the Institute on Money in State Politics and
began to expand the scope of our data-collecting efforts. 

The explosion in technology in recent years has made it possible for the Institute to
gather more information, identify the source of contributions more completely, and
create easily searchable databases that detail political giving in the states. We have 
put our databases onto the Web, meaning anyone can now research information on 
state-level campaign finances, whether it’s the amount of money raised by one specific
candidate or a general overview of the amount of money put into politics in a specific
state or region.

Our Web site allows users to find out how much money candidates in any given state
have received, as well as how much individual contributors have given. They also can
see which contributors give across state lines or look at the industries that contribute
the largest amounts to state elections.

We take great care at the Institute to gather all campaign finance reports filed by all 
candidates and to include the information in our database, whether we receive it in an
electronic format, on paper, or both. Thus, we provide the only complete source of
state-level campaign finance information in the country.

Over the years, we have continually increased the number of states from which we 
collect information. Last year, we reached the 50-state mark. Now that we have data
from every state, we can provide nationwide and regional comparisons of campaign
finance trends.

The information we collect provides invaluable insights into the role money plays in
politics at the state level. We’re pleased to make it available to you.

Sincerely,

Samantha Sanchez
Director

The Institute on

Money in State

Politics provides

the only 

complete source

of state-level 

campaign

finance 

information in 

the country.
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Overview
The Institute’s unique compilation of nationwide data has allowed it to produce 
first-of-a-kind statistics about state-level elections and the money raised to support
them. The information, available to you online, tells a clear story.

• There’s big money in state-level politics. Nearly 15,000 candidates in races across
the country raised close to $1 billion during the 2000 election cycle.1 The 59 
major-party gubernatorial candidates who raised significant amounts of money
accounted for $115 million of this total. Almost 14,000 candidates filed for state
legislative office and raised $700 million for their races. Other statewide and 
non-partisan candidates made up the difference. 

• Democratic candidates raised slightly more than Republicans. Overall, Democratic
candidates received 52 percent of the total, while Republican candidates raised 46
percent. Third-party or nonpartisan candidates raised the remainder.

• Candidates who already hold office raise more money than political newcomers.
Incumbent candidates seeking re-election raised slightly more than 48 percent of the
total contributions – about $517.5 million. However, they represented just 37 
percent of the candidates seeking office, meaning they raised a higher percentage of
the money than did candidates challenging them or seeking an open seat.

• Candidates who raise the most money have a clear advantage on Election Day. 
Of the approximately 5,900 winning candidates who reported raising money, 
nearly 4,900 had raised the most money in their races. Thus, 83 percent of the 
winners were those who raised the most money. In addition, 76 percent of the 
winners were incumbents – candidates who often were in office because they had
raised the most money when they ran for the first time and who then have a 
subsequent fund-raising advantage because they already hold office.

• Money and incumbency are tough to beat. Of the 5,900 winners, more than 5,400
had the advantage of money, incumbency, or both – a startling 92 percent.

• Party committees are big players in the money chase. The major state-level 
political-party committees raised $582.5 million during the 2000 election cycle,
with the funds used for purposes ranging from direct contributions to candidates to
polling, get-out-the-vote efforts and advertising. Democratic committees raised
slightly more than Republican committees, 51 percent to 49 percent. These 
state-level committees reported receiving nearly $254 million from national party
committees and sending nearly $208 million back to either the state’s federal
accounts or the national committees, where it could be used on federal 
election efforts. 

Each year, state leaders propose and act on numerous issues, from gambling and gun
control to health care and business regulation. As these topics are raised, debated, voted
upon and signed or vetoed, it’s important that people are able to follow the money
behind the elections and the debate. 

The creation of the Institute’s national online database gives the public an important
tool in the election and legislative processes – a way to see which political interests are 
supporting the candidates and to research how political contributions may be affecting
public policy in individual states.

The Institute’s

unique national
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the political
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1The Institute compiled these totals from reports filed in the 2000 cycle or in the closest complete election cycle for a few
states. The total includes money raised by candidates in the 1999 elections in Louisiana, Mississippi and New Jersey. 
It does not reflect money raised in Michigan and Hawaii in 2000 or in Virginia in 1999, because data from those states is not
yet complete, and it does not include Maryland or Alabama, because they did not hold state-level elections in 1999 or 2000.
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Legisl ative Races: A Look at the Money
Legislative candidates who faced off in the general election raised an 
average of $5.92 per voter during the 2000 election cycle, although the figure varied
widely from state to state. The following chart provides a breakdown of the amount
raised per voter in the 2000 general election, based on voter statistics compiled by the
Federal Election Commission. 

Legislative Dollars Per Vote and Average Amounts Raised, 2000 General Election

TToottaall HHoouussee SSeennaattee 
SSttaattee YYeeaarr $$ PPeerr VVootteerr 22000000 VVootteerrss CCoonnttrriibbuuttiioonnss AAvveerraaggee AAvveerraaggee
Alaska $15.33 285,560 $4,377,699 $38,708 $85,343
Louisiana ’99 $13.61 1,765,656 $24,038,206 $69,262 $169,600
Nevada $11.90 608,970 $7,244,377 $56,793 $107,280
California $10.77 10,965,822 $118,157,963 $309,524 $720,950
Oregon $10.10 1,533,968 $15,495,028 $93,464 $201,084
Illinois $9.51 4,742,115 $45,093,592 $186,893 $311,205
New Mexico $8.83 598,605 $5,284,547 $22,581 $39,354
South Carolina $8.08 1,386,331 $11,206,989 $29,076 $87,818
Delaware $7.78 327,529 $2,547,375 $24,232 $49,896
North Carolina $7.29 2,914,990 $21,257,308 $57,484 $100,786
Oklahoma $7.13 1,234,229 $8,798,596 $36,641 $68,162
West Virginia $7.08 648,124 $4,591,016 $17,702 $56,491
Pennsylvania $6.76 4,912,185 $33,227,709 $71,292 $209,036
Iowa $6.74 1,314,395 $8,855,808 $31,699 $72,114
Massachusetts $6.66 2,734,006 $18,198,134 $42,635 $149,858
Washington $6.60 2,487,433 $16,425,989 $55,586 $77,723
Texas $6.47 6,407,037 $41,442,603 $123,358 $678,210
Tennessee $6.11 2,076,181 $12,684,307 $45,571 $171,709
Georgia $5.71 2,583,208 $14,752,558 $34,797 $77,216
South Dakota $5.60 316,269 $1,771,413 $9,075 $10,858
Kansas $5.55 1,072,216 $5,947,273 $13,498 $47,553
Florida $5.52 5,963,110 $32,932,899 $114,198 $281,855
New York $5.46 6,960,215 $38,028,693 $49,803 $144,113
Kentucky $5.37 1,544,026 $8,295,989 $24,668 $151,973
Vermont $5.18 294,308 $1,525,088 $2,528 $14,458
Ohio $5.12 4,701,998 $24,090,893 $73,977 $159,674
Indiana $5.00 2,180,305 $10,891,067 $51,116 $36,744
Minnesota $4.95 2,438,685 $12,082,451 $22,957 $37,528
Connecticut $4.60 1,459,526 $6,714,879 $14,659 $42,461
Missouri $4.46 2,359,892 $10,524,980 $24,692 $131,075
New Jersey ’99 $4.08 3,187,226 $13,004,195 $65,348 No Races
Arkansas $4.03 921,781 $3,710,430 $17,613 $57,942
Wisconsin $3.92 2,598,607 $10,188,887 $39,860 $123,176
Maine $3.83 651,817 $2,496,730 $4,204 $18,446
Mississippi ’99 $3.75 994,184 $3,726,666 $12,698 $23,850
Idaho $3.63 501,615 $1,822,400 $11,201 $10,678
Utah $3.30 770,754 $2,542,484 $10,513 $22,835
Montana $3.22 410,986 $1,321,440 $4,935 $7,321
Arizona $3.19 1,532,016 $4,890,688 $32,102 $30,046
Colorado $2.93 1,741,368 $5,108,893 $16,446 $42,654
New Hampshire $2.92 569,081 $1,664,105 $11 $36,028
Wyoming $2.66 213,726 $568,698 $4,432 $6,805
Nebraska $2.54 697,019 $1,773,402 No Races $42,224
Rhode Island $2.52 408,783 $1,028,789 $5,167 $6,846
North Dakota $0.70 288,256 $202,144 $696 $2,627
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Depending on where a candidate lives, running for a seat in the state legislature can
cost as little as a few hundred dollars or as much as $5 million. On average in 2000,
the 8,449 general-election candidates running for a House seat raised $46,123 each.
The 2,288 general-election Senate candidates raised well over twice that amount, an
average of $100,976. Some winning candidates reported raising less than $100, while
incumbent Rep. Robert Hertzberg of California raised the most money in the 2000 
legislative elections – $5.89 million.

The amounts reported by candidates also reflect, to some degree, the wide disparity
in reporting requirements and in the amounts candidates must raise before they are
required to report their contributions. For example, the previous chart shows House
candidates in North Dakota and New Hampshire raising an average of $696 and $11,
respectively. However, in North Dakota, candidates are not required to report total 
contributions – just any contribution over $200. Thus smaller contributions are never
reported unless a candidate elects to do so. In New Hampshire, candidates must report
their contributions only if they spend more than $500 on their campaigns. In 2000, 726
candidates ran for the state’s 400 House seats. Yet only two candidates reported 
contributions, totaling $6,825.

But analysis of the 2000 data reveals a more telling fact about legislative fundraising –
candidates who are members of the political party in control of a legislature raise far
more money than those in the minority party.

Democrats are in the majority in 23 states in which the Institute obtained complete
data for 2000. In those states, Democratic candidates out-raised Republican candidates
64 percent to 36 percent, respectively. In the states where Republicans are in the 
majority, the exact opposite held true. In 21 states with complete data, Republican 
candidates raised more than Democratic candidates 64 percent to 36 percent, 
respectively. Complete fundraising figures were unavailable for three states – Hawaii,
Michigan and Virginia – while Maryland and Alabama did not hold legislative elections
in 2000. And Nebraska does not hold partisan elections for its unicameral legislature.

The following chart shows the breakdown of party control and campaign 
contributions in the 44 states that held partisan elections in 2000 and for which 
complete information is available on our Web site.
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Comparison of Legislative Control and Total Raised by 2000 Election Winners

Legislatures with Democratic Majorities
DDeemmooccrraattiicc GGOOPP TToottaall $$ TToottaall $$

SSttaattee MMeemmbbeerrss MMeemmbbeerrss DDeemmooccrraattss RReeppuubblliiccaannss
Arkansas 71.9% 28.1% $1,905,598 $941,480
California 63.3% 36.7% $68,310,906 $23,243,669
Connecticut 64.2% 34.8% $3,656,285 $1,355,958
Georgia 58.1% 41.5% $7,150,937 $4,097,164
Illinois 50.3% 49.7% $17,295,320 $19,447,411
Kentucky 60.9% 39.1% $3,983,696 $1,832,077
Louisiana 66.7% 33.3% $11,855,841 $5,850,443
Maine 57.5% 41.4% $646,720 $756,562
Massachusetts 84.0% 14.0% $14,216,784 $1,999,502
Minnesota 51.2% 48.3% $3,804,628 $3,779,102
Mississippi 71.3% 27.0% $1,807,683 $1,021,375
Missouri 51.3% 47.7% $4,532,551 $3,167,554
Nevada 57.1% 42.9% $3,443,759 $2,449,643
New Jersey 53.3% 46.7% $3,327,053 $6,152,538
New Mexico 58.9% 41.1% $2,643,651 $1,428,915
New York 58.8% 41.2% $15,786,024 $16,032,837
North Carolina 57.1% 42.9% $12,299,998 $4,426,432
Oklahoma 55.0% 45.0% $3,835,458 $2,446,106
Rhode Island 86.0% 14.0% $833,484 $60,866
Tennessee 56.8% 43.2% $3,870,928 $1,969,353
Texas 51.4% 48.6% $13,617,803 $9,249,021
Washington 51.0% 49.0% $5,536,236 $5,746,823
West Virginia 76.9% 23.1% $2,885,995 $767,890

$$222255,,669922,,884444 $$112255,,889988,,660022

Legislatures with Republican Majorities
DDeemmooccrraattiicc GGOOPP TToottaall $$ TToottaall $$

SSttaattee MMeemmbbeerrss MMeemmbbeerrss DDeemmooccrraattss RReeppuubblliiccaannss
Alaska 31.7% 68.3% $949,476 $1,880,090
Arizona 43.3% 56.7% $1,039,019 $2,179,267
Colorado 45.0% 55.0% $1,646,626 $1,749,168
Delaware 45.2% 54.8% $871,301 $1,012,344
Florida 36.2% 63.7% $6,606,268 $18,916,506
Idaho 11.4% 88.6% $148,283 $1,246,926
Indiana 47.3% 52.7% $4,279,180 $3,715,182
Iowa 43.3% 56.7% $2,304,462 $3,882,016
Kansas 33.9% 66.1% $1,257,329 $3,481,729
Montana 40.7% 59.3% $378,264 $484,595
New Hampshire 36.1% 63.2% $405,789 $566,859
North Dakota 31.3% 68.7% $20,333 $137,100
Ohio 39.4% 60.6% $3,713,415 $14,910,398
Oregon 46.7% 53.3% $3,376,094 $6,968,721
Pennsylvania 47.0% 52.6% $11,311,845 $13,065,200
South Carolina 43.5% 56.5% $4,013,287 $5,192,943
South Dakota 29.5% 70.5% $345,429 $856,554
Utah 31.7% 68.3% $486,383 $1,228,970
Vermont 43.3% 53.9% $315,427 $388,143
Wisconsin 46.2% 53.8% $3,019,436 $5,059,407
Wyoming 26.7% 73.3% $81,458 $278,081

$$5522,,663399,,443311 $$9933,,665555,,882266
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WHILE CONTRIBUTIONS TO CANDIDATES GENERALLY ARE WELL DOCUMENTED, a second and 
significant source of campaign funds is much more difficult to track. Political party
committees solicit contributions and spend the funds either directly on candidates or on
activities designed to promote the party’s candidates, such as polling, advertising and
get-out-the-vote efforts. 

In the 2000 election cycle, the major state-level party committees raised $582.5 
million. That’s more than half as much as all individual candidates raised. In 10 states,
the party committees out-raised candidates: Arkansas, Florida, Kentucky, Maine,
Minnesota, Nebraska, New Jersey, Nevada, New York and Wyoming.

Much of this money came from other party sources. In fact, individual candidates,
candidate committees or local, state or federal party committees accounted for $350
million, or 60 percent of the total. The remaining 40 percent came from individuals,
businesses and special-interest groups.

Democratic committees raised slightly more than Republican committees, 51 percent
to 49 percent. The committees reported almost $254 million from national party 
committees and sent nearly $208 million back to either the state’s federal accounts or
the national committees, where it could be used on federal election efforts. 

The following chart shows how much money party committees raised in each state
and adjusts the figures for population differences by dividing them by the number of
voters in the 2000 elections.

The 59 major-party gubernatorial candidates who raised significant amounts of
money for either the 1999 or 2000 elections brought in a total of  $115.3 million, or
an average of $1.95 million each. The 13 winning candidates raised nearly 47 percent
of that total – $4.1 million on average – while the 46 remaining candidates raised just
slightly more than half of the total. The average general-election loser among 
major-party candidates raised nearly $2.9 million, on average. 

In addition to the amounts raised by candidates running for election, sitting 
governors who were elected in 1998, and thus not up for re-election, reported 
raising more than $33.4 million for future campaigns.

Amounts Raised by Major-Party Gubernatorial Candidates, 2000 General Election
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Political Party Committee Contributions, 2000 Election Cycle

$$  PPeerr VVootteerr TToottaall $$ TToottaall $$ TToottaall $$ 
SSttaattee PPaarrttyy PPAACCss AAllll PPaarrttyy PPAACCss DDeemmooccrraattiicc PPAACCss RReeppuubblliiccaann PPAACCss
Montana $19.03 $7,822,780 $4,166,947 $3,655,833
Delaware $17.39 $5,696,699 $4,212,132 $1,484,567
Nevada $17.02 $10,365,608 $4,965,531 $5,400,077
Florida $11.94 $71,208,909 $33,180,542 $38,028,367
Missouri $10.54 $24,884,969 $15,761,571 $9,123,398
New Mexico $8.81 $5,275,660 $2,673,215 $2,602,445
Washington $8.58 $21,345,302 $6,670,993 $14,674,309
Michigan $8.34 $35,291,954 $18,181,089 $17,110,865
Oregon $8.09 $12,409,656 $6,958,263 $5,451,393
Minnesota $7.59 $18,509,090 $8,480,595 $10,028,495
Iowa $7.55 $9,923,874 $4,549,945 $5,373,929
New York $7.37 $51,305,952 $25,835,581 $25,470,371
Ohio $6.86 $32,247,691 $11,702,112 $20,545,579
Virginia $6.78 $18,928,198 $11,068,485 $7,859,713
New Jersey $6.74 $21,475,091 $11,205,192 $10,269,899
New Hampshire $6.62 $3,765,239 $1,706,536 $2,058,703
Kentucky $6.52 $10,068,288 $5,930,716 $4,137,572
Indiana $6.38 $13,910,744 $8,456,283 $5,454,461
Pennsylvania $6.07 $29,829,030 $19,229,350 $10,599,680
Illinois $6.04 $28,620,100 $14,459,123 $14,160,977
North Dakota $5.97 $1,721,869 $1,085,997 $635,872
Georgia $5.93 $15,306,129 $8,747,294 $6,558,835
Maine $5.17 $3,371,927 $1,788,883 $1,583,044
Arkansas $5.07 $4,668,980 $885,052 $3,783,928
Utah $5.04 $3,887,712 $1,832,046 $2,055,666
Nebraska $5.04 $3,511,422 $1,969,170 $1,542,252
South Dakota $4.76 $1,506,455 $748,460 $757,995
Louisiana $4.50 $7,937,498 $4,739,781 $3,197,716
Alabama $4.49 $7,477,164 $5,490,060 $1,987,104
Wyoming $4.17 $890,812 $159,934 $730,878
Wisconsin $4.14 $10,754,855 $5,019,334 $5,735,521
Vermont $3.74 $1,101,682 $572,756 $528,926
North Carolina $3.65 $10,652,571 $6,825,998 $3,826,573
California $3.33 $36,524,044 $20,731,808 $15,792,236
Alaska $3.10 $885,322 $455,068 $430,254
Colorado $2.93 $5,097,483 $2,586,884 $2,510,599
Kansas $2.62 $2,805,025 $1,539,721 $1,265,304
Tennessee $2.49 $5,177,139 $1,990,110 $3,187,029
Oklahoma $2.10 $2,597,369 $1,468,133 $1,129,236
Texas $1.87 $11,959,214 $7,045,591 $4,913,623
Idaho $1.64 $825,138 $74,890 $750,248
Arizona $1.50 $2,297,489 $1,007,823 $1,289,666
Mississippi $1.42 $1,415,969 $408,447 $1,007,522
South Carolina $1.37 $1,903,665 $588,610 $1,315,055
Connecticut $1.35 $1,977,565 $1,012,759 $964,805
Hawaii $1.27 $466,491 $177,631 $288,860
Rhode Island $0.68 $278,871 $215,981 $62,890
West Virginia $0.66 $429,313 $279,313 $150,000
Massachusetts $0.55 $1,517,251 $723,592 $793,659
Maryland ’98 $0.31 $626,751 $64,654 $562,097
TToottaall $$558822,,445588,,001100 $$229999,,662299,,998800 $$228822,,882288,,003300

For more political party contribution data, refer to our online database at www.followthemoney.org.
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Who Gives to the Candidates?
The Institute researches the occupation and employer of all contributors 
to identify the economic interests behind campaign contributions. It can provide an
industry-by-industry breakdown of campaign giving to an individual candidate, to a
group of candidates in a specific state, or to candidates across state lines. It also can
show which individual contributors give across state lines.

The top chart below shows which individuals gave the most to state political party
committees in the 2000 elections, as well as the amounts they contributed to individual
candidates. The bottom chart shows the industries that contributed the most to 
legislative candidates. The following charts provide just a sampling of the types of 
information that can be gleaned from the Institute’s online database. 

Top Contributors, by Industry, to Legislative Candidates, 2000 Election Cycle*

DDeemmooccrraattiicc CCaannddiiddaatteess RReeppuubblliiccaann CCaannddiiddaatteess
## ooff ## ooff

IInndduussttrryy TToottaall CCoonnttrriibbuuttiioonnss TToottaall CCoonnttrriibbuuttiioonnss

Lawyers & Lobbyists $28,913,234 77,131 $15,114,757 45,751
Public Sector Unions $21,642,615 23,225 $6,488,456 7,367
Health Professionals $13,751,515 38,102 $14,259,878 43,249
Real Estate $9,951,790 20,371 $10,591,570 24,083
General Trade Unions $17,374,753 30,072 $1,902,775 3,328
Insurance $6,447,339 15,990 $9,373,397 22,457
General Contractors $6,152,064 12,646 $8,335,796 18,342
Retired $4,595,331 26,919 $5,521,899 32,179
Electric Utilities $4,797,768 9,870 $4,542,762 11,082
Oil & Gas $4,369,673 10,524 $4,869,519 12,715

Contributions by political parties and candidates are excluded, as are contributions reported as lump sums because 
individual contributions were under the reporting threshold.

Top Individual Contributors to Party Committees and What They Gave to Candidates

TToottaall ttoo 
## ooff TToottaall ttoo PPaarrttyy CCaannddiiddaattee

TToopp CCoonnttrriibbuuttoorrss CCiittyy,, SSttaattee SSttaatteess CCoommmmiitttteeeess CCoommmmiitttteeeess
Steven T. Kirsch Los Altos Hills, CA 10 $2,150,000 $0
S. Daniel Abraham W Palm Beach, FL 15 $1,289,000 $0
Bernard & Marsha Daines Spokane, WA 5 $1,178,000 $5,550
Donald J. Carter Denton, TX 10 $700,000 $0
Stanley Fulton Las Vegas, NV 2 $565,000 $10,000
James Leininger San Antonio, TX 2 $525,000 $141,847
Wayne Hogan Jacksonville, FL 1 $448,000 $17,600
Vance K. Opperman Minneapolis, MN 4 $439,500 $11,250
Jay Vanandel Grand Rapids, MI 1 $400,000 $0
Edward Hamm Hobe Sound, FL 9 $390,000 $0

*
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Analyzing the Money in Politics
Using the information from its comprehensive databases, the Institute is able to 
analyze the role campaign contributions play in many public policy areas. Following are
summaries of recent Institute research reports.

Private-Prison Industry Giving in Southern States
Private-prison companies gave more than $1.1 million in campaign contributions to
state-level candidates in 14 Southern states during the 2000 elections. Contributors
favored incumbents, who typically have a high rate of re-election, and also gave much
of their money to influential members of key committees that consider prison-related
legislation. The combined strategies ensured that more than 90 percent of the 
contributions went to candidates who would actually vote on the decisions that 
affected the industry’s bottom line.

Enron Giving at the State Level
Enron spread its political largesse not only to federal candidates in 2000, but also to
gubernatorial, statewide and legislative candidates across the country. The company, its
major subsidiaries and its executives contributed nearly $1 million to candidates and
political parties in 29 states. Combined with donations from the 1997 and 1998 
election cycles, Enron-related contributions to state candidates and party committees
totaled $2.1 million over a five-year period. Enron also targeted its giving to winning
candidates, who received 83 percent of the Enron money. 

Judicial Campaign Contributions
Contributors to state Supreme Court candidates frequently end up appearing, either as
a party or an attorney in a case, before the justices to whom they gave money. However,
Institute studies of campaign contributions and Supreme Court decisions in Wisconsin,
Illinois and Michigan show that contributors appear to have no more 
success with their high court cases than non-contributors. In addition, most of the 
people who appeared before the courts did not give at all to judicial campaigns. While
the percentages of contributors and cases varied from state to state, the basic findings
held across the board.

Arizona and Maine Clean Elections
Maine and Arizona became the first states in the nation to enact full public funding of
state races in 2000, and campaign contributions from private sources dropped in both
states during that election cycle. Private funds were cut nearly in half in Maine and
trimmed by 9 percent in Arizona. In addition, the number of legislative candidates
increased in both states. Meanwhile, the disparity between the amounts raised by 
challengers and incumbents and by winning and losing candidates narrowed 
significantly, suggesting harder-fought campaigns. 

Utility Interest Contributions and Electric Deregulation in the Midwest 
Electric utilities and large industrial consumers used campaign contributions to help put
electric deregulation high on the legislative agendas of several Midwestern states in
recent years. Energy interests targeted their contributions to incumbents and legislative
leaders at a time when the companies were advocating legislation to deregulate the
industry. For example, deregulation advocates contributed about $3.5 million to Illinois
candidates during the 1996 elections – much of it to the governor and the legislative
leaders. Overall, pro-deregulation interests contributed at least $6.6 million in six
Midwestern states during the study period. 

The full reports can be found at www.followthemoney.org/issues/issues.html.
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About the Institute
Based in the Rocky Mountains in Helena, Montana, the Institute on Money in State
Politics grew out of an earlier Western organization that collected and analyzed state
campaign finance data in the West. The Institute has steadily increased its coverage,
now collecting information for all 50 states. Its Web site makes this information 
available in an easily searchable format.

The Institute is an outgrowth of a collaboration between the Western States Center, the
Northeast Citizen Action Resource Center, and Democracy South. A working board of
directors consisting of the Institute’s director and research director – as well as 
representatives from each founding organization – oversees the Institute’s operations. 

Who We Are
Institute Director Samantha Sanchez is a tax-law expert whose background includes 15
years on the faculty of Catholic University Law School in Washington, D.C., where she
taught and also served as associate dean during her last six years on the staff. Samantha
also served as tax counsel for U.S. Senator Floyd Haskell on the Senate Finance
Committee and also worked for the Tax Reform Research Group, a Capitol Hill tax
watchdog group.

Edwin Bender, a former journalist, directs the efforts of the Institute’s seven researchers.
These staff members research the economic backgrounds of contributors and identify
trends in political giving. Our data staff, headed by Michelle Hoffart, collects both 
printed and electronic campaign contribution reports from each state and enters and
audits the information to create databases. Webmaster Mike Krejci – formerly of Project
Vote Smart – oversees the operation of the Institute’s Web site and its searchable 
online databases.

How We’re Funded
The Institute is funded primarily through foundation support and has no relationship
with any political party, partisan issue group or elected official. Our independence 
is guaranteed by no-strings-attached funding. Major sources of funding are 
The Carnegie Corporation of New York, The Ford Foundation, The Pew Charitable
Trusts, the Open Society Institute, The Joyce Foundation, and the Florence & John
Schumann Foundation.

Minor income is derived from interest and occasional fees for data entry, database
development and customized research. We do not accept donations from political 
contributors, candidates or parties.
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In the not-too-distant past, gathering information on campaign contributions
involved a trip to the state capital and a painstaking search through piles of paper. 
But now, discovering how much money candidates have raised and who has given it to
them is as simple as clicking a few links on a computer screen.  

The Institute’s Web site, www.followthemoney.org, allows you to search campaign-
finance information in many different ways:

Visit Us on the Web

SSeeee wwhhiicchh eeccoonnoommiicc 

iinntteerreessttss aarree bbeehhiinndd

wwhhiicchh ccaannddiiddaatteess..

The Institute researches

the occupations and

employers of contributors

and then categorizes

their contributions

according to a system

based on the Standard

Industry Codes used by

the Securities and

Exchange Commission.

LLooookk aatt hhooww mmuucchh mmoonneeyy

aa ccaannddiiddaattee hhaass rraaiisseedd..

You can search for a 

specific candidate and

view all the contributions

he or she has reported.

CCoommppaarree hhooww mmuucchh

mmoonneeyy tthhee vvaarriioouuss 

ccaannddiiddaatteess iinn 

aannyy oonnee rraaccee hhaavvee rraaiisseedd..

You can view information

for all candidates in, 

for example, the 

gubernatorial race or a

race for a specific state 

House or Senate district.

FFiinndd oouutt wwhhoo ccoonnttrriibbuutteedd 

aanndd rreecceeiivveedd tthhee mmoosstt 

mmoonneeyy iinn aa ssttaattee..

The Web site provides a

list of the top givers and

receivers in each state,

whether for all races 

combined or any 

specific race within 

that state.

VViieeww ddaattaa aatt aa ggllaannccee.. 

The site generates tables 

and graphics that provide 

current information about 

state elections and 

fundraising practices. 

DDeetteerrmmiinnee hhooww mmuucchh

mmoonneeyy aa ssppeecciiffiicc 

ccoonnttrriibbuuttoorr hhaass ggiivveenn iinn

aannyy oorr aallll ssttaatteess..

The Web site will search

for contributors and 

show you where they

have given money, 

allowing you to see if

they give in more than

one state or in more than

one type of race.



833 North Main, Second Floor • Helena, MT • 59601
Phone 406-449-2480 • Fax 406-457-2091 • E-mail institute@statemoney.org 

www.followthemoney.org


