
Overview of Findings 
from the 2005 City Ethics Commission’s Post-Election Study



Our Aim
• Provide practical data

• Identify factors shaping 
effectiveness

• Shed light on impact of 
reforms

• Offer guiding issues for 
further consideration



“…to Broaden Participation”
Voter Turnout, 1993-2005
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Amplified Voices Through Strong 
Matching Funds Participation





Open Seat Candidacies Strong



Heavy Reliance on Individuals
(Table 6)
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Contribution Amounts Remain
Relatively Small





Yet Candidate Fundraising Uneven



Spending Gap is Widening



Fundraising Per Candidate is Up



Spending per Candidate is Up



Emergence of “mid-term” Races



Open Seats, in Contrast



Independent Spending as % of All Political Money 
in City Campaigns, 1993-2005

Candidate Spending
92%

$126,755,311

Independent 
Spending

8%
$10,795,557

The Eight Percent Factor



…But Growing As Percent
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And Growing in Frequency

Of 394 candidates on City ballot since 1989
21% were supported independently 

1/3 between 1989-1999
1/3 in 2001 regular & special elections
1/3 between 2003-2005



Timing is Everything



Who Spent Independently? 
Independent Spending, 1993-2005
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2005: A Snapshot



Who Benefited?



Did Candidates Supported Win?
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Where from here?
Voter Turnout, 1993-2005
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