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• Needs to be explored more in a larger, more in-depth study

• Justices may be influenced by certain external factors in cases other than campaign 

contribution totals. 

• Hypothesis was proven wrong, but is still important

•  Possible correlation found between judicial decisions and type of 

appellant/respondent litigants 

Maintaining an impartial judiciary is paramount to the foundation of democracy. Legal 

scholars can use my findings and those of future studies to find better ways to refocus 

judges on appropriate ways of assessing cases fairly. My hope is that my study will 

influence the development of new selection methods for judges that abandon a reliance 

on partisanship through monetary means and contribute to a better justice system. 
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For each of the six states analyzed, 25 cases were assessed. Cases were assessed by:

 

• Case decision

• Decision ideology

• Case type

• Law firm type

• Number of amicus briefs filed

• Type of litigant

• Type of appellant/respondent

(Below) An example of data collected from each state and analyzed using the data above

Six states analyzed:

 Texas and Pennsylvania for partisan ballot type

 Michigan and Ohio for quasi-partisan ballot type

 Wisconsin and Montana for nonpartisan ballot type 

For each state, 25 cases were analyzed from the 2020-2021 term. This equaled 150 cases 

that I had to read and analyze throughout the summer.

Used STATA for statistical analysis (logistic regressions, interaction effects)

(Below) Each states justices for the 2021 term including total campaign contribution 

funds

No direct correlation between campaign contributions and votes for appellants 

 This is positive for the credibility of the judiciary at large

Study only examines 25 cases from six states

 Correlation between contributions and decisions may exist if more cases or 

states examined

Different external factor found to be significant

 Type of litigant.

  The state, an individual, or a business

(Below) Chart illustrating results including insignificant P-values

This research seeks to examine if campaign contributions made the state supreme 

court justices influenced the outcome of future court decisions. Six states, equally 

divided between partisan, non-partisan, and quasi-partisan ballot types were 

examined. 25 state supreme court cases from each state were analyzed, totaling 150 

cases used within the project analysis. Statistical analysis was conducted on collected 

data through STATA. The findings of the study show that for the six states examined, 

there was no correlation found between campaign contributions and subsequent 

judicial decisions. However, slight correlation was found between the type of litigant 

(state, individual, business) and state supreme court decisions. These results are 

inconclusive. More research needs to be done at a larger scale to determine the true 

impact of campaign contributions on court decisions.

The symbolic image of Themis, the Greek goddess of justice, is 

characterized as having a blindfold over her eyes to show the ideal form 

of justice as being “blind” to outside influences. It is important to 

continually assess how blind the American justice system is to political 

influence to protect the integrity of justice itself. In terms of state supreme 

court elections, justices can peek from behind the blindfold in seemingly 

inconspicuous ways like dictating their judicial decisions based on the 

political interests of campaign donors.

Research Question:

 What factors influenced state supreme court rulings during the 2021 

term? 

Hypothesis: 

 I expect campaign contributions from attorneys to correlate with 

subsequent judicial decisions. 

Goals:

 Determine if a correlation exists between campaign contributions, 

ballot type, and state supreme court decisions
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