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Voters universally think that campaign contributions have at least some influence on elected
officialsQdecisions once they are in office, with only 10% of NC voters not believing that campaign
contributions to judges can lead to conflicts of interest. There is no variance seen by party.

How much influence do you think campaign Campaign contributions to judges can too
contributions made to elected officials have often lead to conflicts of interest.
on their decisions?

Net Agree
Great Deal 57% Total Agree 86% 76%

Some Influence - 32% Total Disagree 10%

Just a little
influence I 5% et Agree GO 8%

all I 3% ) i

Don't a0, Net Agree Ind 78%
Know/Refused 0
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More than a third of those who do not vote in all elections have not voted in the past because of
a lack of information about the candidates. This lack of information is problematic, giving voters
the impression that judges are often selected for reasons other than their qualifications.

What is the primary reason you don®always vote in Because voters have little information about judicial
elections? Is it because youE candidates, judges are often selected for reasons other
than their qualifications.

Don't know enough about candidates _ 36% Net Agree
Total Agree 75% 57%

No reason, just because - 13% T

Total Disagree 18%

Are not interested in the elections - 12%

Don't like negative campaigns . 9% Net Agree GOP _ 56%
Don't think your vote will make a difference 6% i
T T

Always vote § 29,

Other 19% Net Agree Ind 62%
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The perceptual ratings of the judiciary are mediocre at best, with unfavorable ratings significantly
higher among conservative Republicans than among liberal and moderate Democrats. As a point ¢
reference, a typical political candidate should have a favorable to unfavorable ratio of around 3 to 1,
or 60% favorable and 20% unfavorable.

Do you have a favorable or unfavorable impression of the judiciary, that is, of state and federal judges?

m Very

@ Somewhat

48%
Favorable 37% ° Favorable Unfavorable
Total 48% 28%
Republican 49% 32%
Democrat 49% 22%
Independent 47% 33%
Moderate/Liberal Republicans 58% 20%
0 28%
Unfavorable 15% Conservative Republicans 44% 38%
Moderate/Liberal Democrats 51% 21%
| Conservative Democrats 1% 26%
Not College Grad 43% 31%
College Degree/Post Grad 56% 21%
Don't Know 11%
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Attributing to the mediocre judicial ratings is the fact that a majority of voters believe judges too
often base their decisions on their own beliefs rather than legal precedent. While voters believe
that the Constitution should govern judicial decisions, many of the these same voters feel that the
vill of the peopleGshould also be taken into account by judges.

Judges too often make their decisions based on Judges should take into account the will of the
their own personal beliefs rather than on the Constitution people when making rulings.
and the laws passed by the state legislature.

Net Agree
0 Net Agree

24%

Total Disagree 38%

Total Disagree 35%

0,
Net Agree GOP - 25% Net Agree GOP - 21%

0,
Net Agree Dem [l 14% netagree vem [N

Net Agree Ind || 2%
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Net Agree Ind 18%
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The negative reaction of special interests trumps that of using tax dollars to fund campaigns, even
with the anti-tax sentiment shared by many NC voters.

If the only difference between two candidates running for office was that one used taxpayer money to
run his campaign and the other used special interest money, which one would you vote for?

B Definitely @ Probably [ Lean

Taxpayer | Special Interest Don't
\ Money Money Know
Taxpayer Money 22% 4%] 299 Total 49% 28% 21%
\ Republican 46% 27% 25%
Democrat 53% 29% 16%
Independent 53% 23% 21%
Moderate/Liberal Republicans 50% 27% 21%
Conservative Republicans 44% 28% 27%
] Moderate/Liberal Democrats 54% 30% 14%
Special Interest 280 Conservative Democrats 56% 25% 15%
Money 0 Not College Grad 42% 35% 21%
College Degree/Post Grad 61% 15% 21%
Don't Know 21%
T T T T T 1
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There is a high level of support for the new judicial election reform law, with little difference seen
among voters across the political and ideological spectrum.

Would you favor or oppose continuing a current law that gives statewide judicial candidates public campaign
funding if they agree to not take special interest contributions and adhere to spending limits. This law also makes
judicial elections non-partisan and provides for voter guides explaining judicial candidates(positions on the
issues and experience.

o Net Favor

Total Oppose 18%

Net Favor Ind 62%
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With so few voters having enough information regarding judicial candidates, approximately two-
thirds of NC voters agree that judicial appointments will ensure more qualified judges who would
face a more stringent screening process based on merit, rather than fundraising ability.

[HALF SAMPLE] Many voters say that they [HALF SAMPLE] Many voters say that they don®
don®know enough about candidates running for judge know enough about candidates running for judge and ofte
and often have very little if anything to base their voting have very little if anything to base their voting decision on.
decision on. Therefore, appointing judges would be The election process allows judicial activists and unqualifi
better than electing them because their appointment candidates to win election and that appointing judges wou
would be based on their merits and qualifications and be a better way to screen candidates.

not on politics and how much money they can raise.

Net Agree Net Agree
Total Agree 65% 36% Total Agree 67% 39%

Total Disagree 29% Total Disagree 28%

Net Agree GOP ” 16% Net Agree GOP - 33%

Net Agree Ind ‘ 47% Net Agree Ind ‘ 42%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%  100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80%  100%

AMERI [IEWPOINT June 6-8, 2005



While past research has shown some resistance to judicial appointments, the introduction of
public confirmations gives voters assurances that judges will be held accountable for their
actions and decisions. In fact, specifically using the word @ppointedOdoes not lessen support.

[HALF SAMPLE] Rather than being initially [HALF SAMPLE ]Rather than being initially elected,

elected, members of the Supreme Court and Court of members of the North Carolina Supreme Court and the Court
Appeals will be appointed by the Governor, and then of Appeals will be screened and selected by the Governor to
serve for limited terms after which the question of the serve for a limited term, and will then face a regular vote by
Justice's or Judge's confirmation in office will be regularly the people to determine whether they may remain in office
submitted for approval or disapproval by vote of the or are dismissed.

people at general elections.

Net Favor

Total o Total 30%
Oppose 31% Oppose °

Net Favor Net Favor o
cop N 5% cop NN 2%

Net Favor Net Favor o

Net Favor Net Favor 0
Ind 40% Ind 26%
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As further evidence that public confirmations or retention elections alleviate much of the concern ov
judicial appointments, a majority of voters disagree with the accountability argument. The issue of
accountability was seen in past research as the greatest hesitation voters have in accepting judicial
appointments.

If judges are appointed they will not be held accountable by voters for their actions and decisions in court.

Total Agree 429 Net Agree
I - 120%

Total Disagreee 53%

4% . Net Agree GOP

16% - Net Agree Dem

-9% Net Agree Ind

[ T T T T T I

-40% -20% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

AMERI [IEWPOINT June 6-8, 2005



Conclusions

1. Voters think that campaign contributions have a significant amount of influence in the

decisions elected officials make, with most saying these contributions can lead to conflicts of
interest for judges.

2. This, coupled with votersQealization that they have little information regarding judicial
candidates, leads to three-quarters of NC voters favoring the new judicial election reform bill

that takes the influence campaign donations can play out of the equation and provides voter
guides to educate voters on candidates.

3. There is also potential for further reform to include judicial appointments, as long as they
include a public confirmation component to alleviate any concerns that judges will not be
held accountable for their actions and decisions in the court room.
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