
Parties, Members, and Campaign Contributions in the House        151

and others finding little relationship between past loyalty and current contri-
butions.24 Similarly, there is only very modest support for the argument that 
contributions from the party work to buy subsequent member loyalty,25 though 
direct contributions from leaders might.26

To explore these questions about which MCs get contributions from their 
parties, we turn to our data on Hill committee giving decisions in the 2002 to 
2006 election cycles, provided to us by the Federal Election Commission. The 
House was relatively evenly split between the Democrats and Republicans across 
this time period. The Republicans had the majority following the 2002 and 2004 
elections, with 229 seats to the Democrats’ 206 seats in the 108th Congress and 
232 to the Democrats’ 201 in the 109th Congress. The Democrats took the 
majority in the 110th Congress, following the 2006 election, with 233 seats to the 
Republicans’ 202.27 Accordingly, both the DCCC and NRCC had opportunities 
(and incentives) to give to many incumbents and nonincumbents.

In Figure 6-1, we compare the average amounts given by the Hill com-
mittees via direct contributions to candidates in three categories of races—first, 
where the winner was an incumbent who faces a challenger; second, where the 
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Figure 6-1  �Hill Committee Giving in the 2002, 2004, and 2006 
Election Cycles

Note: This figure compares giving from Hill committees to the candidates in three different 
types of races: those in which an incumbent beat a challenger, those in which a challenger 
beat an incumbent, and those in which the seat was open, with no incumbent running.

Source: Compiled by authors.


