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Debate on 04/26/16 with Guest Speaker Brian Lopina, D.C. Lobbyist 



Speaker (Brian Lopina) 
Our guest speaker this week was Brian Lopina, a well-known lobbyist from Washington 

D.C. He was invited to the Cornell Political Union to argue that lobbyists are an essential part of 
the public policy, however a ban on campaign contributions by and through lobbyists is a much 
needed reform. Mr. Lopina has been involved in the public policy process for over 30 years, 
previously serving as Chief of Staff for a Member of Congress, an Executive Branch Presidential 
Appointee during the Reagan Administration, and a grassroots organizer.  

Mr. Lopina began his argument by noting that the Framers knew that lobbying was a 
crucial freedom. It was essentially the right to petition the government. According to him, 
lobbying is the most efficient and popular method to petition. It should be viewed as a 
professional service for people who need help navigating the government. Moreover, Mr. Lopina 
claimed that lobbyists that are trustworthy and prepared can assist with breaking down complex 
legislative and legal processes into lay-person’s terms. 

Furthermore, Brian Lopina addressed the public image of lobbying. He discussed the 
biggest myth about lobbying: that legislator’s votes are bought by their friendship with lobbyist. 
On the contrary, the vast majority of lobbyists maintain an ethical and professional relationship 
with politicians. In addition, lobbying has a bad reputation due to the the corrupt minority that 
made the news and became perpetuated by the media.  

Finally, our guest speaker made an appeal for campaign contribution reform. He 
acknowledged that contributions from lobbyists are a clear conflict of interest and that the real 
underlying problem is campaign financing. He therefore advocated for three “necessary 
reforms”: (1) prohibiting lobbyists from donating and soliciting campaign donations; (2) 
restricting campaign donations to one’s personal district; and (3) prohibiting independent Super 
PACs. 

 

Union Votes Negative on a 14-7-4 decision 
 

 


