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Lobbyists are people whose job is to sway politicians to vote favorably towards the lobbyist’s clients on Congressional legislation. They do this financial support and donations. However, to prevent corruption (lobbyists just buying members of Congress’ vote) there are strict contribution limits ($2,800 per individual). Lobbyists skirt this limit through fundraising politicians. Lobbyist fundraisers are events where lobbyists help raise money for political candidates. These fundraisers can take different forms, such as hosting events, bundling donations, or directly contributing to campaigns. Lobbyist fundraisers skirt the contribution limits while giving the lobbyist unprecedent influence on Congressional members and thus policy decisions. This loophole increases Congressional corruption and skew policy decisions as politicians make decisions on how this policy impacts the lobbyist’s client instead of how the policy impacts the public. Closing the loophole will address this corruption and stop lobbyists from buying policy decisions. 
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[bookmark: _Toc76903063][bookmark: _Toc39995952]Ban Lobbyist Fundraising
Disgraced former lobbyist and convicted felon Jack Abramoff said it best in 2012.  QUOTE: 
“You can't take a congressman to lunch for $25 and buy him a hamburger or a steak of something like that. But you can take him to a fundraising lunch and not only buy him that steak, but give him $25,000 extra and call it a fundraiser.” 

[CBS News 2012. “Jack Abramoff: The lobbyist's playbook” 30 May 2012 (accessed 15 July 2025) https://www.cbsnews.com/news/jack-abramoff-the-lobbyists-playbook-30-05-2012/ ]
Lobbyists have restrictions and regulations on financial contributions to members of Congress. But host a fundraiser and you skirt the regulations and you can buy all kinds of influence on Capitol Hill. Please join my partner and me in affirming that The United States Federal Government should significantly reform Congress.
[bookmark: _Toc104582361][bookmark: _Toc204014950]OBSERVATION 1.  DEFINITIONS
[bookmark: _Toc204014951]Reform
Merriam Webster Online Dictionary copyright 2025. https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/reform (accessed 21 Apr 2025)
to put or change into an improved form or condition

[bookmark: _Toc204014952]Significant
Merriam Webster Online Dict. copyright 2025 https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/significant (accessed 21 Apr 2025)
having or likely to have influence or effect : IMPORTANT

[bookmark: _Toc204014953]Lobbyist
Merriam Webster Online Dict. copyright 2025 https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/lobbyist (accessed 13 May 2025) 
one who conducts activities aimed at influencing or swaying public officials and especially members of a legislative body on legislation

[bookmark: _Toc204014954]Fundraising
Merriam Webster Online Dict. copyright 2025 https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/fundraising (accessed 13 May 2025) 
the organized activity of raising funds (as for an institution or political cause)







[bookmark: _Toc104582364][bookmark: _Toc76903067][bookmark: _Toc204014955][bookmark: _Toc76903073][bookmark: _Toc20662235][bookmark: _Toc104582371]OBSERVATION 2. INHERENCY, or the conditions of the Status Quo.  Two Facts:

[bookmark: _Toc204014956]FACT 1: Lobbyist Fundraising.  Lobbyists raise money for congressmen in ways that would ordinarily be illegal
RepresentUs Copyright 2025 (America’s leading nonpartisan grassroots organization fighting for a government accountable to the people.) “Add your signature to crack down on lobbyist corruption.” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://act.represent.us/sign/lobbyist_corruption_db 
Here’s how it works. Let’s say you’re a big bank. You want to buy influence with a senator on the banking committee so he’ll vote your way on an upcoming bill. The easiest way would be to just give $100,000 directly to the senator’s reelection campaign. But alas, that would be illegal — federal law prohibits companies from making direct donations to candidates. So instead, you hire a lobbying firm. Here’s where things get corrupt. That lobbying firm can legally organize a  swanky fundraiser that brings in $100,000 for the senator’s reelection campaign. At the fundraiser, your lobbyist just happens to have a friendly chat about your feelings on banking policy with the senator’s staff. At the end of the day, the senator is still up $100,000, he still knows exactly where the money came from, and he knows which way to vote if he wants the money to keep flowing. But this time, nobody’s broken any laws!

[bookmark: _Toc204014957]FACT 2:  Money buys influence.  Money from lobbyists gives them unprecedent influence over Congress
[bookmark: _Hlk198034555]Center for American Progress 2018 (independent, nonpartisan public policy research and advocacy institute focused on economic and social issues. CAP is headquartered in Washington, D.C.) 25 Apr 2018 “Ban Lobbyists from Fundraising for Politicians” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.americanprogress.org/article/ban-lobbyists-fundraising-politicians/  
In American elections, there are limits on how much individuals can contribute directly to political candidates. These limits were intended to prevent large contributions that threaten “the integrity of our system of representative democracy” and public confidence in that system. However, some individuals subvert these limits by asking clients, business partners, friends, and even corporate PACs to donate to a particular candidate. They make sure that the candidate knows that they are the one bringing in large sums of money, which affords them the kind of access and political influence that limited contributions cannot buy.

[bookmark: _Toc139041539][bookmark: _Toc104582372][bookmark: _Toc76903074][bookmark: _Toc204014958]OBSERVATION 3.  Congress should enact the following plan:

1. Ban lobbyists, including all agents and employees of lobbying firms, or anyone acting in the capacity or on behalf of a lobbyist, from fundraising for members of Congress.  Any laws or court decisions in conflict will be repealed or reversed.
2.  Plan takes effect the day after an Affirmative ballot
3.  Enforcement through Congressional expulsion, prosecution by the Justice Department, and federal courts 
4. All Affirmative speeches may clarify.
[bookmark: _Toc139041541][bookmark: _Toc204014959]OBSERVATION 4.  ADVANTAGES

[bookmark: _Toc204014960]ADVANTAGE 1.  Reduces corruption.   
[bookmark: _Toc204014961]
A.  Closing the loophole. Closing the lobbyist fundraising loophole is the right policy to fight corruption
Michael Sozan and William J. Roberts 2019 (Sozan- senior fellow at American Progress, where he focuses on democracy and government reform. Roberts- senior vice president for Rights and Justice at American Progress) 25 Apr 2019 “10 Far-Reaching Congressional Ethics Reforms to Strengthen U.S. Democracy” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.americanprogress.org/article/10-far-reaching-congressional-ethics-reforms-strengthen-u-s-democracy/ 
One of the most ambitious anti-corruption solutions that leaders should advance is a law banning lobbyists from fundraising for candidates for federal office, including members of Congress. Simply put: If you lobby, you cannot fundraise, and if you fundraise, you cannot lobby. Although lobbyists are subject to the same contribution limits as other individuals—$2,800 per candidate, per election—many lobbyists provide far more financial support to members of Congress by hosting fundraising events and bundling contributions. This bold structural solution would ban not only those activities, but also more broadly, any solicitation of contributions for a candidate beyond a lobbyist’s personal contribution limits. 

[bookmark: _Toc204014962]B.  Breaking the link. Breaking the link between financial incentives and policy decisions is crucial in the fight against Congressional corruption.
Michael Sozan and William J. Roberts 2019 (Sozan- senior fellow at American Progress, where he focuses on democracy and government reform. From 2015 to 2017, Sozan was American Progress’ senior vice president for Government Affairs, after two decades of work in the federal government and the private sector. Roberts- senior vice president for Rights and Justice at American Progress) 25 Apr 2019 “10 Far-Reaching Congressional Ethics Reforms to Strengthen U.S. Democracy” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.americanprogress.org/article/10-far-reaching-congressional-ethics-reforms-strengthen-u-s-democracy/ 
The right to petition the government and public officials is an important constitutional right and integral part of a participatory democracy, but access to government officials should not be bought and sold. Massive lopsided lobbying by industry and business over public interest lobbying can undermine the democratic process. An advocate’s attempt to persuade lawmakers on an issue’s merits should be separate from the advocate providing money for a lawmaker’s campaign. In other words, the link between financial incentives and policy outcomes must be broken in order to minimize actual or perceived corruption.

[bookmark: _Toc204014963]ADVANTAGE 2.  Democracy upheld.   

[bookmark: _Toc204014964]A.  The Link:  Buying votes.  Fundraising buys policy because decisions are far more likely to go in favor of fundraisers 
Professor Amy Melissa McKay 2018 (Associate Professor of Political Science at Univ of Exeter.) 24 April 2018 “Fundraising for Favors? Linking Lobbyist-Hosted Fundraisers to Legislative Benefits” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1065912918771745
The analysis suggests that when an interest group hosts one or more fundraisers for a senator on the Finance committee, the odds that that very senator introduces one of the group’s written requests as an amendment to the health care bill are nearly 3.5 times the odds when the lobby group does no fundraising for the senator. The odds are even greater when we control for whether the group and the senator are predisposed to agree ideologically. From this, we can infer that members of Congress may be more inclined to do favors for groups that fundraise for them than for groups with whom they share a political ideology.

[bookmark: _Toc204014965]B.  The Impact:  Dollars Defeat Democracy
Reed Showalter 2021 (attorney and a fellow at the American Economic Liberties Project) Aug 2021 “Democracy for Sale: Examining the Effects of Concentration on Lobbying in the United States (accessed 15 July 2025) https://www.economicliberties.us/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/Working-Paper-Series-on-Corporate-Power_10_Final.pdf
Research has borne out the power of money in politics. Baumgartener et al. demonstrated that policy outcomes favor the interest group with the most lobbying resources. Gilens and Page, for example, show that lobbying groups disproportionately represent business interests compared to more democratic interests and that these business lobbying groups are, dollar for dollar, twice as influential as other groups.
[bookmark: _Toc139041554][bookmark: _Toc204014966]2A Evidence: Ban Lobbyist Fundraising
[bookmark: _Toc139041555][bookmark: _Toc31664][bookmark: _Toc204014967]TOPICALITY

[bookmark: _Toc204014968]A/T “Campaign finance reform not topical” – NCFCA web site recommends it as a viable case idea!
NCFCA 2025  “2025-26 Policy Resolution Background Paper” (accessed 21 July 2025) https://ncfca.org/wp-content/uploads/2025-26-Policy-Resolution-Background-Paper-Google-Docs.pdf
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Toc204014969]MINOR REPAIR/COUNTERPLAN RESPONSES

[bookmark: _Toc204014970]A/T “Ban lobbying”- Unconstitutional – violates 1st Amendment and takes away fundamental rights
Zac Morgan 2019 (attorney, Institute for Free Speech) 3 June 2019 “Simple, Bipartisan, and Unconstitutional: Cruz-Ocasio-Cortez Lobbying Ban Violates First Amendment” (accessed 15 July 2025) https://www.ifs.org/blog/simple-bipartisan-and-unconstitutional-cruz-ocasio-cortez-lobbying-ban-violates-first-amendment/ (ellipses and brackets in original)
As the D.C. Circuit noted forty-five years ago, while “[l]obbying is of course a pejorative term…another name for it is petitioning for the redress of grievances. It is under the express protection of the First Amendment.” Congress cannot write away the First Amendment right to petition government of its members now and for posterity. If it could, would Congress also have the power to restrict or ban other protected First Amendment activities that are related to members’ service in Congress, such as becoming a journalist, TV pundit, anchor, radio talk host, or opinion columnist?

[bookmark: _Toc204014971]A/T “Increase lobbyist laws or enforcement”- Won’t do anything. Fundraising bypasses the laws, it’s totally legal.
RepresentUs Copyright 2025 (America’s leading nonpartisan grassroots organization fighting for a government accountable to the people.) “Is Lobbying Good or Bad?” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://act.represent.us/sign/lobbying-good-or-bad#:~:text=There%20is%20nothing%20inherently%20wrong,buy%20influence%20with%20our%20government
Let's say you’re a bank and you want a senator to vote your way. You can't just give him $100,000 — that would be a bribe. People recognize giving someone large sums of money tends to lead to corruption, so it's illegal. Instead, you hire a lobbying firm. Your lobbyist can now throw a fundraiser and collect $100,000 for the senator's campaign, then hand-deliver a fat check to him. No laws broken!

[bookmark: _Toc204014972]INHERENCY

[bookmark: _Toc204014973]Congress is dependent on money from lobbyists
Jonathan Shaw 2023 (Managing Editor of Harvard Magazine) originally published July/Aug 2012, updated 29 Aug 2023 “A Radical Fix for the Republic” (accessed 15 July 2025) https://www.harvardmagazine.com/2012/06/a-radical-fix-for-the-republic (brackets added)
A host of issues threatens the nation, he points out, and every informed citizen knows it, yet Congress can’t achieve much. Elected representatives deadlock on key points such as reform of the financial system—after its failures nearly cause a global meltdown—even when solutions seem obvious and attainable. When [Harvard Professor Lawrence] Lessig contemplates this impasse, he sees political polarization as merely a symptom of a much deeper sickness: Congress has been “corrupted” by its members’ dependence on money from lobbyists—and from the special interests hiring those lobbyists—to fund their reelection campaigns.
[bookmark: _Toc204014974]Money determines the outcome of elections – that’s why congressmen want it
Thomas Ferguson, Paul Jorgensen, and Jie Chen 2025 (Thomas Ferguson- Research Director, Professor Emeritus, University of Mass.-Boston.  Paul Jorgensen - Associate Professor, School of Interdisciplinary Program and Community Engagement, University of Texas Rio Grande Valley. Jie Chen - University Statistician, University of Mass.) 14 July 2025 “U.S. Political System Is Bought, Not Broken. A New Party Won’t Fix the Basic Problem.” (accessed 15 July 2025) https://www.ineteconomics.org/perspectives/blog/u-s-political-system-is-bought-not-broken-a-new-party-wont-fix-the-basic-problem
[bookmark: _ednref1]Well before the latest wave of disillusionment, we produced our first statistical demonstration that the outcome of every Congressional election for which the evidence exists – that is, since 1980 – has been strongly driven by political money, meaning that you could predict three quarters or more of the vote from knowing the percentage split in money between the major parties.  The rule holds for both the Senate and the House, with the hundreds of cases the latter offers each election making the relationship especially compelling.
The connection between money and votes is so clear and consistent—forming almost a perfect straight line, which we call a “linear model”—that it was hard for us to believe at first. 

[bookmark: _Toc204014975]A/T “Status Quo will solve”- Congress won’t fix the problem, they’re reliant on lobbyist fundraising
RepresentUs Copyright 2025 (America’s leading nonpartisan grassroots organization fighting for a government accountable to the people.) “Is Lobbying Good or Bad?” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://act.represent.us/sign/lobbying-good-or-bad#:~:text=There%20is%20nothing%20inherently%20wrong,buy%20influence%20with%20our%20government
Why would Congress fix the problem — they’re making so much money! Congress won’t fix the problem. Members in Congress today are dependent on the rules of the game that brought them into power.

[bookmark: _Toc204014976]There are 13,000 registered Lobbyists who spend average of 3.3 billion a year on lobbying 
Abigail Tierney 2025 (research expert responsible for covering economic and political topics in the United States of America, including elections, policy, trade, income and employment. She holds an M.A. in Global Studies and has previous experience working for U.S. presidential campaigns, as well as the nonprofit sector.) 25 Feb 2025 “Lobbying in the U.S. - statistics & facts” (accessed 13 May 2025 https://www.statista.com/topics/11840/lobbying-in-the-us/#:~:text=Since%202008%2C%20spending%20on%20lobbying,Congress%20by%20twenty%20to%20one. 
Lobbyists spend billions of dollars each year with the shared goal of influencing policymakers and government officials. Although many are known to lobby the interests of large, controversial industries such as gun rights, fossil fuel industries, abortion, and additional healthcare access, other lobbyists vie to promote human rights issues. Since 2008, spending on lobbying in the U.S. has averaged around 3.3 billion U.S. dollars per year. There are an average of 13,000 active registered lobbyists in the United States, outnumbering members of Congress by twenty to one. While it is certainly possible to hire an independent lobbyist, many businesses and organizations opt to hire a lobbying firm to engage with government agencies and officials on their behalf. 

[bookmark: _Toc204014977]HARMS / SIGNIFICANCE
[bookmark: _Toc204014978]
A/T “Lobbyist fundraising is not harmful” Past precedent disproves Negative’s beliefs. Lobbyist fundraising gets lobbyist access to government positions.
Center for American Progress 2018 (independent, nonpartisan public policy research and advocacy institute focused on economic and social issues. CAP is headquartered in Washington, D.C.) 25 Apr 2018 “Ban Lobbyists from Fundraising for Politicians” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.americanprogress.org/article/ban-lobbyists-fundraising-politicians/ 
Evidence shows that individuals who fundraise for candidates are rewarded for their efforts in ways that undermine public accountability and trust. For example, The Washington Post identified 246 fundraisers who raised more than $100,000 for George W. Bush’s 2000 presidential campaign. More than 40 percent of them eventually received a job or appointment in the Bush administration. For example, M. Teel Bivins—a rancher, member of the Texas Senate, and Bush campaign fundraiser—was appointed to be the U.S. ambassador to Sweden. In a 2001 interview with the BBC, Bivens candidly described the relationship between fundraising and access: “You wouldn’t have direct access if you had spent two years of your life working hard to get this guy elected president, raising hundreds of thousands of dollars?” he said. “You dance with them what brung ya.”

[bookmark: _Toc139041560][bookmark: _Toc204014979]A/T “No significant relationship or influence”- Studies prove significant relationships between lobbyist fundraising and political intervention on behalf of the lobbyist fundraising. 
Professor Amy Melissa McKay 2018 (Associate Professor of Political Science at the University of Exeter.) 24 April 2018 “Fundraising for Favors? Linking Lobbyist-Hosted Fundraisers to Legislative Benefits” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1065912918771745
It is almost common sense that politicians reward those who help them get into office and keep them there. Yet the nature of these rewards, as well as the cost, have been particularly difficult to identify. Low contribution limits mean that any real or imagined quid pro quo exchanges may be present but statistical needles in a haystack of small contributions. But by focusing on two little-studied, unregulated, and low-salience phenomena—lobbyist fundraising for senators and committee amendment-offering—this study identifies significant relationships between lobbyist fundraising and politicians’ efforts on behalf of the lobbyists who fundraise for them on an issue of lasting public importance.

[bookmark: _Toc204014980]A/T “Lobbyist fundraising is not widespread”- 1 in 5 fundraisers are hosted by registered lobbyists
Center for American Progress 2018 (independent, nonpartisan public policy research and advocacy institute focused on economic and social issues. CAP is headquartered in Washington, D.C.) 25 Apr 2018 “Ban Lobbyists from Fundraising for Politicians” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.americanprogress.org/article/ban-lobbyists-fundraising-politicians/ 
About one-fifth of the 246 fundraisers mentioned above were registered lobbyists “whose livelihoods depend on the perception that they can get things done in the government.”

[bookmark: _Toc204014981]Lobbying has huge return on investment
RepresentUs Copyright 2025 (America’s leading nonpartisan grassroots organization fighting for a government accountable to the people.) “Is Lobbying Good or Bad?” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://act.represent.us/sign/lobbying-good-or-bad#:~:text=There%20is%20nothing%20inherently%20wrong,buy%20influence%20with%20our%20government
In 2017 alone, private interests spent $3.37 billion on lobbying — and they did it because they get an unbeatable return on their investment (ROI). There’s actually a correlation between how much a company spends on lobbyists and how much they get from the federal government. This has been dubbed the “Return On Investment For Lobbying” (ROIFL) — and the number is mindboggling. For every dollar top companies spend lobbying, they get an average $760 in federal support and tax savings. So the Return On Investment For Lobbying is 76,000%.

[bookmark: _Toc204014982]Return on investment example:  Defense industry spent $1 billion on lobbying to get $2 trillion in taxpayer spending
Eli Clifton 2021 (senior advisor at the Quincy Institute and Investigative Journalist at Large at Responsible Statecraft) 2 Sept 2021 “Top defense firms spend $1B on lobbying during Afghan war, see $2T return” (accessed 15 July 2025) https://responsiblestatecraft.org/2021/09/02/top-defense-firms-see-2t-return-on-1b-investment-in-afghan-war/
The Global War On Terror was very good for a select group of companies that invested over $1 billion in lobbying Congress and securing over $2 trillion in taxpayer funds. While the American public takes a hard look at how and why an unwinnable war was fought at a staggering financial and human cost for two decades, the war’s biggest profiteers appear to be facing little accountability or scrutiny, especially from the policymakers who were the target of a billion dollar lobbying blitz.

[bookmark: _Toc204014983]A/T “No link between fundraising and policy decisions”- Studies prove a direct link. Lobbyist fundraising increases the chances of Members of Congress intervening on behalf of the lobbyist.
Professor Amy Melissa McKay 2018 (Associate Professor of Political Science at the University of Exeter.) 24 April 2018 “Fundraising for Favors? Linking Lobbyist-Hosted Fundraisers to Legislative Benefits” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1065912918771745
The demonstrated link between lobbyist-hosted fundraisers and senators’ amendment-offering has important public policy implications. The models suggest that groups whose lobbyists can raise meaningful campaign contributions for Members of Congress are more legislatively successful than other groups that lobby the same people at the same time on the same bill but do not fundraise for them. And fundraising lobbyists, in addition to being more successful in getting amendments offered, are more successful than other lobbyists in shaping the final law: the amendments that can be directly linked to requests by interest groups using the method described here are twice as likely as other amendments to be included in the committee version of the bill—which itself very closely resembles the signed and adopted Affordable Care Act. From this, we can conclude that interest-group-requested amendments have a real effect on policy outcomes in the form of seemingly minor details in Public Law 111–148.

[bookmark: _Toc204014984]A/T “No evidence of corruption tied to lobbyist fundraising”- Didn’t dig deep enough. Lobbyists and legislators cover their tracks whenever the public starts to pay attention
Professor Amy Melissa McKay 2018 (Associate Professor of Political Science at the University of Exeter.) 24 April 2018 “Fundraising for Favors? Linking Lobbyist-Hosted Fundraisers to Legislative Benefits” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1065912918771745
The literature’s infrequent examples of specific lobbying influence of the sort seen in this study suggest that legislators and lobbyists may be more likely to “cover their tracks” when journalists and the public are paying closer attention.

[bookmark: _Toc204014985]A/T “No evidence of corruption tied to lobbyist fundraising”- Didn’t dig deep enough. Lobbyists and legislators cover their tracks whenever the public starts to pay attention
Professor Amy Melissa McKay 2018 (Associate Professor of Political Science at the University of Exeter.) 24 April 2018 “Fundraising for Favors? Linking Lobbyist-Hosted Fundraisers to Legislative Benefits” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1065912918771745
The literature’s infrequent examples of specific lobbying influence of the sort seen in this study suggest that legislators and lobbyists may be more likely to “cover their tracks” when journalists and the public are paying closer attention.

[bookmark: _Toc204014986]Lobbyist funding = systemic and systematic corruption
Jonathan Shaw 2023 (Managing Editor of Harvard Magazine) originally published July/Aug 2012, updated 29 Aug 2023 “A Radical Fix for the Republic” (accessed 15 July 2025) https://www.harvardmagazine.com/2012/06/a-radical-fix-for-the-republic (brackets added)
[Harvard Professor Lawrence] Lessig cites the example of Senator Max Baucus (D-Montana), chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, whose position gave him a critical role in the debate over President Obama’s healthcare proposal. Between 2003 and 2008, Baucus received $5 million in campaign contributions from the financial, insurance, and health industries. But Lessig also cites similar examples from both sides of the aisle, blaming neither political party in particular. The corruption, he says, is systemic and systematic: in 2009 alone, lobbyists spent $3.5 billion, or about $6.5 million per each elected member in Congress.

[bookmark: _Toc204014987]A/T “Doesn’t sway policy decisions”- Lobbyist fundraising increases the chance of policy intervention on the lobbyist’s party’s behalf by 350%.
Professor Amy Melissa McKay 2018 (Associate Professor of Political Science at the University of Exeter.) 24 April 2018 “Fundraising for Favors? Linking Lobbyist-Hosted Fundraisers to Legislative Benefits” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1065912918771745
When a lobby group in a dyad fundraises for the Senate Finance committee member in the dyad, the odds that the senator offers an amendment requested by the group are nearly 3.5 times (3.465) the odds if no fundraiser occurs in the dyad, as shown in the first (main) model of Table 1. This estimation controls for other variables that may also matter, including campaign contributions in the dyad, lobbying expenditures by the group, and whether the senator is predisposed to advocate for the group (as proxied by sharing a state). The predicted probability that the dyad contains an amendment changes from .005 to .017 if the dyad contains a fundraiser. While amendment-offering on behalf of identifiable interest groups may be rare, it is significantly more likely for those groups that host fundraisers. Of the groups in the data that we know hosted fundraisers for senators, 17 percent could be linked to an amendment, and of the groups that got amendments, 36 percent could be linked to a known fundraising event.

[bookmark: _Toc204014988]A/T “No proof of influence”- Empirical examples prove the influence
RepresentUs Copyright 2025 (America’s leading nonpartisan grassroots organization fighting for a government accountable to the people.) “Add your signature to crack down on lobbyist corruption.” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://act.represent.us/sign/lobbyist_corruption_db
In many cases, lobbyists write our laws — literally. For an example, look at the 2014 omnibus budget deal.  Congress used the deal to secretly put taxpayers back on the hook for bank bailouts. That’s right – in 2014, our representatives  repealed a law that prevented the American people from bailing out big banks that engage in risky derivatives trading. Sorry to be the bearer of bad news. The New York Times reports that 70 of the 85 lines in the language that killed the derivatives bill came from a piece of model legislation drafted by Citigroup lobbyists. Yes, that Citigroup –  the bank that played a major role in the 2008 crisis and also received billions of federal stimulus dollars. The same report also revealed that “two crucial paragraphs, prepared by Citigroup in conjunction with other Wall Street banks, were copied nearly word for word.” You can even view the original documents and see how Citigroup’s lobbyists redrafted the House bill, striking out ideas they didn’t like and replacing them with ones they did. Citigroup quite literally wrote its own rules. The members of Congress who originally backed the Citigroup-authored bill received massive amounts of money from Wall Street — likely channeled through, you guessed it, swanky fundraisers. To be clear, this isn’t just a problem with big banks. The exact same thing happens all the time on nearly every issue. Lobbyists for the chemical industry may have authored entire portions of a bill that shuts down state-based efforts to crack down on toxic chemicals. Lobbyists for one oil company “largely wrote” a bill about drilling for fossil fuels in an environmentally-sensitive area where it had property. Sometimes lobbyists even brag about how few changes the politicians make to their work!

[bookmark: _Toc204014989]A/T “No impact of lobbyist fundraising”- Lobbyist fundraising undermines the democratic process 
The Center for American Progress 2017 (independent, nonpartisan public policy research and advocacy institute focused on economic and social issues. CAP is headquartered in Washington, D.C.) 27 Sep 2017 “Fighting Special Interest Lobbyist Power Over Public Policy” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.americanprogress.org/article/fighting-special-interest-lobbyist-power-public-policy/ 
Although public advocacy and petitioning public officials is an important part of a participatory democracy, massive, lopsided lobbying and campaign spending undermines the democratic process. It does so by aligning the congressional agenda with the special interest lobbyists’ agenda; by blocking legislation that lobbyists oppose in order to maintain a favorable status quo; and sometimes, by allowing lobbyists to advance the priorities of their wealthy and corporate clients at the expense of the public interest.

[bookmark: _Toc204014990]A/T “Alternative causality”- Alternate explanations don’t disprove link between fundraising and legislation
Professor Amy Melissa McKay 2018 (Associate Professor of Political Science at Univ of Exeter.) 24 April 2018 “Fundraising for Favors? Linking Lobbyist-Hosted Fundraisers to Legislative Benefits” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1065912918771745
There are other plausible explanations of fundraising behavior that do not imply a suspect link to legislative effort. Hosting fundraisers may help interest groups achieve solidary goals of group maintenance (Gray and Lowery 2000; Olson 1965; Salisbury 1969). Fundraisers also give attending lobbyists opportunities to keep abreast of what other lobbyists are doing and working on, as well as to get face time with the politician and the politician’s staff—a benefit that may increase the lobbyist’s subsequent access to legislative offices. For these reasons and others, I stop short of arguing that fundraising lobbyists are buying legislation. Still, the analysis suggests that fundraising activity by lobbyists does seem to encourage legislators to perform narrow legislative favors for the lobbyists that are helpful to them.

[bookmark: _Toc204014991]Lobbyist fundraising subverts democracy:  Views of voters are drowned out by lobbyists and their money
Citizens for Responsibility & Ethics in Washington 2020 (non-partisan, non-profit ethics and reform advocacy group) “Limiting secret money in politics” 2 Dec 2020 (accessed 15 July 2025) https://www.citizensforethics.org/reports-investigations/crew-reports/limiting-secret-money-in-politics/
In a government that is of the people, by the people, and for the people, the most sacred tenet of civic participation is the ability of the people to elect a  government that represents them. In its idealized form, the democratic process is a marketplace of ideas in which the American people choose representatives who best reflect the views of the electorate.  But that ideal is not reality. The marketplace is broken. Our elections have become a competition for money—not just for votes.  Once elected, representatives give unparalleled access to donors and professional lobbyists and have strong incentives to value the input of monied interests over the views of their constituents. 

[bookmark: _Toc204014992]SOLVENCY / ADVOCACY

[bookmark: _Toc204014993]Banning lobbyist fundraising addresses the harm of lobbyists buying access to government officials.
Hailey Fuchs (pronounced “Fyooks”) 2022 (Congressional reporter) 11 Aug 2022 “The newest fad in fundraising: Gold-level clubs for lobbyists” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.politico.com/news/2022/08/11/campaign-clubs-lobbyists-00050939 
The frequency of events allows lobbyists to use their face time with lawmakers to build on their relationships, rather than fast shop talk over policy, said one Democratic lobbyist who belongs to about three such campaign groups. Conversations might focus on life back home before shifting to issues on the congressional docket, and in a setting far more intimate than a typical fundraiser. But campaign finance activists remain skeptical about the ethics of these kinds of groups. Craig Holman, a campaign finance lobbyist with the advocacy group Public Citizen, argued that lobbyists should be barred from participating in campaign fundraising altogether. He called them “undue influence peddling clubs.” “Their income is based on their access to government officials,” Holman said. “And this is buying access to government officials.”
[bookmark: _Toc204014994]A/T “Lobbyist will evade the ban”- Plan identifies and addresses the evaders.
Center for American Progress 2018 (independent, nonpartisan public policy research and advocacy institute focused on economic and social issues) 25 Apr 2018 “Ban Lobbyists from Fundraising for Politicians” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.americanprogress.org/article/ban-lobbyists-fundraising-politicians/  
Ensure that the law adequately defines who is a lobbyist. A ban on lobbyist fundraising will only be effective if lobbyists are appropriately identified. Particularly at the federal level, many would-be lobbyists are able to avoid registration by taking advantage of a lax definition—a long-standing problem that should be corrected. Moreover, in order to prevent easy evasion, the ban on fundraising should extend to any agent of the lobbyist as well as any employee of the same lobbying firm.

[bookmark: _Toc204014995]Both lobbyist and recipients should be liable in violation of fundraising ban
Center for American Progress 2018 (independent, nonpartisan public policy research and advocacy institute focused on economic and social issues. CAP is headquartered in Washington, D.C.) 25 Apr 2018 “Ban Lobbyists from Fundraising for Politicians” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.americanprogress.org/article/ban-lobbyists-fundraising-politicians/ 
Prohibit candidates and political parties from knowingly accepting lobbyist fundraising proceeds. To help ensure adequate enforcement, both the lobbyist and the recipient of the contribution should be liable for violations of the fundraising ban in situations where the recipient should know that the money was the result of lobbyist fundraising.

[bookmark: _Toc204014996]A/T “Lobbyist will find other ways for influence”- Not as effective or successful. Lobbyist fundraising is one of the most direct ways to buy favorable treatment.
Center for American Progress 2017 (independent, nonpartisan public policy research and advocacy institute focused on economic and social issues) 27 Sep 2017 “Fighting Special Interest Lobbyist Power Over Public Policy” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.americanprogress.org/article/fighting-special-interest-lobbyist-power-public-policy/ 
Ban lobbyist fundraising. Although lobbyists are subject to the same contribution limit as other individuals—$2,700 per candidate per election—many provide far more financial support to campaigns by holding fundraisers and bundling contributions from other individuals. Banning lobbyist fundraising would end one of the most direct ways that special interests attempt to buy favorable treatment—and such bans have been incorporated into several pieces of legislation.

[bookmark: _Toc204014997]A/T “Lobbyist will find other ways for influence”- No other practical way. Fundraising is how lobbyist get access politicians and where lobbyists get their power. 
Dan Eggen 2010 (journalist at The Washington Post) 31 May 2010 “Lobbyists moonlight as political fundraisers” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.nbcnews.com/id/wbna37431216
For the first time, the records provide a clear public view into one of the most influential subcultures in Washington: lobbyists who moonlight by bundling campaign contributions for candidates and their political parties. The fundraising occurs even as the same lobbyists attempt to shape legislation to benefit their clients, including energy firms, insurers and other corporations with major financial stakes in the outcome of federal legislation."This is one of the most critical functions that many lobbyists play in this town," said Meredith McGehee, policy director at the Campaign Legal Center, a nonpartisan group that advocates tougher campaign finance regulations. "It's what gives them their access and, in some respects, their power."

[bookmark: _Toc204014998]A/T “Contribution dollars”- Fundraising is more successful at policy intervention than contribution dollars
Professor Amy Melissa McKay 2018 (Associate Professor of Political Science at Univ of Exeter.) 24 April 2018 “Fundraising for Favors? Linking Lobbyist-Hosted Fundraisers to Legislative Benefits” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1065912918771745
In both models, the relationship between fundraising and the dependent variable is also stronger than the relationship between contributions and the dependent variable. This finding provides compelling evidence that fundraisers may be more valued by senators than contribution dollars, at least to the extent that either are traded for requested legislation. People who fundraise tend also to make contributions, so fundraisers are correlated with the total dollars contributed (ρ = .21). Even so, substituting either the natural log of contributions, or an indicator of whether any contributions were given in the dyad, for the dollar amount contributed still produces significant odds ratios for fundraising (see Supplemental Materials Table S2, models 1 and 2). This finding supports the exchange theory of Hall and Wayman (1990) by suggesting that the greater dollar value of fundraising events yields a higher benefit to lobby groups than contributions alone.

[bookmark: _Toc32491][bookmark: _Toc489643442][bookmark: _Toc139041574][bookmark: _Toc204014999]DISADVANTAGE RESPONSES

[bookmark: _Toc204015000]A/T “Hurts the good lobbyists”- Status Quo hurts good lobbyists. Politicians don’t talk to lobbyists unless those lobbyists financially support them; with the ban, money won’t be the deciding factor on policies, only good ideas.
Center for American Progress 2018 (independent, nonpartisan public policy research and advocacy institute focused on economic and social issues.) 25 Apr 2018 “Ban Lobbyists from Fundraising for Politicians” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.americanprogress.org/article/ban-lobbyists-fundraising-politicians/ 
In Congress and state legislatures, special interest lobbyists are delivering large sums of money to politicians, which effectively prioritizes the private interests of their corporate clients over the interests of the general public. Former congressman Mick Mulvaney demonstrated this dynamic when he said, “We had a hierarchy in my office in Congress. If you’re a lobbyist who never gave us money, I didn’t talk to you. If you’re a lobbyist who gave us money, I might talk to you.”

[bookmark: _Toc204015001]A/T “Constitutionality”- The ban is constitutional [and our plan fiats that courts will approve it, anyway]
Center for American Progress 2018 independent, nonpartisan public policy research and advocacy institute focused on economic and social issues) 25 Apr 2018 “Ban Lobbyists from Fundraising for Politicians” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.americanprogress.org/article/ban-lobbyists-fundraising-politicians/  
Although lobbying and campaign finance laws have been under constant attack nationwide by ideologues who oppose any restrictions on using money to influence politics, courts have regularly upheld the constitutionality of restrictions on gifts and campaign contributions from lobbyists. [END QUOTE] In the words of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 4th Circuit: “Any payment made by a lobbyist to a public official, whether a campaign contribution or simply a gift, calls into question the propriety of the relationship.” Although many courts have upheld a range of restrictions on lobbyist contributions and fundraising, judicial approval has not been universal. Most notably, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 2nd Circuit overturned a prior version of Connecticut’s ban on lobbyist bundling, suggesting that there were less restrictive alternatives to Connecticut’s rule. [LATER IN THE CONTEXT THEY CONTINUE QUOTE:] Nonetheless, a properly constructed ban on lobbyist fundraising should pass constitutional muster and is consistent with the broader First Amendment jurisprudence supporting restrictions on lobbyist contributions and gifts. Americans have a right to fair representation, and need common sense rules to maintain a discourse between constituents and elected representatives that is not distorted by money.

[bookmark: _Toc204015002]A/T “Lobbyist fundraising good”- They’re just legal bribes. Former lobbyist even admits to this
Jimmy Williams 2018 (Former lobbyist) updated 5 Jan 2018 “I was a lobbyist for more than 6 years. I quit. My conscience couldn’t take it anymore.” (accessed 13 May 2025) https://www.vox.com/first-person/2017/6/29/15886936/political-lobbying-lobbyist-big-money-politics
Over the years, the work began to weigh on me. Every fundraiser was yet another legal bribe. Every committee hearing I’d look up and think, “I just bought his vote.” And every time I got a bill passed or, better yet, killed, I’d think to myself, “That wouldn’t have worked if I hadn’t bought the outcome.”



Copyright ©2025  	Page 4 of 4	Licensed to:  MonumentMembers.com

This is proprietary intellectual content and may not be copied nor used without proper ownership.
image1.png
Affirmative Topics

e Filibuster
o Restore the talking filibuster
o Lower the threshold for cloture
e Expand the Size of the House of Representatives
e Lobbying
o Increase transparency of lobbying activities
o Limit campaign contributions from lobbyists to legislators

e Campaign Finance Reform

o Impose stricter limits on individual and corporate contributions for current
legislators

o Strengthen rules around Super PAC coordination with incumbents





