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Overview  

Republicans won more votes nationally than 

Democrats, but President Biden’s party 

trounced expectations. Defying history, recent 

election trends, the president’s low job 

approval, a negative view of the direction of 

the country and record high inflation, the 

Democrats maintained control of the U.S. 

Senate and likely limited the Republicans to a 

single digit advantage in the House. 

The Democrats enjoyed the most successful 

midterm performance for a party in power in 20 

years, when in the aftermath of 9/11, George W. 

Bush and the GOP took back the Senate and won 

House seats. 

In addition to potentially picking up one Senate 

seat (pending the results of the Georgia runoff), 

and limiting House losses, Democrats won a net of 

two governorships (with Arizona still uncalled) and 

took control of the Michigan and Minnesota state 

legislatures. 

According to the Edison exit polling, there was a 

Republican +3 advantage with only 13% turnout for 

under 30 voters compared to 28% for 65+. With 

this demographic profile of voters, a strong 

Republican outcome might have been anticipated, 

but the national lead did not carry over to races 

that mattered. 

A Desire for Stability  

For the second election in a row, after voting 

Trump out of office following his chaotic 

presidency, the country voted for stability rather 

than extreme candidates from either party. While 

neither party was viewed favorably, Democrats 

prevailed among the 10% of voters who rated 

Biden’s job approval “somewhat negative.”      

At this point – with just the Georgia run-off to go - 

no Senate incumbent of either party has been 

defeated for re-election. While there are still 18 

House elections that have not been decided, nine 

incumbents have lost their re-election bid in the 

general election (NBC). Only one incumbent 

governor (Sisolak-D-NV) was defeated. 

The Reasons for the Democratic Party’s Success  

There were three main factors that contributed to 

the party’s success. First and foremost, former 

President Trump made this a choice election 

between the two parties rather than a referendum 

on Biden and the Democrats. 

Secondly, due to Trump’s active engagement, the 

Republicans nominated a number of candidates 

who were untested and outside the mainstream of 

American politics. In states that Biden won in 2020, 

none of these candidates prevailed. Ron Johnson in 

Wisconsin was the only Senate incumbent who won 

in a state that the other party had taken in the 2020 

presidential contest.    

Lastly, and perhaps most importantly, the Supreme 

Court’s overturning of Roe v. Wade decisively 

impacted turnout and voting. At the national level, 

abortion turned out to be the second most 

important issue for voters. Significantly, the 

Democrats enjoyed a 53-point advantage with 

these voters. This issue was particularly impactful in 

the three key midwestern states - Michigan, 

Pennsylvania and Wisconsin. There were five states 

- California, Kentucky, Michigan, Montana and 

Vermont - where the public voted to enlarge or 

preserve abortion rights. 

In the last four midterms, all wave elections, 

political independents were the key swing voting 

group, breaking for the winning party by more than 

double digits (+12 to +19). This cycle, the margin 

among independents was more narrow, but 

favored the party in power by 2 points. 

2006 DEMS +18 

2010 REPUBS +19 

2014 REPUBS +12 

2018 DEMS +18 

 

For the third election cycle in a row, relatedly, the 

suburbs were an important battleground in the 

election. The Democrats’ performance in the 

suburban areas in Arizona, Michigan, Nevada, 

Pennsylvania and Wisconsin was key to their 

electoral success. Most of the endangered 

Democratic House members in suburban areas 

were re-elected. 
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The Swing States in the Midterm Election  

In a narrowly and deeply divided country, there are 

now 43 states that are firmly aligned with one 

political party. There are only a handful of states - 

Arizona, Georgia, Michigan, Nevada, North 

Carolina, Pennsylvania and Wisconsin - that are 

truly competitive in American politics. These states 

determined the winner of the 2016 and 2020 

Presidential election and were the most competitive 

states in this year’s Senate and Governors’ 

elections. These are the same states that will 

determine who will be elected President of the 

United States in 2024. 

Unified Political Control at the State and Local 

Level  

Unlike at the federal level where we are likely to 

have divided government, we have the highest 

level of political control by one party in 30 years. 

There are now 39 states – 22 R / 17 D –  where one 

political party controls the governorship as well as 

the state legislature.  

 

 

 

A Good Night for Democracy  

Americans continue to be fully engaged in our 

electoral process. For the third election cycle in a 

row, turnout was at near record levels.  

Despite this high turnout, there were very few 

reports or complaints of election irregularities.  

In the few remaining battleground states that 

remain competitive, every statewide election denier 

was defeated.  

Looking Forward 

There will be no rest for the weary. The next few 

days, weeks and months will set the stage for the 

next two years of Washington leadership and the 

presidential cycle of 2024. 

If the House flips as now anticipated, Republicans 

will need to choose their leader for the next 

Congress. Majority Leader Kevin McCarthy remains 

the favorite to become Speaker, though the 

process is fluid and conservatives in the caucus are 

using their leverage to extract concessions on rules 

and procedures. Meanwhile, current Speaker Nancy 

Pelosi has not made a formal announcement about 

her future. That said, there is an expectation that a 

new generation of Democrats will compete for the 

key leadership roles in the Democratic caucus. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

There may be talk of a contest for Minority Leader 

in the Senate, but Mitch McConnell remains 

favored to stay in that role.    

At the presidential level, Donald Trump has 

signaled his decision to run again, with an 

announcement anticipated tomorrow evening 

(11/15). There will be a number of Republican 

candidates for president. Having been defeated 

essentially in three straight elections – once directly 

– the question is whether Trump is able to maintain 

his control of the party. The midterm results, a 

Democratic 

17 State Governments (34%) 

 

Republican 

22 State Governments (44%) 

 

Divided Government 

11* State Governments (22%) 

 

Figures assume Hobbs wins in AZ  

Republican Democratic Divided 

KEY  

FIGURES 
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major disappointment for the Republican base, 

shattered his aura of invincibility. 

Joe Biden emerges from the midterm considerably 

strengthened, having defied expectations. The 

probability of a material primary seems remote at 

this early juncture. 

Operating in A  

Divided Government 

Republicans had hoped to win a large majority in 

the House of Representatives, which would have 

given GOP leaders flexibility to pursue their agenda 

aggressively through legislation and oversight 

activities. The slim margin they won on Tuesday 

puts Kevin McCarthy, the presumed incoming 

Speaker, in a less comfortable position. The failure 

of Republicans to fully capitalize on the economy 

and other Democratic vulnerabilities is already 

prompting calls inside the Party for Republicans to 

reexamine their core priorities and messaging, and 

those internal debates will continue into the new 

Congress. However, we still expect that when the 

new Congress convenes in January, the House 

moves swiftly on the oversight front, launching 

investigations into: 

▪ The Biden administration’s chaotic withdrawal of 

U.S. troops from Afghanistan 

▪ The business dealings of Hunter Biden and other 

Biden family members 

▪ The FBI search of Mar-a-Lago 

▪ The administration’s handling of weapon sales to 

Ukraine 

▪ President Biden’s COVID-19 response actions 

and the origins of COVID-19 

▪ Biden’s forgiveness of student loan debt and 

other uses of executive authority 

▪ Southern border security and immigration issues 

In addition to these actions, House Republicans 

have signaled their interest in creating a select 

committee on China and have indicated that they 

will disband the January 6th Committee. 

Impeachment proceedings stemming from some of 

these investigations, especially the Afghanistan and 

southern border inquiries, are quite possible. 

However, Democrats will have the votes to block 

conviction in the Senate. 

Finally, Republicans may investigate private sector 

entities for their embrace of “woke” politics and 

ESG investing. Possible targets of congressional 

attention could include individual companies that 

have prioritized ESG issues as well as business 

groups such as the U.S. Chamber of Commerce. 

The House could also take up and pass anti-ESG 

legislation. 

What to Expect in a Lame-Duck Session 

Congress still has some unfinished business this year, so a lame-duck session will convene on November 14. Its most 

important task will be negotiating an agreement to fund the government through September of 2023, when the fiscal 

year ends. Congress is currently operating under a stopgap funding bill that expires on December 16. Congress will pass 

either another continuing resolution lasting until sometime early next year, or an omnibus bill expiring in September 

2023.  

Notably, both parties should be incentivized to make a deal, although some fireworks and the threat of a government 

shutdown are always possible where appropriations are concerned. However, in 2023 and 2024, agreement on 

government funding will be much more difficult to reach because Republicans will likely control the House and will try to 

use their leverage to cut government spending. Those divided-government dynamics have led to government 

shutdowns in the past. 

Congress will also try to complete action on the annual Department of Defense authorization bill and, Senate Democrats 

will seek to capitalize on the remaining weeks of the session to confirm as many judicial and executive branch  nominees 

as possible. There may also be efforts to pass bipartisan legislation to reform the Electoral Count Act, which governs the 

process for certification of presidential elections, as well as a bill to reform permitting of new energy production projects.  
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The Debt Ceiling  

Sometime in the third quarter of 2023, or perhaps 

earlier, Congress must raise the statutory debt limit 

or the U.S. government will default on its debt for 

the first time in American history. Although this 

deadline is not imminent, it is already giving rise to 

anxiety among in-the-know market participants 

and Treasury watchers, because there is a risk of 

default as the two parties battle to achieve their 

priorities. 

Key Republican House members and candidates 

have publicly stated their intention to oppose an 

increase in the limit unless the president agrees to 

cuts in spending. Meanwhile, President Biden has 

pledged never to accede to such demands. With 

the two sides at loggerheads and no visible path to 

compromise, the risk of a default on U.S. debt next 

year may be higher than ever before. However, 

Democrats are holding out some hope of 

persuading Senate Republican Leader Mitch 

McConnell to support a process change during the 

lame-duck session that would allow passage of an 

increase in the limit this year, before Republicans 

likely take over the House. With McConnell already 

under pressure not to cooperate with Democrats 

on the debt ceiling, it will be very difficult for this 

effort to succeed, especially given internal turmoil 

in the GOP in the wake of November 8th.  

Democrats could in theory use a parliamentary 

maneuver to raise the limit without GOP votes, but 

that would take the cooperation of Senators Joe 

Manchin (D-WV) and Kirsten Sinema (D-AZ), who 

have refused to support any attempts to 

circumvent the filibuster to date. Therefore, 

uncertainty about the debt ceiling will probably 

continue into next year and become a major flash 

point between the parties as federal borrowing 

nears the limit. 

Potential Areas of Bipartisan Agreement 

Republicans and Democrats agree on almost 

nothing today, but there are a couple of issues to 

watch where bipartisan legislation could emerge. 

The first and foremost is China. Concerns about 

Chinese economic competition and distrust of 

China’s military intentions in its region are widely 

shared by both parties and served in part as the 

impetus for the CHIPS & Science Act enacted in 

August of this year. Congress came close to 

enacting, as part of that bill, a new regime of 

restrictions on outbound U.S. investment in China, 

and members of both parties in Congress have 

urged Biden to take executive action on that issue. 

Republicans seem likely to pursue legislation on the 

subject next year, with possibilities ranging from 

investment disclosure requirements to a tougher 

set of authorities enabling the president to block 

certain investments in sensitive technologies. 

A second issue where bipartisanship still exists, at 

least for the time being, is support for Ukraine in its 

ongoing war with Russia. However, some 

Republicans are becoming skeptical about the costs 

of continuing to support Ukraine in a war with no 

end in sight. Meanwhile, a group of liberal House 

Democrats urged Biden on October 24 to attempt 

to negotiate directly with Putin for a cease-fire – 

something Biden has declined to do thus far, citing 

Ukraine’s sovereignty. The authors later retracted 

the letter after encountering a firestorm of criticism 

from their own party. 

Biden’s Response 

With the route to enactment of his priorities closed 

off by a new House Republican majority, President 

Biden will be forced to pursue more aggressive 

uses of executive authority to advance his agenda.  

However, executive actions typically are narrower in 

scope and less effective in impact than legislation, 

so presidents may receive less credit for exercises 

of executive authority versus legislative 

accomplishments. When Biden does act, 

Republicans can be expected to challenge him in 

court for executive overreach. Republican state 

attorneys general have been particularly aggressive 

in challenging Biden’s executive orders in the 

courts. On top of that, Trump was able to appoint 

roughly the same number of appeals court judges 

in four years as Obama did in eight years, further 

complicating Biden’s ability to use the powers of 

the executive branch. 

On any given issue, Biden could decide that acting 

is not worth the trouble; that acting is necessary 

and well within his authority; or that acting in 
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creative or unprecedented ways is preferable to 

inaction, even if the courts ultimately stop him.  

A potential bright spot that will remain for Biden 

post-election is the pursuit of his pro-worker 

agenda. His pledge to lead the “most pro-union 

administration in American history” will continue to 

be supported by his appointees to the National 

Labor Relations Board (NLRB). Biden’s labor board 

has actively sought to overturn precedent and 

revive policies that some argue make it easier for 

workers to organize. These actions come amid a 

surge of labor-organizing activity during Biden’s 

administration after years of decline. 

Implications for Business 

Financial Services 

After years of scrutiny from Democratic lawmakers, 

financial services companies should be preparing to 

face criticism from what is likely a new Republican 

House majority. The increased focus from 

Republicans will not be on financial services 

products and operations, but rather on the idea 

that big business, particularly financial institutions, 

are putting issues like environmental investment 

ahead of their fiduciary duties to maximize capital 

returns to shareholders. Rep. Patrick McHenry (R-

NC), who is expected to chair the House Financial 

Services Committee next year, is a vocal ESG critic 

and is likely to make the issue a priority for the 

committee next year. 

House Republicans already are flexing their 

oversight muscles with plans to launch 

investigations into the U.S. Chamber of Commerce 

and its member companies for endorsing ESG-

related investing. So while there is little threat of 

new financial services legislation becoming law over 

the next two years, financial industry players should 

prepare for increased scrutiny and being invited or 

even compelled by subpoena to testify publicly 

about their environmental and social positions and 

practices. 

There also may be opportunities for financial 

services companies to partner with Congress on 

certain legislative issues that could generate 

bipartisan support, such as increased investment in 

hard infrastructure, the use of sanctions against 

foreign adversaries and continued efforts to reduce 

dependence on China.  

A likely Republican-controlled House will summon 

officials like SEC Chairman Gary Gensler and CFPB 

Director Rohit Chopra for hearings, but will be 

unable to rein in the activities of independent 

financial regulators unless they can pass legislation 

President Biden would sign. In fact, agencies like 

the CFPB and SEC may be even more inclined to 

take enforcement actions against companies or 

issue restrictive new rulemaking. Agency leaders 

may view such actions as necessary to fill a 

legislative void left by Congress, and advocates will 

see them as the only way to put “wins” on the 

board for President Biden leading up to the 2024 

presidential elections. 

While the Biden administration continues to closely 

scrutinize merger activity, the Federal Reserve has 

demonstrated a willingness to approve banking 

mergers that create greater competition and choice 

for consumers when it comes to financial products 

and services.  

Energy & Resources  

With Republicans likely in control of the House, it 

will be very challenging for the Biden administration 

to advance its climate agenda beyond 

implementation of the Inflation Reduction Act. 

While it will be near impossible for Republicans to 

undo already enacted laws, businesses should 

expect rigorous oversight of the hundreds of 

billions of dollars in government incentives to drive 

the energy transition through the Inflation 

Reduction Act. House Republicans will likely initiate 

congressional investigations into the legislation and 

attempt to unwind climate spending to the extent 

possible. Permitting reform may be the only area 

that could eventually see bipartisan support, as it 

could achieve aims of both parties: increasing 

domestic oil and gas production for Republicans 

and aiding the expansion of low-carbon 

infrastructure for Democrats.  

Notably, a change in the composition of the Energy 

and Commerce Committee is likely to shift the 

national debate from Democratic-led policies 

concentrated on emissions reductions to 
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Republican priorities including reducing regulations 

on new drilling and attempting to expand fossil fuel 

infrastructure. However, carbon capture and 

storage (CCUS) could see increased policy support 

under a Republican Congress. CCUS is 

overwhelmingly supported by the domestic oil and 

gas industry and could result in blue hydrogen 

projects continuing to scale faster than green 

hydrogen over the short and medium term. 

Internationally, the Biden administration may feel 

empowered to lean into its rhetoric against Saudi 

Arabia and its OPEC+ allies ahead of the group’s 

next meeting in early December, given smaller-

than-expected Republican gains. 

Technology 

With Republicans likely in control of the House, we 

can expect “big tech” to continue to be in the 

crosshairs, especially as both parties turn their 

attention to the 2024 presidential election. Tech 

companies should be prepared to navigate criticism 

from both the left and right on issues such as 

antitrust, content moderation, big data and privacy. 

Below is a deeper dive into each issue.  

▪ Antitrust: Big-tech antitrust scrutiny is not going 

to go away, but any antitrust reform legislation 

next Congress, bipartisan or otherwise, will need 

to account for Rep. Jim Jordan (R-OH), who is 

poised to chair the House Judiciary Committee. 

As the current ranking member, Rep. Jordan has 

been a vocal opponent of the bipartisan antitrust 

reform efforts this Congress. While Congress 

debates what – if any – legislative action to take, 

the center of gravity in antitrust remains with the 

FTC and DoJ. Under FTC Chair Lina Khan, tech 

companies should continue to expect a tough 

enforcement environment for M&A, especially as 

the FTC (and DoJ) continues to bring cases that 

seek to expand the bounds of current antitrust 

law. The net result will be an uncertain M&A 

environment for the foreseeable future. 

▪ CHIPS and Science Act: Expect continued focus 

and oversight from lawmakers as the 

administration implements the bipartisan CHIPS 

and Science Act and funding begins to flow to 

the industry. While the legislation is sprawling, 

make note of the degree to which climate 

activists seize on the legislation to call for greater 

carbon offsets in response to the onshoring of 

manufacturing capacity, and the potential 

politicization of this space as a result. Meanwhile, 

5G, spectrum and the microelectronics 

ecosystem overall will continue to be top of 

mind to lawmakers on both sides of the aisle, 

especially in the context of China and the United 

States’ technology leadership globally. 

▪ Content Moderation: House Republicans have 

signalled their intention to target content 

moderation and perceived “woke” content 

moderation efforts. Republicans laid the 

groundwork for this effort through their Big Tech 

Censorship and Data Task Force and the draft 

legislation advanced last year by Rep. Cathy 

McMorris Rodgers (R-WA) and Rep. Jordan that 

proposed an overhaul of Section 230. Elon 

Musk’s ownership of Twitter will make content 

moderation an even more volatile and active 

topic. Meanwhile, the legal protections afforded 

by Section 230 have made their way to the 

Supreme Court, with Gonzalez v. Google 

potentially setting new legal precedent around 

content moderation.  

▪ Data Privacy: With a comprehensive and 

bipartisan federal data privacy bill likely stalled 

this Congress, the question is whether Rep. 

McMorris Rodgers – who is poised to become 

chair of the House Energy and Commerce 

Committee – will try again next Congress and on 

a bipartisan basis. If Rodgers does choose to try 

again, she will face entrenched state interests.  

Healthcare 

While both parties advocate for policies designed 

to make healthcare more affordable, efficient and 

accessible, they differ on the government’s role in 

achieving these objectives. Republicans typically 

support less regulation and more private sector 

competition within the healthcare system, while 

Democrats tend to advocate for greater 

government involvement in setting prices and 

exercising oversight of healthcare companies. The 

expected gridlock means that these differences will 

come into sharper relief, likely further reducing the 
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already low probability that major pieces of 

healthcare legislation will pass.  

Nevertheless, we believe policies that reflect 

populist attitudes, such as increasing measures to 

increase price transparency or improve access to 

telehealth, could earn bipartisan support and 

advance into law. The parties will also likely 

continue emphasizing the direct impact on patients 

in their messaging and policies, regardless of the 

officials’ previous sentiment toward the industry, 

including pharma, hospitals, health systems and 

payers.   

Regardless of the final composition of committee 

leadership, we expect Republicans to continue 

scrutinizing and challenging key Biden 

administration priorities, like the implementation of 

the Inflation Reduction Act, COVID-19’s origins and 

the distribution of funds to state and local 

governments under the American Rescue Plan. 

Geopolitical Implications  
By Mitchell Reiss, Partner & Geopolitical Practice Co-Lead 

In the days leading up to the U.S. midterm elections, the world became an even more dangerous place. In mid-October, China’s 

General Secretary Xi Jinping presided over the Chinese Communist Party’s 20th Congress, where he not only secured a historic third 

term as party leader but also emphasized a whole-of-nation approach to boosting self-reliance and national security against internal 

and external threats. A few days earlier, the Biden administration announced its National Security Strategy (NSS), asserting that the 

United States and China have already entered “a decisive decade” where “the risk of conflict between major powers is increasing.” The 

NSS stated that “the PRC presents America’s most consequential geopolitical challenge.” The White House subsequently announced 

new export controls on advanced semiconductors and AI technologies to China, an act designed for the U.S. “to maintain as large of a 

lead as possible” in key sectors and industries. 

Republicans and Democrats in Congress may try to outdo one another on who can be “tougher” on China via inflammatory statements, 

high-level visits to Taiwan (with new Speaker Kevin McCarthy likely visiting in 2023), and the introduction of new legislation sanctioning 

China and empowering Taiwan. The risk will be in provoking responses from Beijing that can further damage the business environment 

and bilateral relations, or even lead to a heightened risk of armed conflict. 

Even with only a slim majority, a Republican House will seek a more openly nationalist “America First” approach to foreign policy that 

tries to stymie President Biden’s agenda before the 2024 presidential election, and is expected to hold hearings on how the Biden 

administration mishandled the evacuation from Afghanistan and how misguided border and immigration policies have led to a 

dramatic upsurge in migrants along the country’s southern border. 

The most consequential issue facing incoming Speaker Kevin McCarthy will be over continuing America’s economic, diplomatic and 

military support for Ukraine. In May of this year, 57 House Republicans voted against the supplemental military assistance bill for 

Ukraine; these numbers have likely grown after the midterms. Opposition to aiding Ukraine can be grouped into four categories: those 

who are wary of spending taxpayer dollars overseas, those who prefer to spend funds inside the United States to help their 

constituents, those who believe that the Europeans should foot more of the bill for Ukraine and those who think that China is the larger 

and more urgent threat. 

The Democrats will retain their majority in the Senate, but the retirement of moderate Republican Senators like Richard Burr, Rob 

Portman and Roy Blunt will mean that new members will be less supportive of the United States playing an active role in the world, 

including the war effort in Ukraine. Still, Minority Leader Mitch McConnell remains staunchly pro-Ukrainian and should act as an ally for 

Democratic efforts to continue US military, economic and humanitarian aid to Ukraine.  

Presidents Biden and Xi both appeared to understand the need to reopen formal lines of communications and ensure that bilateral 

competition be managed better when the two met earlier this week during the G20 gathering in Bali, Indonesia. They agreed to restart 

talks on climate change, food security, debt relief, and global health; the Chinese had suspended these exchanges after Speaker Nancy 

Pelosi’s visit to Taiwan in August. The two leaders also jointly expressed their opposition to the use or the threat of use of nuclear 

weapons in Ukraine. While this meeting was heavier on process than outcomes, Secretary of State Antony Blinken will be visiting China 

to follow up after the Bali summit.  

Businesses should not expect enactment of legislation that promotes regional or global free trade, or the lifting of the tariffs passed 

during the Trump administration. Nor do we foresee immigration reform designed to better attract global talent to the U.S., or support 

for international efforts on climate change or global health initiatives. The gridlock on these issues is because foreign policy is now the 

extension of domestic politics by other means.  
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What Comes next 

Post-midterms, the focus in Washington 

immediately turns to the 2024 presidential election. 

The combination of the upcoming election, divided 

government in Washington and unified political 

control at the state and local level will incentivize 

both parties to appeal to their most extreme voters, 

deepening the political divisions that already exist 

in the country. 
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government experience includes serving as the Director 

of Policy Planning at the U.S. State Department and as 

the President’s Special Envoy to the Northern Ireland 

Peace Process with the rank of Ambassador. For his work 

with the British and Irish governments to help end the 

“Troubles,” he earned the State Department’s Foreign 

Affairs Award for “exceptionally distinguished service.” 

Emma Schultz 

Partner, Washington, DC 

Emma has experience working 

across a range of corporate 

communications issues in sectors including oil and gas, 

pharmaceuticals, consumer products and non-profit, with 

a particular focus on crisis and litigation communications. 

Prior to Brunswick, Emma was a communications 

consultant at Mercer, a leading global human resources 

consulting firm, where she specialized in change 

management and internal communications. 

Doug Sosnik 

Senior Advisor,  

Washington, DC 

Doug is a policy and political 

expert who has closely advised President Bill Clinton and 

multiple U.S. Senators, governors, Fortune 100 

corporations, foundations and universities for 35 years. 

He served as a senior advisor to President Clinton from 

1994 to 2000, playing a key role in policy, strategy, 

political and communications decisions in the White 

House; his titles included Senior Advisor for Policy and 

Strategy, White House Political Director and Deputy 

Legislative Director. He has also advised over 50 U.S. 

Senators and governors. 

Ash Spiegelberg 

Partner & TMT Co-Lead, 

Dallas 

Ash has 20 years of global 

experience in strategic communications advisory. He is 

currently global co-head of the firm’s technology, media 

and telecoms (TMT) group. He focuses his client advisory 

work on three core areas: corporate reputation, financial 

situations (M&A, IPOs, shareholder activism and debt 

restructurings) and issues and crisis communications. 

Neal Wolin 

Chief Executive Officer, 

Washington, DC  

Neal Wolin is Chief Executive 

Officer (CEO) of Brunswick 

Group, based in Washington, D.C. He leads the firm’s 

operations across 27 offices in 18 countries and advises 

clients on a wide range of matters across industries. Neal 

has spent his entire professional career – in both the 

private and public sectors – at the intersection of 

business, public affairs and communications 

 

With contributions by Alexandra Bucaciuc, Jamie 

Cohen, Charles Cote, Noah Ferris, Ninio Fetalvo, Emily 

Levin, Andrea Terroba and Andrew Von Kerens. 

  

https://www.brunswickgroup.com/mark-patterson-i21327/
https://www.brunswickgroup.com/stephen-power-i1975/
https://www.brunswickgroup.com/mitchell-reiss-i21818/
https://www.brunswickgroup.com/emma-schultz-i2712/
https://www.brunswickgroup.com/doug-sosnik-i16664/
https://www.brunswickgroup.com/ash-spiegelberg-i1693/
https://www.brunswickgroup.com/neal-wolin-i2846/
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About Brunswick 

Brunswick is a strategic advisory firm focused on critical issues and critical stakeholders. Our 

purpose is to help our clients play their role in the world successfully. We advise on critical issues 

and critical stakeholders at the center of business, politics and society, and help our clients – the 

leaders of large, complex organizations – understand and navigate these interconnected worlds. 

Brunswick is one firm globally, operating as a single profit center. This allows us to respond 

seamlessly and effectively to clients’ needs wherever they are in the world. 

For more information, contact: 

InfoPublicAffairs@brunswickgroup.com 

mailto:InfoPublicAffairs@brunswickgroup.com

