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From: John Lithgow
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:28:45 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:


•remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation
optional;
•replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal
requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing
decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in
which they have substantial interests;
•remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
•place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing
with large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for
whistleblowers.


John Lithgow



mailto:john.lithgow@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Julie Knott
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:28:21 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.txt



mailto:jj.knott@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov





Sent from my iPhone







From: Casey Keene
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:27:45 AM


I oppose OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.  OGE should:


Remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
Replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement
that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, ploicis or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
Place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law
firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you,
Casey Keene
3623 Brisban Street, Harrisburg PA 17111



mailto:CaseyKeene@hotmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Rob Rosenberg
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:56:49 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal
requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing
decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in
which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with
large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Robert Rosenberg
Harrisburg, PA



mailto:robert.rosenberg@seegreat.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Victoria Vakiener
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation [RIN 3209-AA50]
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:30:08 AM


I oppose the OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted. OGE should:


remove the exception that makes compliance with
the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a
broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents
donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions,
policies, or regulations affecting them or the
industries in which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused
sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on
an equal footing with large law firms by allowing
them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Victoria Vakiener
Massachusetts 


Get Outlook for iOS



mailto:vmvakiener@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: Nancy Williams Painter
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation(RIN3209-AA50)
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:52:53 AM


Dear Sirs/Madams.
I oppose OGE's proposed legal expense regulation as drafted. Making compliance
optional and voluntary is a cynical dereliction of your duty.
It should be applied without exception and for a period of 5 years
Sincerely,
Nancy Williams Painter



mailto:nancy@hempfortex.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Sanchez,Katie
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:54:34 AM


I oppose the OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE
should:


1)      Remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
2)      Replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal


requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions,
policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;


3)      Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
4)      Place non-profit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on equal footing with


large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.
 
Katie Sanchez
Plymouth, MN
763-300-7509
 


Katie Sanchez
Senior Branch Office Administrator
Edward Jones
5814 Excelsior Blvd
St Louis Park, MN 55416-2830
(952) 926-0931
www.edwardjones.com
 


If you are not the intended recipient of this message (including attachments) or if you have received this message in error, immediately
notify us and delete it and any attachments.


If you do not wish to receive any email messages from Edward Jones, excluding administrative communications, please email this
request to Opt-Out@edwardjones.com from the email address you wish to unsubscribe.


For important additional information related to this email, visit www.edwardjones.com/disclosures/email.html. Edward D. Jones &
Co., L.P. d/b/a Edward Jones, 12555 Manchester Road, St. Louis, MO 63131 © Edward Jones. All rights reserved.
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From: Kasey Heintz
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulations (RIN-3209-AA50)
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:31:02 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.txt



mailto:kimsuesmom@me.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov







Sent from my iPad







From: Patricia Davatolhagh
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed rule: legal expense fund regulation(RIN3209-AA50)
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:09:21 AM
Attachments: image.png


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:pdavat03@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov



| oppose OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted. OGE should:

+ remove the exception that makes compliance with the
regulation optional;

+ replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader
5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;

« remove the offensive example involving an accused
sexual harasser; and

« place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an
equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire
legal counsel for whistleblowers.









From: Jacob Callahan
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:24:47 AM
Attachments: image.png


Sent from J. Callahan's iPad



mailto:earthtojake@gmx.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov



| oppose OGE'’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted. OGE should:

* remove the exception that makes compliance with the
regulation optional;

* replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader
5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;

* remove the offensive example involving an accused
sexual harasser; and

» place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an
equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire
legal counsel for whistleblowers.









From: Gina Breci
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed rule: legal expense fund regulation rin 3209-aa50
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:19:45 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional 
- make recusal period at least 5 years. 


Thank you,  
Gina Breci 
8911 Ironwood Ave S, Cottage Grove, MN 55016



mailto:gbreci@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: john barkingdog9.com
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:39:46 AM


I oppose OGE's proposed leagal expense fund regulation as drafted.
OGE should
-Remove the section that makes compliance optional


-Replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5 year recusal requirement.


-Remove the example of a sexual offender


- Make sure nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) have equal footing with large law
firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel to defend whistleblowers



mailto:john@barkingdog9.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jane Hendrix
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:44:20 AM
Attachments: image.png


Jane Hendrix
Chicago, IL



mailto:janehendrix64@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov



| oppose OGE'’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted. OGE should:

remove the exception that makes compliance with the
regulation optional;

replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader
5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;

remove the offensive example involving an accused
sexual harasser; and

place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an
equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire
legal counsel for whistleblowers.









From: Lilly Edwards
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:41:09 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law
firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Sincerely,
Lilly Edwards 



mailto:lkedwards23@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Dave Pyman
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:30:29 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulations as drafted. OGE should:


remove exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests
remove the offensive example involving and accused sexual harasser 
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law
firms by allowing them hire legal counsel for whistleblowers 


Sincerely,
David M Pyman
david.pyman@gmail.com



mailto:david.pyman@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Karen Metz
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:10:10 AM
Attachments: image.png
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mailto:karenametz@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov



| oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted. OGE should:

remove the exception that makes compliance with the
regulation optional;

replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader
5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;

remove the offensive example involving an accused
sexual harasser; and

place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an
equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire
legal counsel for whistleblowers.










Karen Metz

7338 Rosewood Drive

Prairie Village, KS 66208







From: Lauren Ashley
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:04:06 AM


I object to the OGE proposed legal expense fund as drafted.


I am 73 years old and find that I am ashamed of my country and the people who
continue to try and hide the bad and lawless things they do.  #NoOneIsAboveTheLaw
"I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal
requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or
regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial
interests; " 


Lauren Ashley 


"Wherever there is a human being, there is an opportunity for kindness"  Seneca



mailto:nhgreenlife@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Lisa Larsen
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:00:22 AM
Attachments: image.png


Lisa Larsen 
Sent from my iPhone



mailto:tanktank07@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov



| oppose OGE'’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as
draﬂed OGE should:
remove the exception that makes compliance with the
regulation optional;

« replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader
5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;

+ remove the offensive example involving an accused
sexual harasser; and

« place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an
equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire
legal counsel for whistleblowers.









From: Kathleen Schultz
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:24:33 AM


I oppose this rule because ethics should never be optional, especially in government. The
corruption of the former administration must never be codified.


Kathleen M Schultz, Citizen
Portland, Oregon



mailto:kmschultz68@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Kerry
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:23:47 AM
Attachments: image.png
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mailto:kerryjbassett@earthlink.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov



| oppose OGE'’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted. OGE should:

« remove the exception that makes compliance with the
regulation optional;

« replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader
5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;

« remove the offensive example involving an accused
sexual harasser; and

« place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an
equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire
legal counsel for whistleblowers.










Sent from my iPhone







From: Sherry Ash-Rabith
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:13:36 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:


- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Sincerely


Sherry Ash-Rabith
Washington DC


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:sarabith@att.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Steven Lestition
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:06:18 AM


Dear rule-makers at the Office of Government Ethics,


I'm writing to say that I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.


OGE should:


- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


I'm sure you're aware that without making these changes the rule contains giant loopholes
that will allow for massive corruption. America deserves better than optional ethics for top
officials. Please rewrite this rule and make it better!


Steven Lestition
Lawrenceville, NJ



mailto:steveles70p@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Lynda Mc
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:05:54 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.
OGE should: - remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests; 
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and 
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Sincerely, 
Lynda McGarry 



mailto:lyndamc2396@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Kristi Klipka
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:05:52 AM


To Whom It May Concern:


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement
that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and - place
nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


 Sincerely,
Kristin Klipka 



mailto:kklipka@comcast.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: David Gabriel
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:05:41 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;


Trust in government is essential.  This proposed rule undermines this trust.


David Gabriel


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:davemaura@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: J Burgess
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:05:33 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should: - remove the
exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and 
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.
Jane Burgess



mailto:mmesenora1@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Stephanie
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:42:51 AM


Here's that comment in the body of several texts:


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Stephanie


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:sawilkins24@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Mary Felegy
To: Contact OGE
Subject: “Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)”
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:00:58 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal
requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing
decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in
which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with
large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers


Thank you,
Mary Felegy


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:fairgame@optonline.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Donna Emerson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: “Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)”
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:43:12 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE


should:


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal
requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing
decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in
which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with
large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


While the above content wording specific was obviously suggested by
POGO, I ENTHUSIASTICALLY support every word & it's intent!  Given the
precarious state of our democracy- having been shaken to the core by our
previous administration - we need to strengthen ethics rules at every
juncture, and in doing so, not WEAKEN them as gaps in this proposed
rule may allow.
Sincerely,
Donna Emerson



mailto:djequeen@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Ray Patterson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: “Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)”
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:28:17 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal
requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing
decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in
which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with
large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:raypatterson@me.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: bat masterson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: “Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)”
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 11:04:13 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;


replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you.  



mailto:mat3737@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov



