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From: Matthew Cron
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:43:48 PM


To Whom it May Concern, 


I oppose Office of Government Ethics’ proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. 


The Office of Government Ethics 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.


All the best, 
Matthew Cron



mailto:mcron@mindspring.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Daryl Mills
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:43:06 PM


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 for your consideration.
DAM's iPad



mailto:mad5me@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Sarah Turner
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:42:10 PM


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,
Sarah Turner
Citizen
Columbus, OH



mailto:sbcturner@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Catherine Beaumont
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:41:53 PM


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 for your time,
Catherine Beaumont



mailto:kittyb61@att.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Debbie Moll
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:41:11 PM


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,
Debbie Moll, PhD



mailto:debbie.moll@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Bruce Berg
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 11:48:26 PM


﻿


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.


Bruce A Berg



mailto:bruce.berg1@comcast.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Scott Martinez
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:39:46 PM


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.



mailto:martinez.scott74@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Suzanne
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:39:00 PM


Dear Office of Government Ethics:


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!


Sincerely,


Suzanne de Seife
514 Harrison St.
Ridley Park, PA  19078



mailto:suzanneflc@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Robert Rootenberg
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:37:22 PM


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, Robert Rootenberg, Esq.



mailto:robert@robertrootenberg.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Sarah K
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:37:11 PM


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:sarah@kuhlmans.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Robin J. Schwartz
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:34:19 PM


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,
Robin J. Schwartz



mailto:schwartzrobinj@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Kilpatrick Will
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:31:13 PM


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.



mailto:kiltron@mac.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: dbadw@bestweb.net
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:31:00 PM


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.


 



mailto:dbadw@bestweb.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Betsy Diamant-Cohen
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:30:29 PM


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.


Betsy Diamant-Cohen
----
Dr. Betsy Diamant-Cohen
MGOL Creator, Trainer, Presenter, & Author 
Mother Goose on the Loose, LLC
2022 Distinguished Service Award, Association for Library Service to Children’s
(ALSC)
Vattermare Award for Creativity in Libraries
www.mgol.net



mailto:betsydc@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov

http://www.mgol.net/






From: Mary Raftery
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:30:22 PM


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


 Mary Raftery



mailto:maryraftery@att.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Brian Jackson
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:29:41 PM


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.


Brian Jackson



mailto:decaelus@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Glenn McCoy
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 11:48:25 PM


Do not adopt this rule. We need less big money corruption in government, not more. Ethics
matter. 


Patricia Glenn McCoy 


Glenn Lamb McCoy, 
author of Mary's Dog



mailto:mcglenn5@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Leo Posch
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:29:39 PM


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.


Lp
LeO=='--::
Oo==:::
Leo Posch


http://www.leoposch.com


"Leave the Lutherie to Leo"


Guitars    Banjos     Mandolins    Bouzouki     Prim   String Winders     
Custom Tooling     Taxi Service (The Wellman Road Special)


5981 Wellman Road
Mc Louth, KS  66054
913 796 6400
Mobile Phone  785 424 0752



mailto:leoposch@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov

http://www.leoposch.com/

http://www.leoposch.com/






From: Judy Blaisdell
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:29:19 PM


I oppose OGE’s 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.
 
Respectfully,
Judith Blaisdell
Exeter, NH



mailto:cbsblais@comcast.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Adrienne King
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:27:34 PM


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 for your time and cooperation.
Adrienne King



mailto:docaking24@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Lauren Sinnott
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:25:46 PM


Dear Office of Government Ethics,


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,
Lauren Sinnott
310 Main St./PO Box 921
Point Arena, CA 95468


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:lauren.sinnott@icloud.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Alicia Smith
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:24:49 PM


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,
Alicia Smith


1221 Berni St
Santa Ana, CA 92703



mailto:aliciatsmith@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: kate schinhofen
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:24:29 PM


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.



mailto:katetheshrinemaker@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: linda
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:21:55 PM


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;
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 for your consideration.  Linda Murphy



mailto:linda56k@verizon.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Hester Reik
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:21:20 PM


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.


Hester Reik
West Hartford, CT



mailto:dhreik@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Layne Sylvester
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:19:21 PM


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.



mailto:powderriver977@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Tom Hey
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:18:58 PM


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,
Thomas Hey
504 Cambridge Ave
Waukesha, Wi 53188



mailto:tom.hey@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Deirdre Herman
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 11:48:12 PM


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.


A provision in OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted says an employee can 
ignore this regulation and follow existing practices — which include setting up corrupt political 
organizations like the one the Trump administration set up. The United States deserves better 
than optional ethics for top officials.


Sincerely,
Deirdre Herman
Rochester, Minnesota



mailto:deirdre@deirdreherman.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Roger Davis
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:18:07 PM


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.


N O W  !!!


The reasonable man adapts himself to the world.
The unreasonable man persists in trying to adapt the world to himself.
Therefore, all progress depends on the unreasonable man.



mailto:rogerdavis@verizon.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Lance Ofenloch
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:17:57 PM


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.



mailto:lofenloch@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: anna tursich
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:16:43 PM


Dear Mr or Ms:


I absolutely oppose OGE's legal expense fund as drafted.


How can a rule be optional and be a rule?  There must be NO exception
that make compliance optional.
The proposed recusal requirement is completely inadequate.  A recual
requirement must be a broad 5-year minimum recusal that prevents
donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies and regulations
which affect them individually or the businesses or industries in which they
have substantial interests.
Nonprofit charities must have the right to hire legal counsel for
whistleblowers in order that there the ability to establish an equal footing
with large law firms.  By nonprofit charities, I mean organizations with a
501(c)(3) status.
Please remove the offensive example involved an accused sexual harasser.


Citizens expect Ethics Standards to be a real thing.  This proposed Rule
contains provisions which do not meet that expectation.  How can we be
expected to trust our government when these kinds of betrayal of
standards are quietly passed without knowledge of the general public. 
Thee has to be some part of our government which isn't corrupted by big
money.  Ethics rules are one of our last strongholds.  Please don't betray
public trust with this Rule.


Thank you for your attention,


Anna Tursich
5449 Snake Hollow Road
Sneedville, TN  



mailto:mshillgal@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: jay gillen
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:16:11 PM


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


1. remove the exception that makes compliance optional.
2. strengthen the recusal requirement to a broader 5-year recusal
3. remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser
4. allow nonprofit charities to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you.
Jay Gillen,
Baltimore, MD



mailto:gillen.jay@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Valerie Curley
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:14:07 PM


 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.



mailto:222valerie@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Tom Hirdler
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:14:07 PM


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 for your attention to this important matter.
Thomas Hirdler
--



mailto:t.hirdler@mchsi.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Willard P Mittelman
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:13:43 PM


I am opposed to OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation.


OGE should:
(i) remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
(ii) replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, and regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
(iii) remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
(iv) 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.


Sincerely,
Willard Mittelman



mailto:wmitt@uga.edu

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: araneatelam9@protonmail.com
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:12:19 PM


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 with Proton Mail secure email.



mailto:araneatelam9@protonmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov
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From: roger linnett
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:11:00 PM


I oppose 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 them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
 


3)Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
 


4)Place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing   
with large law firms


by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


-- 
Écrasez l'infâme! - Voltaire



mailto:rflinnett@gmail.com
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From: thomasbarnes@frontiernet.net
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:11:00 PM


I know it's a cut and paste, but it's shameful that the OGE isn't doing even more to crack down
on abuses of power by government employees.


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.


If it hasn't been done already:


- require creators of legal expense funds to name all donors, the amounts donated, and all
intended beneficiaries of the LEF in the same way that the FEC requires candidates to report
donor names and contributions.


- prohibit foreign interests (individuals, governments, or corporate entities), or agents working
on their behalf, from contributing to a LEF.


- recipients of money from a LEF must declare it as taxable income, unless the LEF is
specifically created to assist with whistleblowing efforts, defense against harassment by
superiors, non-criminal internal disciplinary disputes (e.g., review board hearings or certain
types of court martial), or criminal or civil suits brought against a government employee as a
result of their official actions. That is, any money used to defend against criminal or civil
complaints due to malfeasance or nonfeasance in office, or criminal or civil complaints not
directly related to official duties, should be treated as a gift by the IRS.


- contributions to an LEF, except by family members or coworkers, should be capped in the
same way that campaign contributions are (or should be), with a $2,000 maximum per person.



mailto:thomasbarnes@frontiernet.net
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From: Randy Smith
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 11:59:22 PM


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  Randal Smith



mailto:randalesmith@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Violet Anderson
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 11:56:26 PM


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.


Respectfully,  Violet Anderson


Sent from my iPad



mailto:vianders686@gmail.com
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From: Kelly
To: USOGE
Subject: Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 11:29:52 PM


Why should Ethics be optional? Even the appearance of violations are usually
enough to keep them in check. Apparently that is not enough.  


 


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.


 
 
Kelly P
 



mailto:kellyj951@gmail.com
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From: Pat Murphy
To: USOGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:46:27 PM


 I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.  People entrusted to high
positions in government should be strictly held to the highest ethical standards. Lead by example to
have the kind of country most of us want. 


OGE should:
 > - remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional. To have compliance
optional means absolutely NOTHING;  business as usual. And Business as usual IS NOT WORKING.   


 > - replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 7-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
 > - 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,
Patricia Murphy
Portland, OR



mailto:pamacup@hotmail.com
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From: Scott Kirby
To: USOGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 11:42:31 PM


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.


Scott W. Kirby, MSgt, USAF (Ret.)
1300 N. L Street, Apt 159
Lompoc, CA 93436-3356



mailto:swklmpc159@gmail.com
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From: Cherl Harrell
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 11:48:37 PM


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.


 
 
Grace and Peace,
Cherl Harrell
 



mailto:Choskins1@hotmail.com
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From: Jackie Marincic
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:46:28 PM


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.


Regards, 


Jackie Marincic


Sent from my iPad



mailto:jackies-place@hotmail.com
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From: Deb Snow
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:46:11 PM


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. 


As an average American, I find that using real ethical standards, instead of optional ones,
makes me more confident of the actions that follow.   


Sincerely,
Deborah Snow
Columbia, South Carolina



mailto:snowdeb7@gmail.com
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From: Melissa Nichols
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:46:05 PM


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, 
Melissa Nichols



mailto:mkayn0470@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: M L
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:45:03 PM


To whom it may concern, 


I would like to register my objection to the proposed regulation on the grounds that it is
inadequate for preventing the sort of corruption and abuse of position that has become so
rampant in our government. 


I object in particular to any exceptions or loopholes that allow compliance to the regulation
optional, and to the ineffectively short grace period between when individuals might donate
and then directly benefit from any regulatory or contractual decisions. 


I also ask that the regulation not place undue burdens on whistleblowers or those who
represent them, but my primary concern is that the OGE be stricter and its rules be Non-
optional for all government employees that may fall under its purview.


Sincerely, 
Maria Lin



mailto:bookgrl1190@gmail.com
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From: Damewood, Lorene
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:44:51 PM


There are too few ethics being used in our government today. Ethics need to be
strengthened, not diluted.


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.


Lorene Damewood


11940 W 66th St


Shawnee  KS   66216


913 831 8295
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