


From: Madeline Hyman
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:20:40 PM


Dear OGE


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.


Seriously, Optional should not be in a regulation! Please oppose this.


Joyce Madeline Hyman
847 Iliff St
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272



mailto:madelinhyman@icloud.com
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From: Steve Muratore
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:20:31 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation 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 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.


-- 
Steve Muratore
Arizona Eagletarian
http://stevemuratore.blogspot.com
@AzEagletarian



mailto:stevemuratore@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: amber bird
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:20:21 PM


To whom it may concern,


I strongly oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as currently drafted. OGE
should do all of the following:


Remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional. History tells
us that making this optional is likely to be the same as not having a regulation at all.
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,
Amber Bird



mailto:amber@amberbird.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Janet Harsh
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:20:15 PM


I adamantly oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted, since it absolutely should
be mandatory and not optional.


 In addition to making the regulation mandatory, OGE should:


1. Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser!!!


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


3.  Replace the proposed recusal requirement with a (minimum) 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.


4.  Strengthen enforcement mechanisms so it has some teeth.


5. Add public disclosure requirements.


Janet Harsh
1114 Park Court
Tecumseh, MI  49286


P.S. Add enforcement to conflict of interest rules as well.



mailto:harshlaw@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Shelley Mahr
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:20:01 PM


I strenuously oppose this regulation as drafted.


If regulation is optional, it has no reason to exist. Instead, compliance must be mandatory, and the recusal period
must be longer - 5 years would be reasonable.



mailto:mahrorless@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Renee Dean
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:20:00 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 or businesses in which they have substantial interests.
remove the example involving a 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.



mailto:ryd1222@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Richard Probst
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:55:08 PM
Attachments: FVT9cfNXEAAZdwO.png


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


Best,
  —Richard Probst



mailto:richard@probst.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: Ryan Yamada
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:19:36 PM


Good afternoon,


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 indu stries 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.


Right matters. It's not an option for us to settle for lax ethics regulations in our government - in
this administration or any other.


Thank you.


--
Regards,


Ryan Yamada
626-253-3166



mailto:ryan.yamada@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jean Greaves
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:19:28 PM


To the rulemakers 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.


Ethical behavior, especially from government officials, is NOT optional. Without making these changes,
the  proposed rule contains giant loopholes that will allow for massive corruption. America deserves better
than optional ethics for those who hold power. Please rewrite this rule and make it better!


Thanks.


Jean Greaves



mailto:jeangreaves@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Marshall Herskovitz
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:19:14 PM
Attachments: image.png


_______________________________________
Marshall Herskovitz
The Bedford Falls Company
409 Santa Monica Blvd. PH
Santa Monica, CA 90401
310-991-5626



mailto:marshall@bedfordfallscompany.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: Linda Vazquez
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:18:15 PM


Sent from my iPhone 12



mailto:linda.vazquez002@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Patrice Wilkes
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:18:14 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! 
Patrice Wilkes



mailto:pwilkesster@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Rebekka Helford
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:17:45 PM


To the rulemakers 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!


Thanks.


Rebekka


Sent from the shmyPhone



mailto:klezmerebekka@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Kaysi Hendley
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:17:27 PM


To the rulemakers 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!
 
Thanks.
Kaysi Hendley
Carrollton, TX
 



mailto:kaysidawn@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Lisa Nivin
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:17:03 PM


Lisa Nivin
New York, NY 10024



mailto:lanivin418@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Juliet Simpson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:17:03 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:juliet.simpson@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Shahrzad Arasteh
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:16:50 PM


Dear OGE Team,


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,
Shahrzad Arasteh



mailto:shahrzad@careerconsultmd.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jeffrey Clayton
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:53:44 PM


Dear regulators, 


I'm writing to 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 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;


(4) Put 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, 


Jeff Clayton



mailto:jtclayton@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Stella Kramer
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:16:32 PM


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:stelazine@email.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Elizabeth Reusswig
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:15:54 PM
Attachments: image.png


ATT00001.txt


If we have learned anything in the past few years, we have learned that ethics in government should NOT be
optional.



mailto:ereusswig@yahoo.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.










Elizabeth Reusswig

717-592-9983













From: Caroline Cox
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:15:37 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.


    I don't understand the point of optional regulations, so that is the most important part that I think you should
change.  If it's optional, won't the only people to opt in be people who would obey the guidelines even if they
weren't regulations?  And wouldn't the people who most need clear rules, those most tempted to skate close to or
into unethical behavior, just be able to skip compliance and continue to be tempted?


Caroline Cox
caroline.cox@verizon.net



mailto:caroline.cox@verizon.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Sarah Mathews
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:15:35 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,
Sarah Mathews



mailto:mathewsjs@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Peter Keeler
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:15:32 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 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.
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.


Ethics should not be optional.


Thanks,
Peter Keeler



mailto:peter@bonevm.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Stephen J. Skelton
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:15:23 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:stephen@stephenjskelton.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: B A FRYE
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:15:11 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 iPad



mailto:bafrye4@msn.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Keren Waranch
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:15:03 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,
Keren Waranch



mailto:kerenmw@outlook.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Linda J. Skitka
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:15:03 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 whistle blowers


Sincerely,


Linda Skitka
Distinguished Emerita Professor



mailto:lskitka@uic.edu

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jim Genzano
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:14:35 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.


-- 
Jim Genzano,
Author of the Stranger World novels
Website | Facebook | Twitter


Virus-free. www.avg.com



mailto:feanor@feanorsworkshop.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

http://www.feanorsworkshop.com/anIndex.php?name=published_works

http://feanorsworkshop.com/

https://www.facebook.com/james.genzano

https://twitter.com/GenzanoJim

http://www.avg.com/email-signature?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail

http://www.avg.com/email-signature?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail






From: Julie Rogers
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:59:25 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.


Kindest regards,
Julie Rogers



mailto:zmsu05@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Barbara Stoff
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation(RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:41:15 PM


As a member of the public and a public employee myself, I'm appalled at some of the
language in the proposed Legal Expense Fund Regulation.  


I would like to go on record as opposing OGE's proposed legal defense fund regulation as it's
currently drafted.   
OGE should do the following:


Remove the exception that would make 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 non-profit charities  [501(c)(3) organizations] on an equal footing with large law
firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers 


Part of the reason why so many people within our general public have distrust of federal
employees and federal politicians is because all too often the ethics regulations that are
supposed to keep everyone honest, have too many loopholes, no real penalties, and/or are
not enforced.   I've seen stronger ethics regulations at state levels.  Federal levels should be
the same or higher.  Please do better. 


Sincerely, 
Barbara Stoff 
New Jersey Resident 
 



mailto:barbstoff@hotmail.com
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From: Pamela Morgan
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209 - AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:26:35 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.


Optional regulation means no regulation, and we all know it. 


Pamela Morgan 
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
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From: Jeanne Edna Thelwell
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed legal expense fund regulation
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:22:14 PM
Attachments: 2A278D30-964E-4A26-A1C5-E1ECBB2D5853.png
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| 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: Ron Ashlaw
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Rule
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:14:29 PM
Attachments: image0.png
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| 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: C Jones
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:25:16 PM
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From: John Steen
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:20:58 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.


Thank you,


John Steen


“Run from what's comfortable. Forget safety. Live where you fear to live. Destroy your reputation. Be notorious. I
have tried prudent planning long enough. From now on I'll be mad.”  ~Rumi
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From: Jerry McAloon
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:10:36 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.


-- 
Jerry McAloon
Lansdowne, PA
Email: Jerry.McAloon@gmail.com
Tel. 267-373-9044 (Home); 713-516-4401 (Mobile)
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From: P D
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:01:53 PM


Hello:


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


3. Remove the example involving an accused sexual harasser
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



mailto:pd225@hotmail.com
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From: Mary Lewis Sheehan
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 3:48:56 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 
Mary Lewis Sheehan 
St James City Florida 
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