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From: Bret Dragland
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:14:50 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.


US Citizen 
Bret Dragland 



mailto:dragland03@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Jane Doyle
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:14:20 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 for listening. Some things you just can’t make optional. 
-- 


Jane Doyle
Lose a sense and those left compensate. That's why people with no sense of humor have a
greater sense of self-importance.



mailto:jdnatdesert@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: David Roudebush
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:06:55 AM


I am a US citizen and a registered voter.


I am writing in strong opposition to the adoption of this ethically-compromised
regulation as drafted.


Undoubtedly you are getting other mail to this effect, but yes, 


the exception that makes compliance optional NEEDS TO BE REMOVED


the recusal requirement should be expanded to a broader 5-year recusal requirement


501(c)(3)'s should be allowed to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


It is frustrating that this level of inside-the-beltway corruption is still so pervasive.


Please do not adopt this regulation as drafted.


Thank you,


David Roudebush



mailto:david@tech-d.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Sharon Kaplan
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:05:17 AM


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,
Sharon Kaplan



mailto:vegansha@sbcglobal.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Bob Lenk
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:55:34 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 examples 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 Lenk


Fort Collins, CO



mailto:BobLenk@frii.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Linnea Cook
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:46:09 AM


Dear Sir or Madam:
Please do everything you can to make our government officials fairer and more accountable
and make it harder for agencies to buy influence.


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.


   Linnea M. Cook


Virus-free. www.avast.com
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From: Comcast
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:33:43 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 Ballard


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:j.ballard13@comcast.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Richard Boyer
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:46:09 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.


Richard Boyer
San Clemente, CA



mailto:boyerrj@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Alex Roston
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:36:39 AM


Dear Sir or Madam,


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional - of what use
is an optional regulation?
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests - and of course,
don't make this rule optional either!
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law
firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers. (Legal counsel for
whistleblowers, which is a legal activity, should be on equal footing with legal counsel
for people who've actually violated the rules!)


Thanks for your time and attention to this matter,


Alexander Roston



mailto:troutwaxer@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Paul Ashin
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:32:08 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.



mailto:paul.ashin53@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: M Solomon II
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:30:29 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.



mailto:Saker31@comcast.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Albert Pierson
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:29:39 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.


Albert Pierson


Concerned Citizen 


Political Activist



mailto:ajpmiami@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Stephen Cruz
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:29:05 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.



mailto:zardoz0611@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Lawrence Light
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:20:47 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,


Lawrence Light


Mission Viejo, CA 92691



mailto:larry.light@cox.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Nicole Nelson
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:20:04 AM


I wish to say I agree with Mr Shaub, I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as it is drafted with
optional compliance.
I propose OGE should make these alterations:


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:nmfnelson@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Linda Black
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:18:08 AM


We oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. Ethics rules should
not be optional. We already have too many who ignore current the rules and are not held
accountable . 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.


Many thanks for your interest in our views. 


Linda and Larry Black 
15780 Bushy Park Rd. 
Woodbine, MD.  21797



mailto:lindajblack@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Sara Avery
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:17:05 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,
Sara Avery


Sara Avery
1329 Agape Way, Lafayette, CO 80026
+1.720.890.6146 (w) | +1.303.489.2431 (m)
sara.avery@gmail.com
Pronouns: she/hers


Sent from my mobile. Please forgive typos.



mailto:sara.avery@gmail.com
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From: Carmen Jones
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:30:25 AM


Hello, my name is Carmen. I am writing to 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.


-- 


CARMEN JONES
ADMINISTRATION/REAC TEAM


cjones@dozllc.com
office (317) 848-5700 x562
cell (317) 285-8590
www.dozllc.com


Confidentiality Note: This email and any attachments are confidential and are intended solely for addressee. The information may also be legally
privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of this email or any attachment is prohibited.
If you have received this email in error, please delete this message and all attachments immediately, and notify the sender by reply e-mail.


Thank you for your cooperation,
Dauby O'Connor & Zaleski, LLC



mailto:cjones@dozllc.com
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From: mpd12000@hotmail.com
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:16:40 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.


Mary Pat DiLeva
 
Do not get lost in a sea of despair. Be hopeful, be optimistic. Our struggle is not the
struggle of a day, a week, a month, or a year, it is the struggle of a lifetime. Never, ever
be afraid to make some noise and get in good trouble, necessary trouble.  Rep John
Lewis, June 2018
 



mailto:mpd12000@hotmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Edward Codina
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:15:19 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.


Ed


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:edcodina@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Ann Nichols
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:11:03 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.


We need stronger ethical restrictions, please.


Ann Nichols
4864 S. Sioux Avenue
Sierra Vista, AZ  85650



mailto:mycateatsqtips@hotmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Scott Booth
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA5
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:10:57 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, 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:slbpix1@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Joe Battin
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:08:36 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


-- 


--
Joe Battin
KM 182.5
Quinta de la Rosa
San Felipe, Baja, Mexico


From US - 011 52 686 245 6931
In Mexico - 686 245 6931
jdbattin@gmail.com
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From: Dr. Elizabeth A. Romey
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:05:43 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.


Thank you.


Sincerely,


Dr. Elizabeth A. Romey



mailto:e_a_romey@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Raptured Night
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 1:02:43 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.


Regards,
Chanda Farley 



mailto:raptured_night18@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Christopher Sandberg
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50) 
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:59:40 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.


Christopher Sandberg
cksandberg@mac.com



mailto:cksandberg@mac.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov

mailto:cksandberg@mac.com






From: John Merline
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:56:04 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 Merline



mailto:jmerline@zoho.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov

https://www.zoho.com/mail/






From: Julie Uejio
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:55:04 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.


Julie Uejio


Davis CA



mailto:jfuejio@comcast.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Amelia Hard
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:26:11 AM


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


OGE should:


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulations 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.


The proposed regulation as drafted is woefully inadequate. Please put the suggested changes in
place to strengthen legal expense fund regulation.


Thank you for taking my comment seriously.


Amelia Hard
Portland, OR



mailto:amelia.hard@icloud.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: michael.d.franz@gmail.com
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:53:25 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:michael.d.franz@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Matthew Grant
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:52:31 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-
Matthew Grant



mailto:matthew_j_grant@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Theresa Ruscitti
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:51:17 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.


Theresa Ruscitti



mailto:truscitti@me.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Becky Ommen
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:51:04 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.



mailto:bereommen@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Vicki Neland
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:50:17 AM


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


Not consider the adherence to ethical behavior optional for our government officials and
representatives.


Nor, when failing that standard, use non profit funds to pay for legal fees or advice in seeking
ways to not be accountable to the public.


Make a set of ethical standards that apply uniformly and equally to the upstanding as well as
the corrupt.


Post all ethical standards in the hallway, if you must, so that all who walk those hallowed halls
may see them, discuss and comprehend them, and graciously accept them.


Thank you.


Vicki Neland


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Xandy Robinson
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:42:21 AM


Compliance must be mandatory or it is meaningless.  It is vital we have real ethics rules and
enforcement.


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.


Alexandra Robinson 80918
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From: Chris Larsen
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:41:52 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.


-Chris Larsen 
Stafford Hamlet, OR
97068
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From: sanderling10
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:41:21 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.


B. Wallace


Virus-free. www.avast.com
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From: Seema
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:40:13 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.
Sincerely,
Seema Caron
Pacifica, CA
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From: Candace Lang
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:38:41 AM


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


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


Candace Lang



mailto:cjlang05@gmail.com
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From: cindy
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:51:19 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.


Cynthia Hall
Non affiliated voter in CT



mailto:halldayville@aol.com
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From: Debbie Carter
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rules: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:26:33 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.


Thank you,


Debbie Carter
Phoenix, AZ



mailto:d_carter7@hotmail.com
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From: Thomas Moench
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209 AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:42:11 AM


I oppose OGE rule on legal expense funding regulation as drafted.
OGE should remove the exception that makes compliance optional.
 
Thomas Moench


This email and any attachments are intended only for Mapp Biopharmaceutical, Inc. business purposes, and may
contain proprietary and/or confidential information sent for the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any review,
use, distribution, or disclosure by others is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient (or authorized to
receive for the recipient), please contact the sender by reply email and delete all copies of this message.
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From: Ron Ambes
To: USOGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:44:22 AM
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From: Dana Dempsey
To: USOGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:33:13 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.


The purpose of this request is to eliminate paths of bypass devised during the previous administration and to make
ethical behaviors REQUIRED rather than OPTIONAL with consequences for failure to do so.


Thank you.
Dana Dempsey
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From: Christopher Neal
To: USOGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:03:55 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.



mailto:kulezi@gmail.com
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From: Miriam McMahan
To: USOGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:57:01 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 Yahoo Mail on Android
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From: karen johnson
To: USOGE
Subject: “Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)”
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:56:00 AM


I vehemently oppose “optional compliance”!


A defense fund should be set up in a trust as it was originally done and distributed
with strict oversight.


I agree with the suggestion that the recusal requirement time period be much longer
in order to discourage donors from attempting to influence decisions that would benefit themselves.  A 5-year period
would be a substantial deterrent vs the proposed 1-year.


Non-profit (501(c)(3) organizations should be on equal footing with large law firms in being allowed to hire legal
counsel.


Concerned citizen,
Karen Johnson


Sent from my iPad
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From: 206 expat
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 4:48:09 AM


To whom it may concern in the OGE,


Asking legislators to substitute their judgement for a strong binding framework is not going to
obtain the result we all want to see, which is clean and un-conflicted governance.


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,


R. Carr
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From: Julie Dougherty
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 4:28:47 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.


Citing the article I read this morning:


Walter Shaub asks the public to appeal "to the Office of Government Ethics with
objections to a new Rule because it fails to fix a corrupt ethical practice begun in
the Trump administration. The practice involves fund raising for government
officials and others caught in ethics investigations. Not only could it facilitate
defense costs of corruption, but also could be used to pressure witnesses
by withholding funds. The current Office of Government Ethics has revised the
Rule, but has made compliance optional."


Julie Dougherty
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From: Elgin, Catherine Z.
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 4:19:20 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.


Yours sincerely,


Catherine Elgin
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From: Shelly Greenberg
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 4:14:28 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,                                                                                            S M Greenberg
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From: Stuart Dunn
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 4:14:15 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 for your attention,
Stuart Dunn
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From: Chris Bruggman
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:45:36 AM


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, 
R. Chris Bruggman, LCSW
502.424.2562
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From: Lisa Hansen
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 4:07:16 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.



mailto:lisa.a.hansen@gmail.com
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From: mcmorrow456@aol.com
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 4:06:20 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.


Government ethics is serious business. Let's not play fast and loose with the rules.


Sincerely,


Carol Bogard
Connecticut
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From: trishalamb@yahoo.com
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 4:00:20 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.


Please keep government ethics strong and meaningful.


Sincerely,
Patricia Lamb
Santa Rosa, CA
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From: Debra Barringer
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 3:57:07 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should
-Remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional. This exception
makes the regulation ridiculous & invalid.
-Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser. Aren't you an Ethics
Office?
-Place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers. Big money does not necessary
equal ethics.
-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.
Please consider my thoughts on your rule. 
A voter, an American.
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From: Tom Calhoun
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 3:56:08 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.



mailto:worldwoodworks@hawaii.rr.com
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From: Terry Verigan
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 3:55:33 AM


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


OGE should do the following:


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.


Thank you,
Terrence Verigan
4009 W. Esplanade Avenue N.
Metairie, Louisiana 70002
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From: cathrynm15@aol.com
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 3:46:01 AM


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; 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. 


Thank you. Catherine Sue Morgan
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From: Andrew Geaslen
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 3:42:02 AM


TWTMC-


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
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From: Nanci Kelly
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 3:29:19 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.


The Office of Government Ethics needs to take stronger action to assure the ethics that you are
charged with protecting and reverse the previous actions that undermined your mission.


Sincerely,
Nanci Kelly
619-224-1084
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From: David Crocker
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 3:22:53 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.



mailto:david.crocker727@gmail.com
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From: Bruce Dravis
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:40:58 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.


The United States is often described as a great experiment in democracy, and in recent years it
has undergone strenuous tests of its durability. Now we are engaged in a great civil conflict--
waged along fronts the Framers and Lincoln could not have foreseen, involving mass media,
the deployment of vast wealth for self interest and not public good, and the abuse of legal
procedures and the abuse by Trump of the power of office-- testing whether this nation can
long endure. This rule is a great battle-field of that war. 


For the rule of law to protect the public, the law must be mandatory and must not only be
enforceable but also enforced.


Bruce Dravis
Evanston, IL
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From: Belle Sprague
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 3:02:13 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.


~Belle Sprague
Chino Hills, CA 91709
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From: Mike Lucero
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 3:02:07 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.


Mike Lucero
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From: Al DuBruck
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:57:41 AM


Dear OGE Representative:


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 of this important matter!


Al DuBruck
Ann Arbor, MI



mailto:aldubruck@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Norman Gaw
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:52:02 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.



mailto:normangaw@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: D.A. Hix
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:45:23 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.


Regards,


Debbi.



mailto:debbiatbeure@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Donald Hickman
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:42:59 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.


 



mailto:donphickman@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Cheryl Lawrence
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:36:25 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.


We need to hold Congresspersons to the highest possible standards as they do for laws for
us. Do not reduce our power to raise the power of large donors and unethical members.
Nearly all of us already don’t trust government or our own congressperson or our Senators
to do what is in our best interest. We don’t elect them to abuse our trust.
Sent from my iPhone
Cheryl Lawrence, 
From Mn 8th district



mailto:done4nau@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: PAT FITZ
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:34:01 AM
Attachments: FVeanf5XwAAMJEb.png


No compliance should be optional. This is an invitation for corruption, not something that should be allowed in a democracy.


Providing as an example that a member of the military charged with sexual harassment should be allowed to raise funds under this regulation is mind boggling.  


Why should a law firm representing a foreign entity or regulated industry be allowed to provide unlimited legal support but a nonprofit charity can’t provide legal support for whistleblowers. The industry is not more important than the law the
whistleblower is stating is being broken (allegedly being broken). 


These are the ethics and regulations of a corrupt government, one, I hope, we’re not.



mailto:rfitz20577@aol.com

mailto:usoge@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: Richard Frith
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:28:08 AM


 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.


There is NO REASON to make an ethics-related rule OPTIONAL.  


Thanks,
Richard Frith
Seattle, WA



mailto:dems.can.do@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: James Dillon
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:26:09 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,


James Dillon
Los Angeles



mailto:jasdillon@earthlink.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: George Schoephoerster
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:35:00 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.


George Schoephoerster


3702 Sterling Drive


St. Cloud, MN  


 



mailto:drgeorge@charter.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Lesley Hunt
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:23:17 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.


Ethics are not optional, and standards should be the same for everyone.


Lesley Hunt
Walnut Creek, California



mailto:ldhunt@astound.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Kerry Canfield
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:20:19 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.
Kerry Canfield 
Portland OR


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:keriz.cornfield@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Andrew Lohmann
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:19:07 AM


To whom it may concern,


If I am understanding the proposed regulation correctly, I urge for a rejection of the OGE
draft. Especially in this day and age, ethics standards should be strengthened, not made
optional.


Additionally, the recusal time period should be significantly expanded (to 5+ years).


Sincerely,


Dr. Andrew Lohmann



mailto:andrew.lohmann@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: DaveZoom
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 2:18:34 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


It is never too late to be what you might have been. - George Eliot



mailto:davezoom867-zoom@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Dr Suzanne De Benedittis
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:24:28 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.


TO DO OTHERWISE MAKES A SHAM OF ALREADY BATTERED GOVERNMENT
ETHICS and further destroys our morale regarding whether our nation is run by morals? Or by
money?
Dr Suzanne De Benedittis, PHD/ Social  Ethics



mailto:makeccsafe@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: m pilon
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:20:37 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. 
                                                                                                  Government officials take
an oath to uphold the Constitution of the US Government and are paid fairly by
taxpayers to do so in the performance of their job, however it seems that those who get
much more money by special interests act as if their loyalty is to the highest bidder.



mailto:hortensiathyme341@gmail.com
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From: Julianne Fontenoy
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:20:18 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.



mailto:seasandacademy@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: David Pugh
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:18:56 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.


David Pugh
Des Moines, IA


Sent from my iPad



mailto:dapugh888@gmail.com
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From: David Urman
To: USOGE
Cc: David Urman
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:18:37 AM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional, because
ETHICS SHOULD NOT BE 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.


                                                                                         David Urman


                                                                                           Sacramento, CA



mailto:davethemathtutor@gmail.com
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From: Gwen Bailey
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:17:22 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.



mailto:g_wen_b@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Ned Leon
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:17:17 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.
Thanks



mailto:nedstowing@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Jim Simpson
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:16:34 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.



mailto:slimbus52@icloud.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Bill Boyd
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:15:50 AM


Please do NOT approve OGE's regulation as drafted. This type of regulation should not have optional parts. That
exception should be removed.


There should also be a five-year recusal requirement.


Thank you for considering my recommendation.


William H. Boyd, Jr.
55 Lake Shore Drive
Newnan, GA 30265
(770) 252-4615



mailto:whboyd@mac.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Andrew Fairbanks
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:11:53 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.



mailto:fairbs@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Gluark Cloi
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:15:54 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.



mailto:Clockiel@hotmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: S Barlow
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:11:49 AM


Dear Sir or Madam:


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation.


It should be re-drafted to make compliance with the regulation mandatory!  It should make the recusal requirement a
5-year period.  It should allow nonprofits to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers, as well.


Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.


Sincerely,
Susan Barlow
Chauncey, GA



mailto:barlow1917@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Gail Fleischaker
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:10:11 AM


Sirs:
I oppose OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.  Compliance with the
regulation should not be optional!  Cash donors should not be allowed to influence decisions,
policies, or regulations affecting the industries they represent or in which they have
substantive interests.


Yours is to fight corruption, not to beget it.


Thank you,
Gail


Gail R. Fleischaker
62 West Pelham Road
Shutesbury, MA 01072
413.253.0565  voice



mailto:gailflei1@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Stephen Worsham
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:09:51 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.



mailto:stworsham@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Sunday Oliver
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:09:02 AM


It seems to me that government officials should be especially bound by ethics rules, instead of
considering them optional. We've already seen a lot of "optional" ethics among government
figures, and what it has done is slow down progress for the country, cause huge divides, and
created attempts to dismantle government altogether.


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,


Denise Oliver



mailto:dsoceanoliver@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Lauri Fried-Lee
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:07:13 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 for considering my objections.


Lauri Fried-Lee



mailto:friedlee@pacbell.net
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From: Israel Evans
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:06:16 AM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional; optional
means it will not be complied with as a rule. Optional is actually worse than nothing at
all because it lets people pretend compliance without actually doing so.
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.


Israel Evans 


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:israel.evans@icloud.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: JOHNNY FOSTER
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:04:52 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."
 


jwfoster



mailto:jwfoster@aol.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Burnstein & Gershman
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:03:54 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,
Daniel Burnstein
2106  48th Ave. SW
Seattle, WA 98116



mailto:jogdanbu@drizzle.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Marianna Sokol
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:02:16 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.


I hope you will consider making these changes and keeping ethics regulations strong.


Marianna Sokol


1317 Elk Grove Road


Benton, PA 17814



mailto:madrona@epix.net
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From: Laura Brainin-Rodriguez
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:02:03 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, Laura
Laura Brainin-Rodriguez



mailto:lbrnutr@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Malve von Hassell
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:10:06 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.


Ethic rules cannot be optional.


Thank you.


Malve von Hassell
23 Harris Lane
Southampton, NY 11968
malvevonhassell@optonline.net


-- 
Sent from Postbox
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From: Catherine Gould Barrows
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:01:31 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.


Catherine Gould Barrows



mailto:cgbarrows1@earthlink.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Joe Cornelius
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:00:02 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.


--Joe Cornelius



mailto:j12997967@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: WENDY BAKER
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:04:13 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, 


Wendy J. Baker 410-916-4197



mailto:healeybaker@comcast.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Heather Harris Brady
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:03:16 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.


Heather Harris-Brady
Empire, MI



mailto:leelanauwriter@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Katherine DORFMAN
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:03:15 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.  Following ethics
rules should not be optional.


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.


Katherine Dorfman



mailto:kdorfman@comcast.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Rebecca Wright
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:02:21 AM


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


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.


How can ethics be "optional?"


Many thanks for your consideration.


Rebecca Abts Wright



mailto:rwright@sewanee.edu

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: C J Flynn | Cinema Test Tools
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50) 
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:58:25 AM


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


OGE should, with haste:


• 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,


Charles Flynn
Tujunga, CA 91042 



mailto:cjflynn@cinematesttools.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Darius
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:50:35 AM


Hello, 
Government ethics are not optional. The standard held up by other professions is NOT optional, why are
politicians held different? It is also not a fact that we the public trust politicians. Trust must be earned. 



mailto:darius11217@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Marlene Shaner
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:55:09 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.


Marlene Shaner
Chattanooga, TN  



mailto:jmkshaner@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Sara Leigh
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:54:40 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.


Ethical regulations should not be "optional"; do not allow the corruption of our democracy to
go unchecked.


Thank you,
Sara Leigh



mailto:leigh.sara@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Stephanie Nugent
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:53:46 AM


To the Office of Government Ethics:


I am writing to oppose the proposed revision of the legal expense fund regulation making
compliance optional. The following emendations must be considered, weighed, and put in
place if we are to keep our democracy viable and growing for our children and grandchildren.


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 Nugent
Dover, New Hampshire



mailto:steph@actonenh.org

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Paul S.
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:53:31 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.
 
Thank you,
 
Paul Shabazian
pshab@earthlink.net (mailto:pshab@earthlink.net)
3186 Chicharra Way
Coulterville, CA 95311
 



mailto:pshab@earthlink.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov
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From: Loretta Davis
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:51:01 AM


I oppose OGE's proposed legal defense fund regulation as drafted.  OGE needs to remove the
exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional.  This country deserves much
better than optional ethics for top officials.  Stop making it easy for them to cheat and steal.


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:uppitydavis@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Laura and Ron
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:50:35 AM


To the OGE:


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


Instead, OGE should make the following changes:


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,


Ronald Hodges
Montgomery Village, MD



mailto:ljerhh@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Howard M-B
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:50:25 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.


Howard  Mostyn-Brown
18974 Alpine St
Apple Valley, CA 92308



mailto:hmosbro@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Chris Campbell
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:44:41 AM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
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:faerywings1@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Mark Carlson
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:38:04 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.


Mark R Carlson
7821 MInnetonka Blvd
St. Louis Park MN  55426



mailto:carlson.mark.raymond@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Steven N. Fiering
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:30:14 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
Steve
 
Steve Fiering PhD
Professor of Microbiology and Immunology
Geisel School of Medicine at Dartmouth
622 Rubin DHMC
Lebanon, NH 03756
Desk 603 646-5365
Cell 603 520 4274
 
The most exciting phrase in science, the one that heralds new discoveries is not "Eureka!" (I found it)
 but "That's funny..." Isaac Asimov (1920-1992)
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From: hopes_koi0b@icloud.com
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:50:06 AM


﻿


Ethics should not be optional  


 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.


Cindy brandt 



mailto:hopes_koi0b@icloud.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Carolyn Lattin
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 6:20:15 AM


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,
Carolyn Lattin
Newton MA 02458



mailto:carolyn.lattin@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Eric O"Dell
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 5:44:52 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.


Regards,
Eric O'Dell



mailto:himectidee@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: matthew cook
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 5:41:11 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.


All The Best, Matt Cook 



mailto:hippie1367@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Carol Taylor
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 5:14:39 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.


Carol Taylor



mailto:carolk7@bellsouth.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Steve Grochowsky
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 5:12:10 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,


Steve Grochowsky
40188 Tower Rd
Albemarle, NC 28001



mailto:sgrochowsky@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Michael Brandt
To: USOGE
Subject: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:56:33 AM


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


Instead 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,


Michael Brandt



mailto:michaelbrandt362@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: mc
To: USOGE
Subject: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:18:21 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.


Respectfully,
Mary M Claret



mailto:buythebk3@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: jmx1800-activist@yahoo.com
To: USOGE
Subject: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 4:44:00 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, 
John McCullough



mailto:jmx1800-activist@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: ahengst1@new.rr.com
To: USOGE
Subject: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:31:08 AM


I oppose OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. REmove all exceptions that
make compliance with the regulations optional. Optional regulations are impossible and
ridiculous.



mailto:ahengst1@new.rr.com
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From: Richard Foreman
To: USOGE
Subject: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:26:21 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.


Richard Foreman, concerned citizen.



mailto:ebfraf3@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: David Wiser
To: USOGE
Subject: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:22:34 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.



mailto:david.wiser@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Eric Adolf
To: USOGE
Subject: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:56:33 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.


Regards,
Eric Adolf



mailto:eadolf@jcschools.stier.org

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Nancy Borelli
To: USOGE
Subject: Oppose Adoption of Legal Expense Fund Regulation RIN3209-AA50
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:57:04 AM


I oppose the adoption of the Legal Expense Fund Regulation RIN3209-AA50 as it is now
drafted.  Please do the following to this regulation:
1. remove the exception that makes compliance optional
2. replace the proposed recusal requirement with a five-year refusal requirement
3. remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual offender
4. make nonprofit charities equal with large law firms by allowing them to hire legal
    counsel for whistleblowers


Thank you for considering my request.
Nancy Borelli, registered voter/US citizen



mailto:nancyborelli@gmail.com
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From: Anne Gordinier
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legak Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:11:18 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
1. Remove the exception that makes compliance with the registration 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 5501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers


Government ethics should not be optional in the United States,


Anne Gordinier


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:anne.gordinier@gmail.com
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From: Mike M
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:51:05 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,
Michael J Mc Ainsh
mjmcainsh@gmail.com
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From: James Holder
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:22:02 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.



mailto:jholder793@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: M Chaikin
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:38:16 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.
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From: Laura Aguera
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:37:47 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,


Laura Agüera



mailto:lauraaguera@outlook.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Thomas Bow
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:37:36 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.


Thomas Bow
Jersey City, NJ



mailto:tom.eb@verizon.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Shona Dudley
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:36:53 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,
Shona Dudley 



mailto:shonadudley@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Riley Wing
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:36:52 AM


To Whom it Pertains: 


America is touted as the land of the free; however, we can only make that true if elected
officials are truly free to make the best decisions without undue influence or bribery. 


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:rileyjwing@gmail.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Patricia Brech
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:35:47 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE
should:
   * remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation
optional (ethics should NOT BE 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,
Patricia A. Brech


Virus-free. www.avast.com
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From: Peter Tobey
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:33:08 AM


To the OGE:


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


-- 


Peter B Tobey
1467 Siskiyou Blvd #139
Ashland, OR  97520



mailto:pbt@screwsloosezoo.org

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Richard Levenson
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:32:52 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. 


Richard Levenson, MD
617-803-8860
rml52@yahoo.com



mailto:rml52@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Lucia Hall
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:31:49 AM


To whom it may concern:


I am deeply concerned that the Office of Government Ethics is willing to propose
OPTIONAL ethics rules for top US officials concerning Legal Expense Fund
Regulations. That is worse than no ethical rules at all, because the ethics can be
ignored and still have things appear to be done according to ethical behavior. The
American people deserve far better than this. And you should know better as well.


Please remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional in
the Legal Expense fund; please 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; definitely remove the offensive example involving an
accused sexual harasser; and, finally, 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 very much for your time and attention to this matter. Please do the right
thing!


Lucia Hall
San Diego, CA



mailto:luciakbhall@att.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Beth Levin
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:30:34 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.


Thanks,
Beth Levin
Portland, OR



mailto:bethagl@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Colleen Guiney
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:20:12 AM


Dear friends-
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.


Please help curb corruption in government.
Thank you for your consideration.
Colleen Guiney
337m Dickinson Ave
Swarthmore PA 19081



mailto:cguiney4@gmail.com
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From: Katherine Simmons
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:30:19 AM


I strongly oppose OGE’s proposal for OPTIONAL ethics and accountability by government
participants. 


The OGE should amend the proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted in order to:


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 will be following the process of promulgating these regulations and look forward to OGE
establishing legally binding ethical standards for the American government organization,
and accountability by donors and others who aspire to participate in it.



mailto:katherinesacksimmons@gmail.com
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From: Doug Draper
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:29:58 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.


Respectfully,


Doug Draper



mailto:double_dbrew@yahoo.com

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Will Darr
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:29:37 AM


I am opposed to he office of government and ethics rules as written because it should not be
optional to comply with regulations for government officials and employees. If the rule needs
to be written, it needs to be enforceable. 


Will Darr



mailto:wmdarrdesign@gmail.com
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From: Diedre Thomas
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:29:09 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.


Sent from my iPad



mailto:diedret@sbcglobal.net

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Mercedes Lackey
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:27:45 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, 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.


Mercedes Lackey
16525 E 470 Rd
Claremore OK 74017
918-342-4826



mailto:helloelsie@gmail.com
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From: brucewbailey@juno.com
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:26:14 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.


Bruce Bailey
Concerned Citizen



mailto:brucewbailey@juno.com
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From: Jonathan Maschke
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:25:36 AM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should remove the
exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional.OGE should also 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.In addition, OGE should 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:novaguardian0@gmail.com
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From: George Erhard
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:25:36 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.


Making "ethics rules" optional in any context simply encourages non-ethical behavior on the
part of our elected officials.  We've already seen the damage possible when government
officials are not held to account. The drafted regulation would allow more officials to break
the rules, and hamstring any and all efforts to report issues.


George Erhard
gerhard0217@gmail.com
Savannah TX 76227
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From: Ratman 1231
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:25:36 AM


Dear Sir or Madam,


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


Please act accordingly.  


Appreciatively,
Bob Ratz



mailto:ratman1231@gmail.com
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From: Marie Wakefield
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 12:24:31 AM
Importance: High


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.


 
 
 
Marie Wakefield
3054 Hwy 20
Newport , OR 97365
wakefieldm_2000@yahoo.com
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From: Tony Giedlinski
To: USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 7:18:49 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.


Ethics in government is too important to leave loopholes for those who would destroy our
democracy.


Sincerely, 


Anthony F. Giedlinski



mailto:giedlinski.1@osu.edu
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