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participate in any particular matter involving specific parties that is directly and substantially
related to a former employer or client. 9 Section 2 of the order defines the term “directly and
substantially related to my former employer or former clients” to mean particular matters in
which the appointee’s former employer or a former client “is a party or represents a party.” 10
Additionally, section 2 of the order defines the term “particular matter involving specific
parties’’ to have the same meaning as set forth in OGE’s regulations but also to include “any
meeting or other communication relating to the performance of one’s official duties with a
former employer or former client, unless the communication applies to a particular matter of
general applicability and participation in the meeting or other event is open to all interested
parties.” 11
Section 3 of Executive Order 13770 provides that the President or his designee may grant
a waiver of restrictions contained in the ethics pledge. That section of the executive order lacks a
legal standard with which to evaluate the appropriateness of issuing a waiver. 12 As a practical
matter, the waiver must also be issued in writing, given that the waiver must be “signed” and
given that the executive order requires a “copy” of the waiver to be “furnished” to both the
appointee covered by the waiver and the head of the appointee’s agency. 13 In addition, the
executive order provides that a waiver “shall take effect” after it is signed,” which precludes the
possibility of a waiver having retroactive effect. 14
The Standards of Conduct establish an additional recusal obligation with respect to
former employers and clients. Specifically, an appointee may not participate in any particular
matter involving specific parties in which a person with whom he has a covered relationship is a
party or represents a party, if the appointee determines that a reasonable person with knowledge
of the relevant facts would question the appointee’s impartiality in the matter. Covered
relationships include a former employer or a client the appointee served in the past year. 15
Notwithstanding this recusal obligation, the White House may authorize an appointee to
participate in such a matter when the agency designee makes a determination, after considering
certain relevant factors, that the interest of the government in the employee’s participation
outweighs the concern that a reasonable person may question the integrity of the agency’s
programs and operations. 16
The White House is responsible for monitoring compliance with ethics requirements,
including those established under Executive Order 13770, and investigating potential ethics
violations with respect to appointees serving in the White House. 17 For its part, OGE cannot
impose disciplinary action on an executive branch employee other than an OGE employee. 18
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When OGE has reason to believe that an employee may have violated the Standards of Conduct,
the law authorizes OGE to make only a recommendation that the employing agency investigate
the matter and consider taking disciplinary action against the employee. 19 When an agency
declines to take disciplinary action against an employee in connection with an ethics violation,
OGE’s only recourse is to notify the President. 20
Separate from these recusal obligations under Executive Order 13770 and the Standards
of Conduct, appointees serving in the White House are covered by criminal conflict of interest
laws. 21 With regard to potential violations of the criminal conflict of interest laws, agency
officials are obligated to expeditiously report any information on potential violations of federal
criminal law to the Attorney General. 22 Once such a referral is made, the agency is required to
notify OGE. 23 However, OGE is specifically prohibited from making a finding that any criminal
law is being or has been violated. 24
Like other appointees, Mr. Bannon is also subject to financial disclosure requirements.
These requirements include a requirement to file a new entrant public financial disclosure report
within 30 days of appointment to the government. 25 New entrant reports include information
about the financial interests of the filers, their spouses, and their dependent children, as well as
certain positions outside the government. 26 The White House is authorized to grant a filing
extension, upon a showing of good cause, of up to 45 days and, upon a written showing of good
cause, a second extension of up to 45 additional days. 27 The approval of a second extension must
be in writing. 28 After appointees file their reports, the White House’s ethics officials review the
reports for compliance with financial disclosure requirements and substantive ethics
requirements. 29 White House ethics officials are expected to work with an appointee to resolve
any potential conflicts of interest that they identify through their review of the financial
disclosure reports. 30
In addition to filing a new entrant report, Mr. Bannon must satisfy other financial
disclosure requirements. He will have to file periodic transaction reports within 30 days of
receiving notice of any covered transaction. 31 He will have to file an annual financial disclosure
report by May 15 each year. 32 In addition, he will have to file a termination financial disclosure
report within 30 days of terminating his federal service. 33 The process for resolving conflicts of
19

5 U.S.C. app. § 402(f)(2)(A)(ii)(l); 5 C.F.R. § 2638.503.
See 5 U.S.C. § 402(f)(2)(A)(iv)(II).
21
See, e.g., 18 U.S.C. §§ 201, 203-209.
22
See 28 U.S.C. § 535(b).
23
See 5 U.S.C. § 402(e)(2).
24
See 5 U.S.C. § 402(f)(5).
25
5 U.S.C. app. § 101(a).
26
5 U.S.C. app. § 102.
27
5 C.F.R. § 2634.201(f).
28
Id.
29
5 U.S.C. app. § 106; 5 C.F.R. § 2634.605.
30
5 U.S.C. app. § 106; 5 C.F.R. § 2634.605.
31
5 U.S.C. app. § 103(l).
32
5 U.S.C. app. § 101(d).
33
5 U.S.C. app. § 101(e).
20

Senators Warren, Whitehouse, Markey, and Hirono
Page 4
interest identified during the review of these subsequently filed financial disclosure reports is the
same as that associated with new entrant financial disclosure reports.
With regard to your question about conflicts of interest recusals, the primary criminal
conflict of interest statute prohibits senior White House appointees and other executive branch
employees from participating personally and substantially in particular matters directly and
predictably affecting their financial interests. 34 Among other things, this prohibition extends to
the financial interests of companies in which they have ownership interests. 35 It is important to
note, however, that the criminal conflict of interest statute is not a prohibited holdings statute.
Instead, it requires an appointee to refrain from participating in the particular matter affecting the
appointee’s financial interests or the financial interests of persons whose interests are imputed to
the appointee. 36 Thus, the most common mechanism for resolving conflicts of interest is to
recuse from particular matters that would affect the appointee’s personal and imputed financial
interests.
Recusal is not the only means for resolving conflicts of interest. Other remedies for
resolving conflicts of interest can include reassignment, divestiture, waiver, or the establishment
of a qualified blind or diversified trust. 37 In some cases, an employee can rely on an exemption
to the criminal conflict of interest statute. 38 OGE and the Department of Justice have established
regulatory exemptions for certain types of financial interests because the conflicts of interest they
pose are too remote or inconsequential to be likely to affect the integrity of an employee’s
service to the government. 39
The White House can direct an appointee to sell, or otherwise divest, an asset in order to
avoid a conflict of interest. 40 If selling the asset will result in a capital gain, the appointee may be
eligible for a Certificate of Divestiture to offset the tax burden of complying with the
government’s conflict of interest requirements. 41 Pending the divestiture, the appointee must
recuse from particular matters in which the asset poses a conflict of interest. Recusal is achieved
by not participating in a particular matter. 42 A White House appointee is not normally required to
file a disqualification statement or other document regarding the recusal. 43 Thus, the important
requirement is only that the appointee not participate. The White House ethics office is also
responsible for providing an appointee with training, giving him guidance regarding the specific
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requirements applicable to him, monitoring his compliance with applicable requirements, and
taking appropriate action in the event of a violation of applicable requirements. 44
Only after the White House has certified the appointee’s financial disclosure report does
the White House transmit the report to OGE. 45 OGE then conducts a second-level review. 46 As
part of this review process, OGE advises White House ethics officials of any deficiencies in an
appointee’s compliance with financial disclosure requirements. In turn, the White House ethics
officials work with the appointee who filed the report in order to resolve them. It is normal for an
appointee to make changes to a financial disclosure report and to add information during this
review process. After the report is revised, OGE asks the White House whether it has addressed
any potential conflicts of interest identified during the review process. OGE then makes a
determination regarding apparent compliance with financial disclosure and conflict of interest
rules and either certifies or declines to certify the financial disclosure report. 47
As discussed above, two legal authorities require Mr. Bannon to recuse from certain
matters involving his former employer, Breitbart News Network. Paragraph 6 of the ethics
pledge under Executive Order 13770 requires him to recuse from particular matters involving
specific parties in which this former employer is a party or represents a party. 48 The order also
requires him to recuse from any meeting or other communication with his former employer
relating to the performance of his official duties, unless the communication applies to a particular
matter of general applicability and participation in the meeting (or other event) is open to all
interested parties. 49 Mr. Bannon can be excused from these requirements under paragraph 6 if he
receives a written waiver, which will become effective when it is signed and not on an earlier
date. 50 The Standards of Conduct also require him to recuse from any such matter whenever a
reasonable person with knowledge of the relevant facts would question his impartiality with
regard to his former employer, unless he first receives an authorization pursuant to 5 C.F.R.
§ 2635.502(d). 51
On May 31, 2017, the White House posted a waiver on its website that pertains to some,
but not all, of these recusal obligations under paragraph 6 of the ethics pledge. 52 The waiver
states that it covers “all appointees in the Executive Office of the President,” where Mr. Bannon
is an appointee. The document appears to be a partial waiver of the ethics pledge restriction as to
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certain types of communications with all “news organizations,” an undefined class of
organizations that would be construed to include Mr. Bannon’s former employer, Breitbart.
Significantly, the waiver is only a partial waiver. As to Mr. Bannon, it authorizes him to
communicate with Breitbart and to participate in meetings with his former employer, but only if
the subjects of discussion are limited to “matters of broad policy and particular matters of
general applicability.” 53 Given the limited scope of this waiver, Mr. Bannon remains barred,
under both Executive Order 13770 and the Standards of Conduct, 54 from participating in any
“particular matter involving specific parties” in which Breitbart is a party or represents a party.
He also remains barred, under Executive Order 13770, from participating in any meeting, event,
or other communication with Breitbart when the subject of discussion is a particular matter
involving specific parties, whether or not Breitbart is a party or represents a party.
The waiver is problematic because it is unsigned and undated, and it purports to have
“retroactive” effect. 55 These deficiencies are inconsistent with the language of Executive Order
13770. As discussed earlier, the order expressly provides that a waiver is effective only after it
has been signed: “A waiver shall take effect when the certification is signed by the President or
his designee.” 56 More importantly, the putative retroactivity is inconsistent with the very concept
of a waiver, which is to take decisions regarding the appropriateness of an employee’s
participation in covered matters out of the employee’s hands. By engaging in a prohibited matter
at a time when the appointee does not possess a waiver, the appointee violates the rule. Although
the White House may later decide that such a violation does not warrant disciplinary action, the
subsequent issuance of a waiver would not change the fact that a violation occurred. 57
It is important to emphasize that, as with other White House appointees, OGE is not in a
position to have direct knowledge of Mr. Bannon’s daily assignments and activities. OGE does
not know whether Mr. Bannon participated in any prohibited matter or whether he confined his
activities to matters in which he was permitted to participate. OGE is aware of media reports
regarding his activities, 58 but OGE has neither independently validated these reports nor received
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the information necessary to draw any conclusion with respect to his compliance with the ethics
pledge.
The White House’s decision to post the waiver online was preceded by a data call that
OGE issued on April 28, 2017, for certain executive branch waivers and authorizations.59 As
with similar oversight activities conducted by OGE, OGE will prepare a report regarding the
waivers and authorizations it has obtained in connection with this data call and publish a copy of
the completed report on its website. As part of preparing that report, OGE will follow up with the
White House and other agencies to request additional information, including whether they are
aware of any violations of the ethics pledge. The information OGE obtains will be incorporated
into its report.
I hope this information addresses the issues your letter raises. If members of your staff
have questions, OGE's Chief of Staff, Shelley K. Finlayson, is available to assist them. She can
be reached at 202-482-9314.
Sincerely,

WALTER
SHAUB
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