Don Fox

Acting Director and General Counsel

Office of Government Ethics

1201 New York Avenue, NW

Suite 500

Washington, DC 20005-3917

RE: RIN 3209-AA04

[Proposed Amendments Limiting Gifts from Registered Lobbyists and Lobbying Organizations]

Dear Mr. Fox:

IPC — Association Connecting Electronics Industries® appreciates the opportunity to comment on proposed rule
RIN 3209-AA04, which restricts all executive branch employees of the Federal Government from using certain
exceptions to accept gifts from registered federal lobbyists and lobbying organizations, including invitations to
widely attended gatherings (“WAGs”).

IPC represents all facets of the electronic interconnection industry, including design, printed board manufacturing
and electronics assembly. Printed boards and electronic assemblies are used in all electronics industry market
segments.

IPC is a not-for-profit organization made up of 3,000 member companies; 1,700 of these are located in the U.S. IPC
has 230 standard development committees with more than 10,000 active participants. As a member-driven
organization and leading source for industry standards, training, market research and public policy advocacy, IPCis
a critical resource for the global electronics industry.

OGE justly asserts in its proposed rule that federal employees, including political appointees, should be able to
accept offers of free attendance to “substantive events that would provide a legitimate educational or professional
development benefit that furthers the interests of an agency.” In crafting that exception, OGE proposes to allow
federal employees to accept invitations to attend educational and professional development activities held by
Section 501(c)(3) organizations, institutions of higher education, and nonprofit professional associations, scientific
organizations and learned societies, without regard to the LDA registration status of these entities. In explaining
the WAG exception, OGE correctly points to the valuable educational and professional development opportunities
at these types of programs, but then inexplicably leaves trade associations out of the limited exclusion.

We believe this omission is extremely short sighted. A considerable intersection exists between government and
trade associations’ interests. Today’s mixed economy — where government and business both play important roles
with regard to production, consumption, job creation, and investment — requires mutual understanding and a free
exchange of ideas, knowledge and expertise to ensure informed policymaking and economic progress.

We provide two examples to you of how IPC, a trade association, has worked cooperatively at meetings with
federal employees to the benefit of both government and industry.

First, IPC is known worldwide as a standards developing organization. More than 600 individuals from various U.S.
government agencies, including NIST, DoD, NASA and Sandia National Laboratory participate in IPC standards
development. In fact, the government has saved significant funds since the 1990s with the move to Commercial
Off The Shelf (COTS) procurement made possible by the its use of commercial standards. Industry benefits from
the participation of federal employees in the standards process by gaining access to the needs of the procurement
agencies. The government benefits from relying on widely available standards that reflect the abilities and
common manufacturing practices of industry suppliers. Reducing the ability of federal employees to attend these
meetings would add costs by reducing the efficiency of the standards and encourage the military to spend time
and money developing its own standards.




The best-attended IPC standards meetings take place at our two trade shows during the year. By offering an
exhibition, education and standards meetings, more individuals from industry can justify their attendance and can
participate in the meetings. With smaller regional meetings, there is a loss in the number of people attending the
meetings and a serious limit on their effectiveness. For example, at our upcoming IPC APEX EXPO® Conference &
Exhibition in San Diego, we will hold 100 standards meetings. Several federal employees, such as individuals from
the U.S. Army Aviation & Missile Command and NASA, serve as chairmen on different committees and must attend
in order to be effective.

Second, IPC has worked closely with the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to educate our members on new
regulations. In cooperation with EPA in 2001, IPC did an extensive outreach program to our members notifying
them of changes to the reporting requirements for lead under the Toxics Release Inventory (TRI). In 2006, two
electronics manufacturers were cited for violations associated with noncompliance with TRI. These two companies
were not IPC members at the time EPA lowered the reporting threshold for lead in 2001. These violations are a
prime example of the difference that can be made when the EPA works with Associations versus the when
agencies attempt to do outreach on their own; they can be much more effective.

IPC strongly supports collaborative standard development activities with participation from Federal employees.
Participation from Federal employees makes a significant difference in the quality and usability of the standards
and electronic products that are used by the government. In addition, allowing Federal employees to fully
participate in the education and technical information exchange available at a large trade show benefits all
members of the industry as well as regulators, specifiers and researchers.

Thank you in advance for your consideration. If you have any questions, please contact me.
Sincerely,

Kimberly Sterling, CAE

Vice President, Marketing and Communications

IPC — Association Connecting Electronics Industries
3000 Lakeside Drive

Suite 309 S

Bannockburn, IL 60015-1249 USA

+1 847-597-2805 tel
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KimSterling@ipc.org
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