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From: James McNamara
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:56:07 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should: - remove the
exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and - place nonprofit
charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them
to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


-- 
"Nothing in the world can take the place of persistence. Talent will not; nothing is more
common than unsuccessful men with talent. Genius will not; unrewarded genius is almost a
proverb. Education alone will not; the world is full of educated derelicts. Persistence and
determination alone are omnipotent. The slogan 'press on' has solved and always will solve the
problems of the human race." 


-John Calvin Coolidge



mailto:jamers2000@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Kerry Lynch
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:39:01 PM


To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics,


I'm writing to say that I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted. 


OGE should:


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal
requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies,
or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial
interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


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


I'm sure you're aware that without making these changes the rule contains giant
loopholes that will allow for massive corruption. America deserves better than
optional ethics for top officials. Please rewrite this rule and make it better!


Regards,


Kerry Lynch


Pasadena, CA



mailto:kerryjlynch@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: PATRICE STARKOVICH
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:49:50 PM
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mailto:potrice@aol.com
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Sent from my iPad







From: John Saunders
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:38:02 PM


I oppose OGE\u2019s 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:johnsaunders52@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Michael Mengarelli
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:59:19 PM
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From: Martha Wilcox
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:49:21 PM
Attachments: FVT9cfNXEAAZdwO.png
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Dear OGE,



mailto:wilcox.marthe@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov







 Thank you,
Martha Wilcox Guzman







From: Laura Waltrip
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:38:00 PM
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From: Wayne Greenwood
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:48:10 PM


Hello-


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. In particular, ethics rules should not
be optional. Otherwise, what's the point? OGE should:


Remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional
Replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or
the industries in which they have substantial interests
Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser
Place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by
allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers


I'm typing this during the Jan 6 hearings, and it seems clear that government officials should be held to
higher—not lower or optional—standards.


Sincerely,


Wayne Greenwood



mailto:w@gwoodz.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Pete Frank
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation(RIN 3209 -AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:47:40 PM
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Pete
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From: kate@plainkate.com
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:37:43 PM


Dear Office of Gov’t. Ethics,
 
I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. Ethics cannot be optional,
particularly in light of what we have all witnessed since 2016.
 
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!
 
Kate Powers
 
I have long experience facilitating radical acceptance; I have written and taught inclusive and anti-racist practices. I have
held spaces that foster the feeling of being not merely accepted, but sought out, connected, useful, celebrated as one’s
authentic self without fear of judgment. Now I am looking to leverage my strategic planning, curriculum design, research,
analysis, writing, critical and collaborative skills to fight for justice, equity, diversity, and inclusion. I think art can help.


Artistic Director, The Redeeming Time Project 
(she / her)
 
(646) 872-6465 [M]
(203) 387-8696 [H]


www.plainkate.com
 



mailto:kate@plainkate.com
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From: Donna Rice
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:48:09 PM


To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics,


I'm writing to say that I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. 


OGE should:


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


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


I'm sure you're aware that without making these changes the rule contains giant loopholes
that will allow for massive corruption. America deserves better than optional ethics for top
officials. Please rewrite this rule and make it better!


Thank you, Donna Rice


Scottsdale, AZ


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:rundonnasc@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Darice Veri
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule:Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:29:16 PM
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Sent from my iPad
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From: Anne Morrison
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:37:23 PM


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


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


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


Regards,


Anne Morrison



mailto:anne.eliza.morrison@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: richardmmaxwell@gmail.com
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed legal expense fund draft
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:49:26 PM


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


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Sincerely,
Richard Maxwell



mailto:richardmmaxwell@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Franceen Trusel
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:47:46 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE
should: - remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation
optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal
requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions,
policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests; 
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and 
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing
with large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for
whistleblowers.


I hope you will actually do something that ethically needs to be done.


Francee Trusel 



mailto:franceent@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Laura
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed rule : legal expense fund regulation rin 3209-aa50
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:41:28 PM
Attachments: FVT9cfNXEAAZdwO.png


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Mike Peaslee
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:56:25 PM


To the 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,


Michael Peaslee



mailto:mike.peaslee@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Noa Gottlieb
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:58:51 PM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of 
cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they 
have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them 
to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you,


Noa Gottlieb



mailto:noa.gottlieb@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: James Kirkendall
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed rule: Legal expense fund regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:21:29 PM
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From: Steve Erdos
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:34:12 PM


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Stephen Erdos
Prospect, CT


Sent from my T-Mobile 5G Device
Get Outlook for Android



mailto:iamsce@hotmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: Christa
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:47:05 PM


Optional Ethics - who do you think you're fooling?


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


If we are going to do anything to help the people survive the next 20 years, we need YOU to do your part.


Sincerely,
Christa Martin
Princeville, HI



mailto:christajmartin@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: richard johnson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:32:36 PM
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From: Kulu Sadira
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:46:51 PM
Attachments: 50C1A777-3EF8-4236-9DA4-FC141943DEE5.png
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From: Eileen Hamilton
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:52:56 PM
Attachments: image.png


Eileen Hamlton  , 30 Mill Commons dr.  Scarborough, ME  04074



mailto:eileenhamilton77@gmail.com
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From: Jett
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:30:38 PM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the
regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-
year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts
from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual
harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal
footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire legal
counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you for your consideration,


Jett Wyatt
Cornville, AZ



mailto:sparecat31@aol.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: taryn kashani
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:46:47 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should: - remove the
exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and - place nonprofit
charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them
to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Taryn Kashani



mailto:tarynkashani@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Terrie Kelemecz
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:47:11 PM
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From: Sandra Johnson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:29:03 PM


I am writing to comment on the proposed rule on legal expense fund regulation.


Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)


I oppose Office of Government Ethics’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.


Sandy Johnson
Fitchburg WI



mailto:smjohnso@charter.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Patrick Lee
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:46:41 PM


To whom it may concern,


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors 
of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which 
they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing 
them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Sincerely,
Patrick M. Lee


-- 
Sent from Gmail Mobile



mailto:pml33040@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Tom Avalon
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:25:52 PM


thank you.
Tom Avalon 


Ripple in Still Water



mailto:tom6.avalon@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Ellen Kelly-Lind
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:29:01 PM


To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics,


I'm writing to say that I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. 


OGE should:


- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
(I mean is it even a regulation if compliance is OPTIONAL )


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


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


I'm sure you're aware that without making these changes the rule contains giant loopholes that
will allow for massive corruption. America deserves better than optional ethics for top
officials. Please rewrite this rule and make it better!


Thank you for this opportunity to comment.


Sincerely,
Ellen Kelly-Lind
9 Maple Terr., Delmar, NY 12054



mailto:ellenkellylind@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jacqueline Satterfield
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:46:35 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional; 
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;                                 - remove
the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Drain the swamp! 


Jacqueline Satterfield 


Get Outlook for iOS



mailto:satterfieldj@hotmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

https://aka.ms/o0ukef






From: Anita Alkhas
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:18:59 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should: - remove the
exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and - place nonprofit
charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them
to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.



mailto:ajalkhas@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Pamela Page Anderson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:27:36 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should: - remove the
exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and - place nonprofit
charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them
to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.
Thank you,
Pamela P. Anderson
Smithville, Tennessee 37166
2busyandersons@gmail.com
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From: Betsy Lowe
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:46:07 PM
Attachments: image.png
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.         We deserve a government with ethics, not optional ethics. 
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Have a great day!







From: Rita McCurdy
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:54:02 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement 
that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations 
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual
harasser; and


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



mailto:ra2mcc@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Llama Lettow
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:44:38 PM


To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics,


I'm writing to say that I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.
 


OGE should:


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


I'm sure you're aware that without making these changes the rule contains giant loopholes that will allow for
massive corruption. America deserves better than optional ethics for top officials. Please rewrite this rule and make
it better!


Thanks.
Thomas Lettow


Sent from my iPad



mailto:llamalettow@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Tammy Dicks
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:26:20 PM


Hello: 


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, 
Tammy Dicks



mailto:tammydicks@gmail.com
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From: Carrie Ackerman
To: Contact OGE
Subject: ***”Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"****
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:49:52 PM


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents
donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the
industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by
allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.
 
Thank you,
Carrie Guthzeit
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows
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From: Keith
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:45:25 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.
OGE should: remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation
optional; replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal
requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or
regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser;
and place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large
law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


-Keith Henderson
Draper, UT, USA
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From: Avalon Rental
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:25:32 PM


To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics, <BR> <BR>I'm writing to say that I oppose OGE’s proposed
legal expense fund regulation as drafted. <BR> <BR>OGE should: <BR> <BR>- remove the exception that makes
compliance with the regulation optional; <BR> <BR>- 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; <BR> <BR>- remove the offensive
example involving an accused sexual harasser; and <BR>- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an
equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers. <BR> <BR>I'm sure
you're aware that without making these changes the rule contains giant loopholes that will allow for massive
corruption. America deserves better than optional ethics for top officials. Please rewrite this rule and make it better!
<BR> <BR>Thanks.
miri hindes
5239 highland view
la ca 90041


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:avalonstreetrental@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: emteekay@aol.com
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:44:27 PM


To whom it may concern:


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


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


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


Kindly,
Maria T. Kelly



mailto:emteekay@aol.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: ruth storer
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule Legal Defense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:42:00 PM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the
regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a
broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents
donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions,
policies, or regulations affecting them or the
industries in which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused
sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on
an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them
to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Do you understand what ethics are?? Not having proper oversight is
destroying our country!



mailto:deerbear@tabletoptelephone.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Alison Hawkins
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:44:26 PM
Attachments: CD845D6D-7B0F-4214-848E-9C1A0A882238.png


Dear Sir/Madam:


Sincerely,
Alison Hawkins 



mailto:alison.t.hawkins@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov








From: Linda Cohen
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:22:56 PM


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


   replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement
   that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
   affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


   remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


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


Linda Cohen
Pleasantville, New York
   



mailto:linda3587@aol.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Brewer Carter
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:25:21 PM


To whom it may concern,


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Please help protect our country and democracy moving forward. There is little we can do other than elect officials
and hope to maintain their integrity while in office. Representation means nothing when it’s corrupted


Bests,
Dr.  Brewer McCann Carter



mailto:brewercarter@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: James DeGiorgio
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:58:22 PM
Attachments: image.png


Jim DeGiorgio
(614) 565 7061



mailto:jimdegiorgio@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov








From: bunby1@juno.com
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:59:08 PM


 
I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
 
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
 
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
 
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and- place nonprofit
charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them
to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.
 
Sjncerely,
Mary Gallant



mailto:bunby1@juno.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Andrea Cabral
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:24:37 PM


To the Director of OGE and staff:
Please accept this communication as a public comment on the proposed regulation referenced above. 
As a career public servant, former state prosecutor of 16 years, a former county sheriff for 10 years and former state
Executive Secretary for Public Safety and Security, I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted. 
1.  Compliance with the regulation should NOT be optional;
2.  The 5-year recusal period should expanded to affirmatively prohibit cash gift donors from influencing policies,
regulations or any decision that affects them or an industry in which they have a substantial interest; and
3.  501(c)(3) non-profits should have the same ability as large for-profit law firms to hire legal counsel for
whistleblowers.
Thank you.



mailto:cabralmiddle@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Linda Wood
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:44:18 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you for your consideration 



mailto:lw.observ@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Vincent Ginatta
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:55:47 PM


To whom it may concern:
I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional; 
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors
of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which
they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing
them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you,
Vincent Ginatta
-- 
Vincent Ginatta


3311 Elm St, #208
Dallas, TX 75226
(214) 415-4954 m


ginatta@gmail.com 



mailto:ginatta@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

https://maps.google.com/?q=3311+Elm+St,+%23220+Dallas,+TX+75226&entry=gmail&source=g

https://maps.google.com/?q=3311+Elm+St,+%23220+Dallas,+TX+75226&entry=gmail&source=g

tel:(214)%20415-4954

mailto:ginatta@gmail.com






From: Melissa Raulston
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:56:24 PM


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


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Ethical behavior should not be.optional for those in positions of public trust. Please ensure that
ethical behavior is MANDATED to protect the best interests of the American people.


Thank you,


Melissa Raulston
Chief Financial Officer
Truline Construction Services, Inc
(850) 492-6702
mraulston@trulinecm.com



mailto:mraulston@trulinecm.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Cynthia Marchesani
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:24:09 PM


Hello,


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Optional compliance is not compliance.


Thank you,
Cynthia Marchesani



mailto:cynthiamarchesani@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Glenda G Anderson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:55:29 PM


Dear members of the OGE,


I am very glad that you are taking steps to restore protections with the proposed
Legal Expense Fund Regulation, but I oppose the proposal as drafted.  My specific
objections are as follows:


compliance MUST be mandatory.  remove any exceptions that make
compliance optional, as these can all too easily become back doors for abuse..
recusal MUST be broader and longer.  require a 5-year recusal that prevents
donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests.
nonprofits MUST have the same rights to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers
as granted to law firms.


Sincerely,


Glenda G Anderson


-- 


Farsight Genome Systems


Glenda G Anderson
CEO and founder
  
Farsight Genome Systems
1914 O'Toole Way San Jose, CA 95131 
ph: 408.335.6610   |   m: 408.569.5775
gga@farsightgen.com 



mailto:gga@farsightgen.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

mailto:gga@farsightgen.com






From: paul farrell
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:44:14 PM


To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics,


I'm writing to say that I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.


OGE should:


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


I'm sure you're aware that without making these changes the rule contains giant loopholes that will allow for
massive corruption. America deserves better than optional ethics for top officials. Please rewrite this rule and make
it better!


Thanks.


Christina Farrell


Sent from my iPad



mailto:paulchrisf@mac.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Danny Holland
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:23:56 PM


Hello,


I have some serious problems with the rule proposed above. Here's what I and others have
noticed:


1) The rule is optional, not binding
2) A one year recusal is not nearly long enough
3) The recusal is not broad enough, as officials could work on legislation that benefits people
donating to legal defense of politicians during the recusal period
4) Officials are allowed to self-select whether they need to recuse based on their interpretation
of public concern
5) While large law firms can fund legal defense without restrictions, non-profit organizations
are not allowed to fund defenses for government whistleblowers.


I propose the following changes
1) The rule needs to be mandatory, 
2) The period of recusal should be between 4-8 years (preferably, longer than a Senator's term)
3) The recusal needs to be more complete, preventing people in government from drafting,
making decisions, implementing policies or regulations, with sectors that affect the
organizations donating money,
4) Recusal needs to be decided by independent oversight.
5) Allow nonprofit organizations to fund legal defenses indirectly.


Thank you,
--Danny Holland



mailto:danny.l.holland@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Andrea Afra
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:55:25 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by
allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


- Andrea Afra
Houston, Texas 



mailto:andrea.afra@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: ruthann litchford
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:43:00 PM


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


Remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional
Replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors or cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests
Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser
Place nonprofit charities (501©(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by
allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers


 
Thank you,
 
Ruthann Litchford
Warrenton VA
 



mailto:r.litchford@live.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Orieta Celiku
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:23:28 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should: - remove the
exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and - place nonprofit
charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them
to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.



mailto:orieta.celiku@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Emily Maassen
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:54:34 PM


 I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you,


Emily Maassen


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:emilycmaassen@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: TeriAnn Mason
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:42:34 PM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law
firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


T. Mason



mailto:3306756@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: John Ryan
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:23:23 PM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement
that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law
firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers


Sincerely,


John Ryan


San Francisco, CA



mailto:john.ryan@ryanburg.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Lucy Thames
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:54:00 PM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the
regulation optional;


replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader
5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests:


remove the offensive example involving an accused
sexual harasser;
 and place nonprofit charities (501(c)3) organizations) on an
equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire
legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Lucy Thames 



mailto:lucythames@hotmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Margaret Dudley
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:42:28 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional; Sent from AT&T
Yahoo Mail for iPhone



mailto:mdudley@sbcglobal.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

https://more.att.com/currently/imap

https://more.att.com/currently/imap






From: Kristin Miller
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:42:10 PM


To Whom It May Concern:


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests; 
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and 
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law
firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Sincerely yours,
Kristin Miller


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:knm1776@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jonathan Ettlie
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:53:22 PM


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you,


Jonathan Ettlie


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:jonettlie1@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Harrison Groth
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:23:01 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should: - remove the 
exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that 
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or 
the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and - place nonprofit 
charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to 
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Harrison Groth



mailto:hwgroth@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Sandy Clark
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:41:45 PM


 I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.



mailto:slclark@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Meghan Dougherty
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:53:02 PM


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


Remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional; 
Replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement
that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests; 
Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and 
Place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law
firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Best wishes, 
Meghan Dougherty



mailto:dougherty.meghan@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Marge O"Halloran
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:22:33 PM


To the Rule Makers at the Office of Government Ethics,


I'm writing to say that I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. 


OGE should:


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement
that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


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


I'm sure you're aware that without making these changes, the rule contains giant loopholes that
will allow for massive corruption. America deserves better than optional ethics for top
officials. Please rewrite this rule and make it better!


Thanks,


Margaret O'Halloran
3200 Wisconsin St.
Oakland, CA 94602



mailto:margeohalloran@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Kerri Reno
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:41:30 PM


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


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


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


Kerri Reno
Garneill, MT
Sent from my iPhone



mailto:kreno@itstriangle.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Patty Chester
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:51:56 PM
Attachments: B3BCE212-7771-458D-A1CD-6F6CFDFB95E6.png



mailto:pattychester@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov








From: Diana Hartman
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:22:27 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.



mailto:diana1hartman@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Nick Drennan
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:41:10 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.



mailto:n.drennan4@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: C J Brisson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:51:49 PM


To whom it may concern,


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Sincerely,


Carl Brisson
Austin, TX



mailto:c_brisson@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Barbara Byron
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:20:59 PM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation
optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year
recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from
influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the
industries in which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual
harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal
footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for
whistleblowers.


Say no to optional government ethics. If we’re ever going to root out corruption and
hold those in power accountable for unethical practices, it won’t happen by giving
them the ability to opt out.


Sincerely,
Barbara E. Byron, CPA



mailto:barbbyron@comcast.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Maggie Hanks
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:20:04 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.



mailto:hanks.bodywork@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Georgia Morgan
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:41:09 PM


To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics,


 I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.
Please rewrite this rule 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.
Without making these changes the rule contains giant loopholes that will allow for massive
corruption. America deserves better than optional ethics for top officials. Please rewrite this
rule and make it better!


Georgia Morgan
Brattleboro, VT



mailto:georgiamrgn74@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Melanie Radik
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:51:36 PM


To Whom It May Concern


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should: 
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional; 
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and 
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Sincerely,
Melanie Radik



mailto:mradik@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Stacy Gunderson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:56:50 PM


To Whom It May Concern,


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you for your consideration.


Respectfully submitted,
Stacy Gunderson



mailto:s.gunderson@mchsi.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Fred Santana
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:58:54 PM


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


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


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


Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad



mailto:scrutor7@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/?.src=iOS






From: Timothy Ross
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:19:46 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.



mailto:timothy.b.a.ross@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Adam Horowitz
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:40:53 PM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser
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:adam@bentblue.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: scott w
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:51:14 PM
Attachments: 95DA14DB-0493-49A7-B42C-15F9D7AACEC1.png



mailto:scottwilcox.001@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov








From: Jeff Youngstrom
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:56:12 PM


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


Place nonprofit charities (502(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by
allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thanks,
Jeff Youngstrom
Issaquah, WA



mailto:jeffy@tomecat.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jane Dennison
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:19:15 PM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal
requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing
decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in
which they have substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with
large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Sincerely,
Jane Dennison
Myersville, MD



mailto:janedennison27@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Adam Brent
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:40:28 PM


To whom it may concern: 


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


• remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional
• replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests
• remove the example involving an accused sexual harasser
• place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Sincerely,
Adam Brent



mailto:adam.brent@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: June Reiter
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:50:59 PM


I oppose OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted. 
OGE should:
*remove the exception that makes compliance with the
regulation optional;
*replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader
5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;
*remove the offensive example involving an accused
sexual harasser; and
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an
equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire
legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you, 
June Reiter 



mailto:june1229@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Gabriel Paiz
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:40:02 PM


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


- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests;  
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you,
Gabriel Paiz III
gabpaiz3@gmail.com
Yorba Linda, CA 92887



mailto:gabpaiz3@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

mailto:gabpaiz3@gmail.com






From: Camelia
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:50:44 PM


To whom it may concern,


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should: remove the
exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional; replace the proposed recusal
requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from
influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they
have substantial interests; remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser;
and place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law
firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Best Regards,
Camelia Al-Najjar
7207 Braewood Dr, Independence, OH 44131
(216)502-0375



mailto:calnajjar@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Martha Stearns
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:18:46 PM


To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics,


I'm writing to say that I strongly oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted. 


OGE should:


- Remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional.  Complying with
rules aimed at ensuring members of the government can’t cheat or profit from the deviation
from their governmental roles should never be optional. 


- Replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader recusal requirement of at least five
years that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations
affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests.


- Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser.


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


The proposed wording of the rule contains giant loopholes that will allow for massive
corruption. America deserves better than “optional” ethics for top officials. Please rewrite this
rule to ensure that officials in the US government must behave honorably and in the way
citizens are expected to act!


Thanks.


Martha Stearns


Sent from my iPad



mailto:mattiestearns@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: brian45tanner@yahoo.com
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:39:59 PM


Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)


I object to the rule as proposed.  No part of ethics rules should be optional.


This section must be edited to make it mandatory.


Thank you.


Brian Tanner
citizen, United States of America
resident, State of Georgia



mailto:brian45tanner@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Heidiboston
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:50:43 PM


To Whom it May Concern:
Although the following text is a cut and paste, I fully endorse the verbiage.
It would be difficult for me to word the following any better.
Thank you
Heidi Graf
Milton MA 02186


 To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics,


I'm writing to say that I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.


OGE should:


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


- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;


- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


I'm sure you're aware that without making these changes the rule contains giant loopholes that will allow for
massive corruption. America deserves better than optional ethics for top officials. Please rewrite this rule and make
it better!


Thanks.



mailto:heidiboston@comcast.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: K B
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:18:36 PM


Hello:


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.


Karen M. Bro
25435 Via Estudio
Laguna Niguel, CA
92677


-- 
Sent from a peaceful place


—
Karen Bro
Mobile:  949/235-4568



mailto:karenmbro@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Michael Cook
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:39:07 PM


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


OGE should:
- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional; - replace the proposed recusal
requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions,
policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests; - remove the
offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you,


Michael Cook



mailto:komputergeeke@rubbertiremeditation.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Julie Coombs
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:50:06 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should: -
remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal
requirement that prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or
regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have substantial interests; 
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and 
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large
law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


 


-- 
Julie Coombs
224-595-6010



mailto:juliecoombs6@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Kimberly Deitzler
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:00:56 PM


To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics,


I'm writing to say that I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted.


OGE should:


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


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


I'm sure you're aware that without making these changes the rule contains giant loopholes
that will allow for massive corruption. America deserves better than optional ethics for top
officials. Please rewrite this rule and make it better!


Thank you,
Kim Deitzler
University City, MO



mailto:kdeitzler@att.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov



