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From: Jeff Baker
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:34:47 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.
  -Jeff Baker 
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From: Darlene Flanders
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:07:21 PM


To Whom It May Concern:


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


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


Regards,
Darlene Flanders



mailto:dflanders@quixo.com
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From: Victor J Zaragoza
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:24:52 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.



mailto:vjzara@gmail.com
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From: Michael Schechter
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:50:54 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.


Michael Schechter
michael.schechter+sig@gmail.com
http://mlschechter.oakenhammer.org
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From: Cindy Channer
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:23:30 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.


Cindy Channer



mailto:cindychanner@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Laura Lima
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Defense Fund Regulation RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:41:10 PM
Attachments: image.png


Sincerely,
Laura Lima
Sent from my iPhone



mailto:stripeddogs@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov








From: Sylvia Bernardini
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:50:22 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.


 
Regards,
 
Sylvia Bernardini



mailto:smbernardini@outlook.com
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From: Janice Frew
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:34:34 PM


To whom it may concern,


I'm making sure you received my email opposed to OPTIONAL government 
ethics rules! Incredible that they'd even be considered as optional...


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


Ms. Frew


•••••••
Ms. J. FREW 
English Teacher
YULA BOYS HIGH SCHOOL
www.yulaboys.org
310-203-3180


Facebook • Twitter • Instagram • Flickr • YouTube
#COMMUNITYSTRONG
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From: Andrea Hatfield
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:34:33 PM


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


Remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional. Optional compliance renders a regulation
toothless, meaningless, and unenforceable.


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


Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


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


Thank you for your consideration of public input in the wording of the regulation.


Sincerely,


Andrea Hatfield



mailto:the3rdthing@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Carmen L
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:21:53 PM


To whom it may concern:


Ethics rules cannot be optional. They must be required, and enforced with real
consequences when they are violated.


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


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


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


Thanks for your attention to this critical matter.


Carmen Leitch



mailto:carmenleitch@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Ruth Hundtofte
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:48:42 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:hundtofte@comcast.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: TW
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:50:17 PM


Terrie Wood
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Jeri Dube
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:20:15 PM


I oppose OGE's legal defense fund regulation as currently drafted. Here's what  needs to be
changed:
- compliance can't be optional, that's just ridiculous.
- the recusal requirement needs to be a five year requirement to prevent cash donors to
influence gifts, policies or regulations  affecting them or industries in which they have
interests 
- remove the offensive example of a sexual harrasser 
- place  non profit charities (501)(c)(3) on equal footing with large legal forms by allowing
them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers. 


Thank you
Jeri Dube



mailto:jtd825@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Dynamic Leadership
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:37:14 PM


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


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


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


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


———————
     Susan Piro



mailto:susan@dynamicleadership.biz
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From: Dan Brennan
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:49:35 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 for taking my feedback.


Best Regards,
Dan Brennan, OD



mailto:dan.m.brennan@gmail.com
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From: Annica Kreuter
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:34:08 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.


Thank you for your consideration.
Annica Kreuter
Joshua Tree, CA 92252



mailto:annica@outlook.com
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From: Debbie Notkin
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:23:04 PM


To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics,


 I oppose your proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. I respectfully request that you
improve it in the following ways:


- make compliance with the regulation mandatory, not optional;


- expand the proposed recusal requirement into a broader 5-year recusal requirement that ensures
that donors of cash gifts cannot influence decisions, policies, or regulations affecting themselves,
their companies or the industries in which they have substantial interests;


- remove the unnecessary 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.


Unless you make these changes, the rule will continue to support massive corruption. Ethics should
never be optional. Please do the right thing.


Debbie Notkin
kith@spicejar.org
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From: Kelli
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:16:52 PM
Importance: High


Dear Sir/Madam:


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


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


Thank you for your time.


Regards, 


Kelli Lent



mailto:kellilent@lycos.com
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From: Darragh Lawrence
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:45:09 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 harrasser; 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.


America deserves a government without optional ethics.


Sincerely,
Darragh Lawrence



mailto:darragh.lawrence.wp@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Heidi Van Zee
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:33:48 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.


Heidi Van Zee



mailto:heidilvz@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jeene Hobbs
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:20:18 PM


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


- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional; (optional
regulation is No regulation) 


- 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.


Jeene Hobbs 
Blair, Nebraska 



mailto:jeenemarie@gmail.com
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From: Nancy Mattina
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:13:44 PM


Office of Government Ethics--


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


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


Thank you,


Nancy Mattina
Prescott, Arizona 86305



mailto:nancymattina@gmail.com
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From: SR Sidy
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:48:59 PM
Attachments: image.png
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From: Alexandra Criado
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:38:26 PM


To whom it may concern,


I am writing to express that I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as
drafted. OGE should:


1. remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional
2. replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that


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


3. remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser. And;
4. place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law


firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you for your time!


Yours sincerely,
Alexandra Criado



mailto:criada@uw.edu
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From: TW
To: TW
Cc: Contact OGE
Subject: Re: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:51:18 PM
Attachments: image
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 Terrie Wood
Sent from my iPhone

> On Jun 16, 2022, at 4:50 PM, TW <terrielwood@gmail.com> wrote:
> 
> 
> 
> Terrie Wood
> Sent from my iPhone








From: Kyle H
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:20:12 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.


Best, 
Kyle Heidtman 



mailto:kyleheidtman@gmail.com
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From: Marcia Williams
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:48:16 PM


I oppose the OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted that makes compliance
with the regulation optional. What is the purpose of even drafting a regulation if it is optional?
Thank you,
Marcia


-- 
Marcia Williams
Santa Fe, NM 87501



mailto:mwilliamsillustration@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Elizabeth
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:47:32 PM
Attachments: image.png


To whom it may concern,


Thank you,
Elizabeth Bennett <nuffmail@gmail.com>
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From: Carrie Kubena
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:33:47 PM


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Monica Jensen
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:20:11 PM


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


The role of government and its officials is to serve the interest of the public with ethical
awareness and actions. When the government serves the public interest and avoids engaging in
behavior that promotes private interest, it is acting for the common good. Optional ethics is
equal to no ethics.


Regards,
Monica Jensen


Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad
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From: Terry Donohoo
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:11:45 PM
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Theresa Donohoo 







From: Debra Beard-Bader
To: Contact OGE; Christopher Bader; Debra Beard-Bader
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:47:02 PM
Attachments: image.png


Debra Beard Bader
P.O. Box 560162, W. Medford, MA 02156
(617) 233-7295


"Every saint has a past, and every sinner has a future." - Oscar Wilde
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From: G Gamm
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:33:44 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.  The 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; 
Remover the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
Place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by
allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers. 
Sincerely,
S. Gamm
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From: PineSt
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:33:20 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.


Respectfully.
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From: Debbie Billeter
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:20:01 PM


Regarding this regulation:  if ethics are optional, then they are not ethical, and they
might as well not be a regulation at all.  It is also not ethical to use an offensive
example in explaining a regulation, especially considering the high levels of sexual
assault in the military that mostly goes unpunished.  The regulation as written is ripe
for corruption.


I oppose OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.  OGE should
make the following changes and corrections:


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 harrasser; 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.


D. Billeter
Cranberry Twp, PA
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From: Dmitri Gheorgheni
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:10:06 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 nvolving 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 think it is absolutely disgusting that citizens should have to write and tell lawmakers these
things. It should be obvious that you don't build corruption into your system


Dmitri Gheorgheni,
Editor,
The h2g2 Post



mailto:dmitrigheorgheni@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Charlie Simons
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:46:01 PM



Please do the right thing and not make government ethics rules optional. Our democracy is
depending on you!



Sincerely,
Susan S. Slovich 
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From: Penny Fowler
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Subject: Proposed rule legal expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:45:16 PM
Attachments: E2065C72-6928-4A90-8EF8-5C81476ACA2B.png
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From: Jason Owen
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:18:02 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,
Jason Owen



mailto:jasongowen@gmail.com
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From: Deborah Beckett
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:08:12 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;


Thank you,
Deborah Beckett
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and - place nonprofit
charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.
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From: Danny Katz
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:44:25 PM


Good Afternoon,


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


- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the 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!


Danny Katz


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:dsk409@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Vickie Echols
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:32:11 PM


To whom it may concern:
I oppose OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted and submit the following for consideration.  
1. REMOVE the exception that makes compliance with the regulation OPTIONAL - I mean come on...what teeth is
in all this effort if it is not an expectation that has consequences?
2. REPLACE the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of
cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;
3. REMOVE the offensive example involving an accused sexual harrasser, and
4. PLACE nonprofit (501c3) orgs on an equal footing with large law first by allowing them to hire legal counsel for
whistleblowers. 


Best regards,
Vickie Echols 


Vickie Echols
voice/cell (903) 235-5383
vickieechols@gmail.com



mailto:vickieechols@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: Juilane McMurtrey
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:56:40 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:jmcmurtr@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Tom
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:17:41 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.


Thomas Smith


1162 E. Stable Way


Washington UT 84780


(435)627-850



mailto:tom@bajabb.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Leah Sandall
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:07:19 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,
Leah Sandall



mailto:leahsandall@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: JAMIE EVANS
To: Contact OGE; USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:44:20 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation (RIN 3209-AA50) as drafted.
OGE should:


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


Respectfully,
Jamie Evans



mailto:jamiepevans@comcast.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: Steffani Starry
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:32:09 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,
S



mailto:steffstarry@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Randall Furnas
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:50:36 PM


As a recently retired NASA CS employee who spent over 40 years carefully complying with
the extensive ethics controls of the US government, it is appalling to me that those with the
greatest ability to damage our country are the ones held to the least ethical control. 


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


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


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


3. remove the offensive example involving an accused
sexual harasser: 


and 4. place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an
equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire
legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Randall Furnas


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:rbfurnas@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Teresa Kampfe
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:16:10 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.


Following ethics should not have an optional out.


Regards,
Teresa Kampfe



mailto:tkampfe@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Leonce Gaiter
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:07:19 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.


Government ethics should not be “optional.” They should be a minimum. This regulation
would promote corruption, not curb it. It’s wrong for America. 


\\  Leonce Gaiter  
\\  leonceg@sbcglobal.net



mailto:leonceg@sbcglobal.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: JAMIE EVANS
To: Contact OGE; USOGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:44:20 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation (RIN 3209-AA50) as drafted.
OGE should:


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


Respectfully,
Jamie Evans



mailto:jamiepevans@comcast.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

mailto:usoge@oge.gov






From: greta beam
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:31:54 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.


Thank you,
Greta Beam



mailto:gretabeam@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Debbie Sharp
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:47:22 PM


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


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


Ethics should NOT be optional.


Respectfully,
Deborah Sharp



mailto:sharp.debbie999@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: George Majors
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:06:40 PM


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


OGE should: 


1. remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
2. replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that 


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


3. remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and
4. place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law 


firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Thank you.


George Majors
912 Club Drive
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33418
georgemajors@me.com
(215) 859-6791 



mailto:georgemajors@me.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: Jay Edwards
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:16:10 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.


—
Jay.
@meangrape



mailto:jay@meangrape.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: R. B.
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:43:51 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.
-- 
Robert G. Brummett, M.D.
Allcare Family Health, P.C.
855 Tuck Street, Suite 1
Lebanon, PA 17042
T-717-272-2127
F-717-272-2858



mailto:allcarefamhealth@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Janice
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:31:52 PM


Officials,


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.


Janice Frew



mailto:janice9877@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Pat Weaver
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:45:13 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,
-Patricia L Weaver



mailto:yennta1@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Matt Sprengeler
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:15:32 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:sprenge777@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Sheila Tost
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:05:58 PM


OGE:


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


- remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional—what a self-serving and ridiculous
suggestion;


- 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.


Sheila Tost
Taxpayer
Sunnyvale, CA



mailto:sheilatost@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Steve Ritchie
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:43:42 PM
Attachments: image.png


ATT00001.txt


Gentlepersons:



mailto:sritchie@mtangel.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






Steven Ritchie
Silverton, OR
Sritchie@ mtangel.net

Sent from my iPhone







From: Dena Sanders
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:30:24 PM
Attachments: image.png


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:dsanders@everestkc.net
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From: Lora Collet
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:05:09 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.txt


OGE,



mailto:lorac1964@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov




Thank you, 
L. Collet

Sent from my iPhone







From: Kirsti Kreutzer
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:05:47 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.


Kirsti Kreutzer, LMSW
she/her/hers
Sex Power Agency, LLC
150 Tuxedo Road
Athens, GA 30606
(910) 233-1873



mailto:kirstikreutzer@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Nick Latitude
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:30:29 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,


Matthew Brekus


 



mailto:mtbrekus@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Shelby Capacio
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:43:29 PM


As a citizen and resident of these United States, I would like to make it known that I object to
the drafted language in OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation. I oppose it in its
current form and would not support it unless the following amendments are made: 


1. Remove the exception making compliance optional. This nation deserves better than
optional ethics. It is absurd to even consider such a thing. Do better henceforth, please. 


2. Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser and recognize that
sexual assault on U.S. property and by U.S. personnel is unacceptable. 


3. Allow non-profits to level the playing field against large, moneyed law firms by
allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers, who are less likely to be
afforded similar resources. 


4. Extend the proposed recusal requirement to include a 5-year recusal requirement which
would prevent cash gifts from influencing and corrupting decisions, policies, and
regulations affecting either parties involved or the industries in which substantial
interests reside. 


Again, without these changes, the proposal is toothless, and will be yet another signal that this
nation is incapable of accountability that is meaningful and sustainable. 


Sincerely, 


Shelby Capacio



mailto:s.capacio@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Sarah Schlusler
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:30:22 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.


Ethics and integrity matter,
Sarah Schlusler


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:schlusler@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jennifer O.
To: Contact OGE
Subject: "Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:32:41 PM
Attachments: image.png


Sent from my iPhone
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From: L C
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:30:13 PM


OGE, 


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


I believe that optional compliance regulation is not compliance regulation. 


Thank you, 
Lora Collet



mailto:lmcollet258@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: SEdison
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:13:49 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.


****************
Steve Edison
sedison2@gmail.com
925-209-6491
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From: Sandy Lynn Davis
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:03:45 PM


To the rulemakers at 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.


Without making these changes the rule contains giant loopholes that will allow for massive
corruption. Ethics should not be optional for top officials. Please rewrite this rule and make it
better!


Thank you,
Sandy Davis



mailto:sandylynndavis@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Overthinks It
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:43:55 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 inappropriate example involving an accused sexual harrasser; 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.


As an American citizen, I am appalled at any attempt to make government ethics rules both
lax and "optional", especially when corruption is already so rife.  Thank you.


Bethe Natkin
American citizen
Solana Beach, CA 92075



mailto:ioverthinkit@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: rwgaspard@gmail.com
To: Contact OGE
Subject: roposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund REgulation (RN3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 5:59:36 PM


I do not support and must oppose the proposed legal expense fund regulation - please
 remove the exception to make it optional to comply, 
make the recusal requirement 5 years, 
remove references to sexual harassment (come on!) and
specifically enable non-profit charities to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers
Why have a requirement or rule if is optional? Or without consequences? 
Rebecca Gaspard
30131 Crooked River Rd
Pine City MN 55063
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From: Sharon Calhoun
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:37:55 PM


To whom it may concern:


Sharon Calhoun



mailto:sharlcal@yahoo.com
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From: JOYCE BETTENCOURT
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:13:30 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.



mailto:jjbet@sbcglobal.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: strains-trudges0x@icloud.com
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:03:18 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.


Susannah Serringer
New York, NY



mailto:strains-trudges0x@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Deidra Springer
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:43:17 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:deidraspringer@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: egpurcell7@gmail.com
To: Contact OGE
Subject: “Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)”
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:38:11 PM
Attachments: Image-1.heic
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From: Zack Cerza
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:29:46 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:zack@cerza.org

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Kurt Darling
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:45:42 PM


I oppose this.  This is me registering a complaint.


In addition, ethics aren't optional.


Allow non profits to hire expert witnesses for whistleblowers.


-Kurt Darling



mailto:kdarlin1@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Joyce Bettencourt
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:12:59 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:jjsfv43@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Dennis Gann
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:43:12 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


-- 
Dennis Gann
3120 N Woody DR
Boise ID 83703
208.921.8985



mailto:dennisdgann@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Susan Bartelli
To: Contact OGE
Subject: “Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)”
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:31:38 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,
Susan Bartelli


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:susan.bartelli@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Minta Mullins
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:29:32 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.


Minta Mullins
Encino, CA 91316


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:mintafair@mac.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Heather Hebdon
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:02:46 PM


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


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


Thank you for your consideration.  America deserves better than optional ethics from its top
officials.


Heather Hebdon



mailto:heather.hebdon@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Joyce Bettencourt
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:12:24 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.



mailto:jjvbet@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Christopher Carson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:41:34 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.


-- 
Chris Carson
NowZoo
631-721-3507
chris@nowzoo.com



mailto:chris@nowzoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: Brian Busch
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:29:09 PM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with theregulation 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:busch.brian@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Colin Bailey
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:02:02 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.
Get Outlook for iOS



mailto:colin-is@hotmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: Staci E
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:11:09 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!


Thanks.


Staci Edwards


-- 
Staci Edwards (they/them)



mailto:staciledwards@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: John Mullinax
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule" Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:41:05 PM


I oppose the OGE's proposed regulation as drafted.
OGE should:


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


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


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


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


Thank you, 


-John Mullinax
Canton, Michigan


Get Outlook for Android



mailto:john_mullinax@hotmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: Shelly Lines
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:29:04 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,
Mary Lines



mailto:slines@shellylines.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: George Dowden
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:01:12 PM
Attachments: image.png


Thank you for your consideration. 


Sincerely,


George Dowden



mailto:sevenfiftyfour@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov








From: Marin
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:10:25 PM


Good day,


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


- Remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional - a regulation cannot by definition be
optional, and ethical conduct by government officials certainly cannot be optional


- Replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader five-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 interest


- Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser – what were you even thinking with that one?


- Place nonprofit charities on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for
whistleblowers


Trust in US government officials, organizations,  and processes is at an all time low, and for good reason. OGE has
a critical role in reestablishing the trust that must exist in order for the United States to be fairly and lawfully
governed. The regulation as proposed would not only not contribute to this effort, but would substantially undermine
its own authority to enforce ethics regulation and policy going forward.


With respect,
Marin Paul



mailto:marinpaul13@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Nancy Storteboom
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209–AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:40:29 PM


To the Office of Government Ethics:


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


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


Please 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.


Thank you,


Nancy Storteboom 



mailto:nancystorteboom@pobox.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Kathy Gill
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:01:09 PM


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


The OGE should:
– provide no exception that would make compliance optional;
– replace the abbreviated recusal requirement with one that is at least five years long;
– remove the offensive example involving accusation of sexual harassment ; and
– place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with law firms
by either allowing NPFs to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers or not allowing law
firms to provide counsel for officials.


Thank you,
Kathy E. Gill



mailto:kegill.free@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Tom O"Brien
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:10:10 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 


Regards,


—Tom O'Brien


****************************
Tom O'Brien
tomobie@outlook.com
917-991-9960



mailto:tomobie@outlook.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: jocelyn smith
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:00:35 PM


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


Thank you.


Jocelyn Smith



mailto:schoolofmom@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Beth Williams
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:09:40 PM
Attachments: DF309F82-D2C8-4306-8C99-717B06F7EEFF.png


Sent from the all new AOL app for iOS



mailto:bethwillim@aol.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

https://apps.apple.com/us/app/aol-news-email-weather-video/id646100661








From: Vicki Morang
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:58:38 PM
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From: Joyce Bettencourt
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)"
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:09:06 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.



mailto:jjvbet@comcast.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Michael Keiderling
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:08:44 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.


-Mike Keiderling



mailto:mkeider1@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Brandy Parkhurst
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:27:11 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should:
remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;
replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that prevents donors of cash
gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting them or the industries in which they have
substantial interests;
remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser;
and place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them to
hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.
This is how we actually begin to drain the swamp. Ethics are not optional!
Linda J Parkhurst
Manitou Beach MI


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:lyndaparkhurst@gmail.com
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From: Chris Thayer
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:07:22 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.


An optional regulation is no regulation at all.


Sincerely,
Chris Thayer



mailto:chris.a.thayer@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Patrick Murray
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:28:35 PM


To whom it may concern at 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, 
Patrick Murray 
Cary,  NC



mailto:pmurray486@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: S R
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:28:06 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.



mailto:sr11230@hotmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Elizabeth Armentor
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:27:41 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,


Elizabeth Armentor



mailto:elizabeth.armentor@gmail.com
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From: ROBIN SCOTT
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:26:39 PM
Attachments: image.png
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Americans deserve better than optional “rules”- 
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From: Shannon Walton
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:26:03 PM


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


America should not have OPTIONAL ETHICS.


Thank you,
Shannon Walton


970.260.9282 (cell)



mailto:shannon@thewaltonworks.com
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From: Robin Fine
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:23:48 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.


Sent from my iPad



mailto:tiredmom2@aol.com
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From: Jim Gobetz
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:58:33 PM


Dear Sir or Madam,


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


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


Thank you for your consideration of my opinion on this matter,


Jim


James Gobetz
jim@wallingfordtrust.com
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From: Kevin T. Houle
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:39:27 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:kevint.houle@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: John Carter
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:53:40 PM
Attachments: clip_image001.png


John Carter
jcarter5@earthlink.net



mailto:jcarter5@earthlink.net

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

mailto:jcarter5@earthlink.net








From: MAF
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:07:12 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.


Sincerely,
Michael Forge



mailto:mforge@fastmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: mary steele
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:58:02 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.
 
Sent from Mail for Windows
 



mailto:steelemc@outlook.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986






From: Kellen Baird
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:39:21 PM


I oppose the OGE's proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted.  The 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 where they have substantial interests;
- 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, 
K. Baird



mailto:kjb7204274000@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Cari Davisson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:51:24 PM
Attachments: image.png


Sincerely,
Cari Davisson 
Washington State



mailto:cdavis9722@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov








From: Dave Peck
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:05:35 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.


Sincerely,
David Peck



mailto:davepeck5424@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Tracy Harp
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:56:00 PM


To the rulemakers at the Office of Government Ethics,


My name is Tracy Harp, from Austin, Texas, 78704.


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 for your time,


Tracy Harp



mailto:tracyoharp@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jill
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:38:53 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; and
- place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms
by allowing them to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers.


Ethics is NOT an OPTIONAL equation.


Thank you,
Jill Zarensky 


Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
Get Outlook for Android



mailto:jlzny@hotmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: Melissa Hudson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed legal expense fund
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:35:09 PM


Hello,


I am writing to you to let you know that I oppose OGE's proposed legal expense fund
regulation as
drafted. 


These are the steps OGE should take:


-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,


M Hudson



mailto:hdsnme@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: thomas hong
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:05:26 PM


Dear Sir or Madam:


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


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


Thank you for taking the time to record my opposition and hear my recommendations.


Sincerely,


Thomas S. Hong


(304) 550-9232



mailto:thomas_s_hong@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Mark Thompson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:37:25 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.


Mark Thompson
1959 Thunder Cloud Dr.
Windsor CO 80550


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:scrawler@aol.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jen Johnson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:03:44 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


Kind regards


Jen Johnson



mailto:jennifer.o.johnson@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Kathy Thile
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:55:19 PM


This is not the time to relax ethics rules or make compliance with ethics rules optional! I
oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund regulation as drafted. OGE should: - remove the
exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional; 
- replace the proposed recusal requirement with a broader 5-year recusal requirement that
prevents donors of cash gifts from influencing decisions, policies, or regulations affecting
them or the industries in which they have substantial interests; 
- remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and - place nonprofit
charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing with large law firms by allowing them
to hire legal counsel for whistleblowers. Thank you for accepting my comment. Sincerely,
Kathy Thile Murray, KY 
Kathy Thile



mailto:kathile@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Shelly Fisher
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RN3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:05:36 PM


Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android



mailto:fishershelly@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov
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From: Jessica Ryan
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:36:55 PM


Dear OGE,


I strongly oppose OGEs’ 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 te 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


All of this seems obvious to a lay person such as myself. Ethics should and can mean
something. They do to me, and I am hoping that you will show that ethics matter to the OGE
as well.


Sincerely,


Jessica Ryan



mailto:jessicadryan@icloud.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Janet England
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:52:46 PM


Please see below.  Thank you



mailto:janetmengland@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Deb Chachra
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:02:27 PM


To whom it may concern:


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


OGE should:


i) Remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional;


ii) 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;


iii) Remove the offensive example involving an accused sexual harasser; and


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


Thank you for considering this input.


Cordially,


Debbie Chachra, PhD
Cambridge, MA
@debcha



mailto:debcha@gmail.com
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From: B Starr
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:45:27 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:dissemble3@aol.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jacquie Burge
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed rule: Legal Expense fund Regulation RIN 3209-AA50
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:01:30 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.


Ethics in our Democracy should never be OPTIONAL. Never. It should be a requirement. We
the people should never be @ the mercy of unethical practices. We have seen what comes of
this. We the people demand appropriate action to keep unethical people & practices out of our
Democracy.


Thank you
Jacquie Burge



mailto:jacquie.burge@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Juli Notmylastname
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:01:24 PM


I oppose OGE’s proposed legal expense fund 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,
Juli Corollo  



mailto:surfin.juli@gmail.com
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From: glenn powell
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:55:01 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.


Sent from my iPad



mailto:kphum1@icloud.com
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From: Deborah Kendall
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:41:01 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;


This is NO TIME to relax accountability. It has never been more important to renew faith in any 
and all government agencies, especially those dealing with ethics.


Deborah Kendall
Chesapeake Beach, MD
- 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.


19
40
154
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From: William L Donnelly
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:36:42 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:wldonnelly41@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jen Aminzade
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:55:00 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.
Jennifer Aminzade
Sunnyvale, CA 94087



mailto:jaminzade@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Tamara H
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:01:20 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.


~Tamara Rice



mailto:tamarahvt@yahoo.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Jim Smith
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Ethics rules changes
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:33:23 PM



mailto:jfsldas1@gmail.com
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From: Alkarim Jina
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:54:11 PM


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


Signed
           Alkarim Jina



mailto:alkarim.jina@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Linda Mann
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:01:03 PM


Ethics should never be optional. Make the rules apply to everyone and account for all monies that benefit anyone
traceable and transparent. In other words write ethic rules that work for the good of the country.


Thank you,
Linda M Mann
Sacramento, CA


Sent from my iPad



mailto:mannmicro1@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Allison Kew
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:36:15 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.
 
 



mailto:allison.kew@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Michael Seibert MD
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:00:22 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.


Sincerely,
Michael J. Seibert, MD



mailto:michaelseibert@mac.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Mark Thompson
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:53:43 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:markat@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Elaine Barlin
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:36:09 PM
Attachments: image.png


 


Thanks,
Elaine



mailto:eabarlin@outlook.com
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From: Valerie Chereskin
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:35:39 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.


 Valerie
-- 
Valerie Chereskin
"Rhythm and harmony find their way into the inward places of the soul." Plato
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From: A K
To: Contact OGE
Subject: OGE"s Proposal for Expense Fund Regulation
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:28:49 PM


The fact I copy pasted these points shouldn't detract from the very real issues addressed.
Optional regulation with rules for thee, but not for me are antithetical to the purpose of
regulation. It's ridiculous that this even has to be addressed.


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:akrompass@gmail.com
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From: Betsy Lynch
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 7:26:48 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 really 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 consider the above suggestions and rewrite this rule to make it better!


Thank you,


Betsy Lynch
Spokane, WA



mailto:esflynch@gmail.com
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From: MD Hartness
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:53:35 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.


Dodd Hartness
Chattanooga, TN



mailto:hartnessmd@gmail.com
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From: Linda Majeroni
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:35:06 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.


Sincerely, Linda Majeroni
Ashburn,VA



mailto:linda.majeroni@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Nancy ndb
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Office of Government Ethics, Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:54:34 PM


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


remove the exception that makes compliance with the regulation optional.
place nonprofit charities (501(c)(3) organizations) on an equal footing
with large law firms by allowing them to hire legal counsel for
whistleblowers.
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.
reduce the maximum individual contribution limit to $5000.


Nancy



mailto:ntsbfh@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Michael Gates
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:00:01 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.



mailto:mjfgates@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov






From: Can Erkin Acar
To: Contact OGE
Subject: Proposed Rule: Legal Expense Fund Regulation (RIN 3209-AA50)
Date: Thursday, June 16, 2022 6:51:11 PM


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


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



mailto:canacar@gmail.com

mailto:contactoge@oge.gov



