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The Hotiorable K. Michagl 1 Conaway.
Chairman

Committee on Ethics

1015 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

The Honorable Linda T. Sénchez
Ranlﬂng Metnber

Committee on Ethics

1015 Longworth House Office Buildmg_
Washington, D.C. 20515

- Re:  Representative Thomiag Petri
Dear Chairman Conaway and Rauking Meinber Sanchez:

This-case arises from an Office of ﬁqngressmna Ethics (“OCE”) refﬁn:al felatmg to
actions taken by Congresstman Tom Petriin support of two large publiicor
headquarters and a significant emiployee base ini his district, Qshkésh Carp
Maritowoe Company. Because Repiesentative Petri's family financial portfglm meludéﬂ ,
holdings in both-companies, he praactively directed his staff to review the Committee oi Bthics’
rules and, when appropnate to seek additional guidance from'the staff of the Comniittee.on
numerous oceasions over five years.

In every iristance, Representative Petri has made a good taith effort to comply fully with
both the letter and spirit of the rules and the guidance his staff received, Becsuse he congistently
comiplied with House Rules, based on specific advice obtained from this Committes, we
respcctf’ully ask that you expedite review and disiniss this matter. Doing so promptly and with
accompanying guidance to OCE regarding the r;ghts of Members to rely in good faith on the
guidance provided by Ethics Committee staff will resolve this matter fully as to Representative:
Petri and dramatically enhance Members' confidence in the: conisistericy and clamty of applicable
ethical standards.

The response below addresses with particularity the concemns raiséd by OCE, mcludmg

correcting the incomplete and misleading record vipon which the referral was based. Among
other things, we believe the full record clearly establishes the following:

“19C 5454400:1
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¢ Representative Petri’s support of Oshkosh, which employs more than 3,000 peopie in his

distriot, dates back more than 25 years, and precedes. by more than fifteen years his
purchase of Oshkosh stock. His support for Oshkosh’s involvement in the very military
procurement on which the OCE report focuses dates back nearly ten yeats prior to his

‘purchase of Oshkosh stock, and was plainly not miotivated by that stock ownership;.

Indeed, Oshkosh’s role in that procurement was a matter of such broad concern that it
attracted the attention and backing of the entire Wisconsin c&ngress;anal delegation.
Nnnatheless, once he became an Oshkosh steckholdar, Representative Petri directed his
staff to obtain, and then followed scrupulously, specific guidarice from the Ethics
Committee’s staff regarding how he could continue to participate in this matter important
to his distiict notwithstanding his ownefship of Oshkosh shares.

Sotoo, Re&prasemaﬁve Petri fook actions to support l\ziamtm?vc»cg which: empfoya hundreds
of his constituents, long. before he became a stockholder, including on one of the very
miatters on which the OCE report focuses, The advice the Ethics Committee provided
regarding Qshkosh- applies with equal foree to the support that he pravided to Manitowoc.

Finally, OCE's review was materially incomplete: It failed even to ask: key witnesses
highly felevant questions, consistently drew negative inferences from shaxtcesmmgs in the
record keeping not of Representative Petri, but rather of those with whom his staff
interacted, and failed to grapple with significant exculpatory evidence; ‘Most tmubimgly,
in u]tmg Representative Petri even though his conduct precisely tracked the advice he
sought in good faith and received, OCE seeks to impose a novel standard of conduct that
would undermine the ability of all Members to rely with confidetice on the ethies advice
they teceive from Cominittee staff,

There is no dispute Mr, Petri took official acts on behalf of constituients that are among

the largest employers in his dlsinet,? mr.:}udmg Oshkosh Ca:};mranan and Manitowoc Company,
and that he purchased stock in both companies beginning in2008. Nor is there any dxspute that

his support for bmhfcmnpzames bagan years before He. invested in ther — - decades before, in the
case of Oshkosh. Yet when he did buy their stock, he demonstrated the “added czlrcum.qpectxa
this: Cﬁommxttae says it expects of Memhers by saskmg its advice,

!\ House Ethics Memial (*Ethics Manual”) at 237 (2008),
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He consulted the' Committee about this very issue not just otice, as he might have, but
repeatedly oyer g period of years. The Commitiee’s adyice was sound, and Mr., Petri and staff, at
his direction, followed it without exception..

I}ncontmvarted evidence makgs clgar that ‘an several occasions his C‘.I:uaf of Staff
submitted for the Ethics Committes’s review draft letters toexecutive branch officials or officers
-of the House on behalf of Oshkosh. Ineach i instance, sherreminded the Committes of his
‘publicly disclosed ownership of Oshkosh stock, E-mail records shos that seniot Comimittee
staff reviewed and approved those lettérs. The Bthics Committes’s approvai of several letters
that referred to Oshkosh but did »ot include any disclaimer. congetning his stock holdings is
-contrary to QCE‘S apparent suggestion that he should have included & disclaimer about his stock
-owneéiship in: evety instance.

For example;

* On February 26, 2010, Mr. Petri’s Chief of Staff sent an e-rail to Carol Dixon,
A lawyer who' was ‘then the Cfamm_ s Director of Advice and Eciucatmn,
asking her to review a lettér 1o the Saaf&tary of the Army concerning &
competitor's afterpt to obtain a “bndge confraet™ deiaymg unplementatmn of
an Qshkosh contract, The Chief of Staff attached the draft letter (in the precise
form in which it uit;mately went out) and Wrote, '[s]o again, given Rep. Petrl's
§tock ownership issue (though in the scheme of things not that much), wanted
fo make sure it 'was OK to serid as part of his répresenting one of our largest
employers/constituents.™  “The letter referred several times to Oshkosh
Corporation, It included no special disclaimer regarding Mr, Petri’s awn&rshl,p
-of Oshkosh stock. After Ms, Dixon leff & voice majl dpproving the letter,* the
Chief of Staff sent ber a :;onﬁrmatory gamail: . . .50 just wanted to let you
kniow that I received your voice mail message approving the letter. Thanks!™

» A few months later, on June 15,2010, Mr. Petti's Chief of Staffcontacted Ms,
Dixon for review of a draft lettet to the House Sei geﬁntbat-Arms requesting that
Oshkosh be. permitted o display on House grounds a yehicle it was producing
for the Army. She again pointedly reminded the Committee of Mr, Petri's

2 See Bxhibit 1, PE‘I‘a«OCE*DQOGOI 10-11, 13, at PET-OCE-00000110 (emphiasis added); see also
id. at PI)T—()CE—OOOOOI 11, 13.

* OCE Report & Findings, Bxhibit 1 (Transoript of Chief of Staff Tnterview), at 36:3-17.
* See Exhibit 2, PET-OCE-00000112.
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ownership of Oshkosh stock, which was the réason for his office’s consultation
with the Committes in the figst place: “Given the stock fssue, just want to be
sure there is no pmblcm from your perspective. M. Petri would do thé same
for any company in our district. Text of letter follows. "% The draft letter
mentioried Oshkosh but did #tot include any special disclaimer regarding Mr,
Petri’s ownership of Oshkaost stock: Ms. Dixon rcspanded by e-mails I don™t
havé & problén with that-, . , And the text of your letter is fine,” 8

# Asrecently as December 2013, the Chlef of Staff asked Ms. Illmﬂ; 1o review 4
letter from Representative Petrd and Representative Reid Ribble fo the Federal
,Avxanen Administration (“FAA”) requesting that the Agency. allow airports to
buy néw, cleaner aviation fire-trucks, The. Chmf of Staff again reminded Ms.
Dixon that, “[a]s you know, M. Petri-holds some stock in Oshkosh Corp.,
which is the owner of Pierce! Manufacmrmg that makes-aviation fire trucks. He
would, -of course, take: sxmﬂar actions for any constituent company and: rigjor
employer in the district. *! She asked Ms. Dikon to “%]at mé kriow if you seg
any problems with Mr, Petii sending this letter 2% She attached the draft
letter, swhich did not mention Oshkosh or Pierce ‘and ineluded #na special
disclaimer. regarding Mr. Petri’s ownership ‘of Oshkosh stock. Ms. Dixon
teplied that it was “essantlaﬂy finie” buit tecommended that it expressly mention
“that their districts. contain & campaay that pmd;xces the engines” or state some
other “reason . , . why thil$ issue is their official business,” .l

In each of these instances, M. Petri’s Chief of Staff expr@ssly reminded the Committee
of his investment in Oshkosh and submitted for review a letter that niade no special teference to
that investment. The investmenits had, of eourse, already been diselosed on his public financial
disclosure forms and in riews reports in 2008.'° Though Mr. Petri proposed to take official
action far Oshkosh, seniof Committee staff approved all three letters, making clear that the

5 See Bxhibit 3, PET-OCE~00003691-92 (emphasis added).

8 See i ; see also Exhibit 4, PET-OCE-00000116 (Tune 15,2010 Letter to The Honorable
Wilsoh Livingood, Sergaant at Arms, 11.S. Hoiise of Repraﬁantanvef:}

7 See Bxhibit 5, PET-OCE-00001508-10 (emiphasis added).

8 See id,

9 Id "I‘hé ieﬁer was né:‘ver sent ’béé:ausi@ the {ntéfided recipient left FAA,
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Committee rightly believed he could act on behalf of Oshkosh notwithstanding his stock
ownership,

Mr. Petri reasonably relied on this advice. Members who consult with the Ethics
Committee on numerous aceasions, as Mr. Petri has done; should be able 1o trust that acting
according to that adyice is a safe harbor from dllegations of wrongdoing, whether by the
Committee or by OCE. Likewise, punishing Members for takings actions that are not materially
distinguishable from actions approved by the Committee would be unfair and would undermine
Members’ trust in the advice provided by the Committes.

Remarkably, even though OCE itself identified e-mails concerning the FAA letter as
“exculpatory,” and disclosed thern to Mr. Petri’s counsel during discovery as required by
applicable niles;' OCE miade 1o mention of the FAA letier i ifs report and findings, Yet those
exculpatory e-mails showed that after Oshkosh encouraged Mr, Petri’s office to consider sending
aletter to FAA, his Chief of Staff replied that “we always have to rim letters past Ethics due to
the stock issue.”** Later, she again reminded Oshkosh that *[o]nce okay, then I will have to ship
it off to Ethics forapproval. Petri has agreed to send letter (if we are approved).”

' The Committee’s advice regarding the FAA letter is particularly instructive in light of
‘OCE's bizatre allegation that Mr. Petti’s Chief of Staff once told the Committee that a letter
seeking fair treatment of' Oshkoshrin & bid protest would (somehow) not even menfion Oshkosh.
The allegation is false; not to mention honsensical; as discussed below. But it is also fronie
because the FAA exchange shows that on the ong occasion when M. Petri submitted a draft

letter that did 1102 name the company, the Comniitteé actually recommended that he should have

referenced it in order to demonstrate “why:this issue is [his] official business?”

" See Bxchibit 7 (OCE Letter of June 13, 2014, to Mr, Petri): OCE Rule 4(f):
'* See Exhibit 8, 0SH00000209-10, 213-15, at OSH00000215,
¥ See id. at OSHO0000214 (emiphasis added),
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1. House Rules Require “Added Circumspection” But Permit Members To Support
Cotpanies Whosé Stock They Own.

~ 'House tules do not include any general prohibition on official actions by Members on
behalf of companies in which they own stock, This Commitiee’s repeated approval of actions
M, Petri proposed to take on behalf of Oshkosh accurately reflected those rules, as interpreted in
the Committee’s prior guidance: o

House Rule XXIII states that a Member “may not receivé compensation and may not
permit cormpensation to acerug . . , from any source, the feceipt of which would ocelir by virtue
of influence improperly exerted .. ,»"* Similatly, & provision in the Code of Ethics for
Government Service cautions against accepting “benefits when doing so might reasonably be
construed as “influencing™ the performance of a Member’s official duties.” '

“This Compmittée has candidly acknowledged & lack of clarity in its guidance regarding
conflicts of interest. -After the investigative subcomrnitiee (“ISC) in the Berkley case wattied
that Members need better guidance to “maneuyer the sometimes murky waters of the rules
pertaining to conflicts of interests,”'® the Committee noted that:

The ISC highlighted its own view, concurring in the view of the
Committes in resolving the recent Waters case, that the House
should create much clearer guidance for the community and. the
public on conflicts of interést niles, The Comumittee certainly
agrees with the ISC's recommendation, and. believes the time has
-¢ome to engage in a comprehensive teviewof the House's conflicts
standards so that they ‘are clearer and more easily digested by the
Hotisé community.'’ /

" House Rule 23, cl. 3 (eniphasis added).

15 See Code of Ethies for Government Service, 72 Stat., Part 2, B12 (1958), H. Con. Res. 175,
85" Cong. §5. |

16 App. A, Comm, on Ethics, In the Matter of Allegations Related to Representative Shelley
Berkley, 112™ Cangress, 2d. Sess. (2012) (Berkley) at 51,

W Comm, on Ethics, In the Matser of Allegations Related to Representative Shelley Berkley, H.
Rep, 112" Congress, 2d. Sess, (2012) (Berkley) at 4, |
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Althaugh the Committeg issued a “pmk sheet” in late 2012 offering some further-guidancé, it did
not specifically address matters ariging from stock ownership,'®

The House could have established a rule mqmrmg Members 1o divest themselves of stock
prior to {aking official actions. But it did not: do so. Currently, “[n]o statufe or rule requires the
dzves%:lture of private assets or holdings. by Members.”"® Though the Hause adopted a rule
barting. apprapuatmns “earmark” requests by M&mbers who own stoek in the beneficiary, it
,stopped short of applying that rule to other kinds of official action.

In centmst Corgress has imposed divestiture and recusal requiretnents for executive
branch officials.™® The distinction Congress made between itself and the executive branch was
based on sound constitutional principles. Unlike most éxeeutive branch officials, Membezs of
Conjress are elected to fulfill their constitutional duties by represennng their constituencies with
respect to a “broad spectrurn of business and econormic endeavors™ and thefy are raglilaxly hield
accauntable, through the alectmn process,

The Ethics Mavual pmvxd@s the most specific guidance regarding stock ovwnership..
When taking official actions in which the Member Inay have a financial interest, “such as
sponsoring legislation, advocating or participating in an action by a House conimittee, or
contaeting an exetutive branch’ agency,” the Ethics Manual merely cautions that' “a Membér's
decision on whether to take any such action . . . requires added circumspection,”™ To aid them
in their deefsmns.,, Membetsare - urged to contact the Ethics Committee for advice,” That is
‘exactly what Reprﬁsaniahva Petri did on mulnphf: aceasions,

1. Reépresentative Petri’y Support F For Oshkosh and Manitowoc Complied With House
Rules And Was Appropriately Circumspect.

“Given hig hlsmry of support for Oshkosh and Manitowoe prior to ownmg their stocks,
their:status 4s maj or &mployars in his district, and fhie “added circumspection™ he demonstrated

¥ eRules Prohibiting Use of One’s Official Position for Personal Gain,” Pink Sheet (Dec. 27,
2012)..

9 See Ethics Manual at 234,
.5e¢ 18 U.8.C. § 208(a).

! See Ethics Manual at 234,

2 See id. at 237 (emphasis added).
2 See id.
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by frequently clearing his actions in advance with Ethics Committee staff, Mr. Petri’s support for
both constituents complied with House rules,

A, Oshkosh and Manitowoe Are Major Constituents That Representative Petri
Supported Prior To Owning Their Stocks.

M, Petri’s office periodically provided assistance to Oshkosh Corporation and The
Manitowac Company lonig before he owned stock in either company, This is compelling
evidence that his support for them after he purchased their stock reflected nothing more than the
ordinary performance of his official duties.

1. Oshkosh Carporation

~ Qshkosh Corporation isa large mamifacturing company that makes specialty trueks and
gquipment. It is-a publicly held compary with its global hieadquarters in Oshkosh, Wisconsin, 4
major city in Mr, Petri’s district. The company operates a large production facility in his district
and employs 3,400 of his constituents: Those employees, as well as theit. deperdents, retired
Oshkosh employees, and thousands of other constituents depend directly on Oshkosh’s success
to snsure thelr Families® well-being, Not surprisingly, Mr, Petri has listened closely to, and
advaticed the interests of; the company and its employees, as appropriate, for decades.

For éxample, twenty-five years ago, in October 1988, Mr. Petri and two other Members-
sigtied a letter to then-Vice President George Bush opposing his proposal in a presidential debate
to elintinate funding for the HEMTT truck, which was produced by Oslkosh.™ Mr. Petri
continued to advocate for-Oshkosh when cuts were included in the Departraent of Defense’s
procurement budget the following year.” -

. Though OCE takes issue with Mr. Petri’s support, after he purchased Oshkosh stock, of
the company’s bid to build the Family of Medium Tactical Vehicles (‘FMTV?) for the Army, his
support for Osbkosh’s role in the FMTV program in fact began long before he invested in
Ostikosh. Tn Aptil 1997, he sent a letter to the Chairman of the House Committee on National

- Exhibit 8 (Oct, 27, 1988 Letter to Vice President George Bush),

% Eghibit 10 (*Oshkosh Truck loses vote; battle for contract not oves” The Milwaukée Journal,
10A, June 21, 1989).



COVINGTON & BURLING Lip

Ths Honorable K. Michael Conaway
The Honorable Linda T, Sanchez
August 1, 2014

Page 9

Seéurity regarding the FMTY program, asking the comimittee to “support the Army’s acquisition
strategy to obtain a second source in the second multiyear procurement,”*S

In June 2002, he and another Member signed a letter to the Sgeretary of the Army “in
Support of the Army*s decision to competitively award the next contract for the Family of
Medium Tactical Vehicles (FMTV), One of the two competing companies is Oshkosh Truick
‘Corporation, a well:respected Wisconsin company that has been doing business with the Army
for over forty years,”*" The letler hoted that it was their “hope that the Army will continue to
-conduict the competition in an open and fair manter .. . ** This is the very same FMTV
program — and the same objective of obtaining fair treatment in the bidding process — for which
he.offered Oshkosh suppott both beforg-and after he purchased its stock i 2006.

2. Manitowoe Company

The Manitowoc Compary is a large, publicly held sorporation headquartered i

“Manitowac, Wisconsit, another major ¢ity in his district. The company employs hundreds of his.
‘constituents. -At the request of Marinette Marine (then a part of The:Manitowos Company), Mr,

Petri signed a letter in 2002 supporting the Maritime Administration Title XI loan guarantee
program.® I May 2004, he met with Manitowoc executives regarding legislative priorities,
their bid with another company to help build the Littoral Combat Ship, and asbestos teform.’

OCE highlights the assistance he provided to Maritowoc, after he became a stockholder,
regarding an EPA rulemaking on refrigeration equipment, But his work for Manitowoc on that
issue actually began before he invested in the company. In December 2005, Mr. Petii sent a

letter to the Administrator of the EPA requesting a meeting with the Administrator and =~
Manitowoe officials to diseuss the impagt of the proposed rule, On January 23; 2006; he hosted

2“ Exhibit 11 (Apr. 9, 1997 Letter to The Honorable Floyd Spence, Chaitman of the House
Committee on National Security). '

#T Exhibit 12 (Tune 7, 2002 Letter to Honorable, Thomas E. White, Sécretary of the Army?,

.28 Id

¥ Exhiibit 13 (Mar, 8, 2002 Leter to The Honorable Frank Wolf, Chairman of the Subcomimittes:
on Commerce, Justice, State, and the Judieiary),

0 Exhibit 14,
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a meefing in his Washington office with representatives of Manitowot and EPA" All'ofthis
was prior to his becoming a Manitowoe stackholder,

This is ot & case in which a Metnber acted, out of the blue, to help & company for the
first time aftér buying its stock. Mr, Petri’s office Thad & long and deep history of support for
both compariies, In contrast, the two Ethics Comumittee precedents on which OCE relies fo-assert
that Mr. Petri’s actions were improper, the Berkley and Waters cases, involved Members who
intervened on behalf of firmis for which they had sio real track record of providing constituent
support. Tni Berkley, the Congresswoman acted 1ic
her office had & record of suppott but rather on behalf of her husband’s medical practice.? In
Waters, the Member’s district was in Los Angeles, bist her Chief of Staff acted on behalf of &

not on behialf of a major constituent for which

Boston-based barik, with limited cormegtions to her district, in which her husband was & major

stockholder and former board member.” It does not appear, based on the record, that
Congresswoman Waters had a history of regularly acting on behalf of that bank prior to her
hushand’s financial interest in it.

 Moreover, the Berkley and Waters cases are distinguishzble in other important respects,
Oshikosh and Manitowoc are large, publicly held companies in which Mr. Petri was one of avery
large tlass of stockholders, He owns about one ten-thousandth of the &5 million Oshkosh shares
ontstanding and seven hundred-thousandths of Manitowoe™s 135 million shares. In contrast, the
riedical practice and bank at issue in the Berkeley and Watery cases, respectively, werg small,
closely held firms in which the Members had a much greatex financial interest.”

Tndeed, in the Waters case, this Committee specifically noted that her office’s actions
were efitical to ensuring the bank did not fail, and that had it failed, she and her husband would
have lost their entire $350,000 investment® There can be no plavsible claim that Mr. Petri’s
support for Oshkosh or Manitowoc — both widely held companiés with large market
capitalizations — could have resulted in such a direct and profotnd impact of his financial
interest.

31 5pe Bxhibit 15.
¥ See Berkley at 1.

¥ Comm, on Ethics, I the Maiter of Allegations Related to Representative Maxing Waters, H.
Rep. 112" Cong. 2d. Sess, (2012) (Waters) at 168-69.

5 See App. A, Berkley at 3+4; Warers at 168, 170,
3 See Waters at 11.
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B.  Mr Petri’s Office Consulted The Etliics Committee Repeatedly, Shared The
Material Facts, And Relied On The Committee’s Advice.

. Asnoted above, M, Petri’s offics on numerous oceasions consulted with this Commitiee
to determine whether he could take official actions on behalf of Oshkosh notwithstanding his
ownership of Oshkosh stock. The first such consultations took place in the Fall of 2009, after
Oshkosh was awarded the Afmy’s FMTV ¢ontract in a procurement process in which Mr, Petri
had no involvement. When-a bid protest was filed with the Government Accotntability Office
(“GAQ”), and the Texas delegation took steps to pressure the Army to réverse the contract
award, the entire Wisconsin delegation sought to ensure that the Army did not succurmb to
political pressure.** |

.. M, Petri’s first step was to ask the then-Ranking Member of the House Armed Services
Corumittee (“HASC”) that “we follow the establishied, fair process and procedures,” and that the
Committee not accede o alleged efforts to insert language in-an authorization bill blogking the
contract award;”’ He did nor ask for any speclal treatment ot outcome. |

) Because he owned Ostikosh stock, his Chief of Staff consulted the Ethics Committes.
"She testified that Commitiee staff approved inadvance his conveying this message but suggested
that wheri discussing the Oshikosh gontract, he should disclose that e owns Oshkosh stock, state
that he had not weighed in on the original contract, and explain that he was only seeking to let
the process proceed without political interference, OCE itself concedes in its report that “[t]his
guidance appears to be reflecied in handwritterr notes taken by the Chief of Staff during or
around the time of her éontact with the Committee ori Ethics.”

~ Thememorandum that Mr, Petri hand delivered fo the HASC Ranking Member included
the following disclaimer;.
In the interests of full disclosure, I do own some stack in Oshkosh,
[vas not involved in any way and did not weigh ini on this contract
award in any Way: This is @ major employer in my congressional

% Oshkosh had submitted the low bid. In fact, GAO determined that Oshkosh’s bid was $440
million less than the bid tendered by the incumbent FMTV contractor whose bid protest the
Texas delegation sought to-support.

3 Exhibit 16, PET-OCE-00000005 (Memorandim 1o Representative Buck McKeon).

* OCE Report & Findings { 34,



CoviNeToN & BURLING LLe

The Honorable K: Michael Conaway
The Honorable Linda T. Sdnchez
Page 12

district, and I am sitply requesting fair freatment and that we
follow established procedure formy constituents.?”

As the haridwritten notes, supported by record testimony, make ¢lear, the Ethics
Committee was told of Mr, Petri’s Oshkosh stock in this very first call to obtain ethics advice.
The Committee offered no objection to Mr. Petri making this request to the HASC Rauking
Member, and M. Petri followed the Committee’s advice in disclosing his stock ownership.

On Qctaber 9, 2009, Mr. Petri co-signed a Wisconsin delegation letter 1o Secretary of
Defenise Gates asking that he efisure there was no political interferstice with the ongoing GAO
bid protest,!! Mz. Petii’s Chief of Staff testified that she again consulted this Committee before
he signed orito the letter, and her testimony is supported by contémporaneous e-mail records in
which she advised a legislative assistant that “once we get the language, I'll un'it by ethics.
committee just so we can say we got clearance if anyone raises anything™* She later e-mailed
the legislative assistant to repott that *[a]ctually I talked to ethics and they said no problem - as
long as it says let the process that is in place:proceed, efc”™

OCE repeatedly makes the outrageous assertion that “on at least one occasion, the adyice
[Mr. Petri] received from the Etties Committee appears to heve been based on incomplete or- '
inaceurate information.” * The sole basis for this assertion is the claim made in this Committee’s
May 21, 2014, letter to Mr. Pefri that when his Chief'of Staff cansulted Carol Dixon regarding
the Gates letter, “[y]our staff further said that the letter would not mention Oshkash Corporation
specifically.™ |

 Spe Exhibit 16, PET-OCE-00000005 (Memorandum to Representative Buck McKeon),

40 Spe Exhibit 17, PET-OCE-00006421; OCE Report & Findings, Exhibit 1 (Transcript of Chief

of Staff Interview), at 14:7-16:25, 21:15-23:25, -

:; Ex};ibi: 18, PET-OCE-00000083-84 (Oct. 9, 2009 Letter to Secretary of Deferise Robert
ates).

42 g0 Tixhibit 19, PET-OCE-00000015; OCE Report & Findings, Exhibit 1 (Transcript of Chief’

of Staff Interview), at 18:1-21:14, ) ’

3 See Fxhibit 19, PET-OCE-00000015,

* OCE Repott & Findings 1 181.

5 Exhibit 20 (May 21, 2014 Ethies Committee Letter to Representative Petri), at 2.
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To begin with; OCE’s deceptive language — “on at least one occasion” = implies that its
findings turn on something other than this one claim with respect to the Gates lefter, when in fact
they do not. But'more iniportantly, the Chief of Staff #ever told Ms, Dixon that the Gates letter
would fail to mention Oshkosh, The Committee’s letter is simply mistaken, and you should
regject OCE’s findings based on the Gates letter for several reasons. )

_ Eirst, tellingly, even though this claim is by far the most setious allegation in its report,
‘OCE-niever even asked the Chief of Staff during her lengthy interview whether she in fact told
‘Ms, Dixon that the letter would make no mention of Oshkosh, *® Had she been asked, her answer
would have been a categorieal “No!™

Second, it makes no sense whatsoever that the Chief of Staff would have said Oshkosh
would niot be mentioned. How exdctly would ane write a letter sigried by the gnfire Wisconsin
delegation concerning the protest of a conttact awarded to Oshkosh without mentioning
Oshkosh? The answer is that one wotldn’, '

.. Third, why would the Chief of Staff Have suggested that there would be o mention of
Qshkosh when, just weeks before, the Committes had instructed that 4 communication to the

HABC Ranking Member should affirmatively #clude & teference to Mr. Petri’s.ownership of
Oshlkash stock?"? If there had been no objection to mentioning Oshkosh then, why would the
Chief of Staff have had any feason to suggest that the Gates letter would somehow be wWritten in

code without naming the very corpany at the ceniter of the entire bid protest?

Eourth, it is very clear that the Committee staff’s own recollections of the Chief of Staff's
inquiries are riot fully accurate, which is easily understandable given the passage of time. For
example, with respect to'the February 26, 2010, letter to the Secretary of the Army discissed on
page 3 above, the staff states that “Committee staff has nio fécord of whethet or not yourstaff
mentionied your financial interest in Oshkosh Corporation.™® Yet we produced to OCE
conclusive proof that when Mr, Petri’s office sought advice concerning that letter it did disclose
that very fact. Tn'an e-mail to Ms. Dixon concerning that letter; the Chief of Staff wrote: *30

* See OCE Report & Findings, Exhibit.1 (Transcript of Chief of Staff Interview).

*7 See Exhibit 17, PET-OCE-00006421; OCE Report & Findings, Exhibit 1 (Transctipt of Chief
of Staff Interview), at 15:16-16:12. |
M Bxhibit 20 (May 21, 2014 Ethics Committes Letter to Mr, Petel), at 2.
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again, given Rep. Petri’s stock-ownexship . . . ; Wanted to make sure it was ok to send as part of
his representing one of our largest employets/constituents.”?

Committee staff acknowledge it their May 21 letter that “of course, this piay not
represent all guidance given to you or your staff because Commiitiee staffs records over the
sourse of more thn eight years of guidance may not be complete.” ** We submit that the statf’s
recollection of the advice sought regatding the Gates letter is one:siich examplé of the
incompleteness 6f Committee records:™ It would be mnfair fo draw a negative inference against
Mr, Petri on the basis of the Committee’s incomplete records.

 Moreover, the Committee repeatedly approved letfers fo executive branch officials and an
officer of the House that did name Oshkosh. For OCE fo suggest; then, that thig letter should not
include-a reference to. Oshkosh simply defies commonsense;

‘OCE also makes much in its report of the fact that this aud other delegation letters to
executive branch officials did riot include special disclainiters concerning Mr. Petri’s Oshkosh
stock ownership, of the sort that had been included in his miemo to the HASC Ranking Member
(and would later be included in other letters to fellow Mermbers of Corigress). Yet, as defailed
above, on the otheraccasions when the Conimittes was provided with a draft letter to.an
executive branch official for prior approval, and remindei of hig stock ownership, the Committee
approved those letters without any disclaimer, Tn light of this, OCE's suggestion that the
absence of a disclaimer was somehow lmproper is unfounded. Further, as a procedural matter, in
focusing ot the presence or dbsence of 3 disclaimer inévery single instance (and regardless of
Committee advice), the OCE would seem to be substituting its own judgment for the
Committee’s in determining what the rules requite,

 Asthe Chief of Staff testified when dsked why disclaimers were included in sorrie letters
and not in others, she “looked at each instance based on what [the Bthics Commiittee’s] advice
was forthat . . ... If they’d said do it, [ would have done-it, as we did do when they said to do

9 Qee Bxchibit 1, at PET-OCE-00000110.

* Exhibit 20 (May 21, 2014 Bthios Committce Letter to Mr. Petri), at2.

51 Your stafP also recalls that the February 26 letter was addressed to the “Secretary of Defense,”
when in fact it was addressed to the Secretary of the Armly, There are still other instances in
‘which the staff’s May 21, 2014, letteér reflects the understandable incompletengss of Committee
records and staff recollections,
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it She correotly added that it appeared the Committes asked for the disclaimers only in cases

“when Mr; Petrl was writing to fellow Members of Congress, ™

After the GAOQ issued recommendations that were favorable to Qshkosh, Mr. Petri
considered signing a Wisconsin delegation letier to the Secretary of the Army urging him to
implement those fecommendations, His Chief of Staff e-mailed Ms. Dixon to request a call
“regarding a letter that is going out today re: this Army contract that has W1 and TX battling
cach other (we talked about & different letter a couple of weeks ago).”>* The Chief of Staff
testified that she had already discussed Mr. Petri’s stock awnership with Ms. Dixan by phone,
“which is Whgfi[ was.calling... . . If [he] didn’t own stock, T wouldn’t have called the etfics
comiftge,”s

_ Afterthe call, she forwarded Ms. Dixon the draft letter and wrote: “Let ine kriow what
you think -- again, this is a major constituent company in our district that Mr, Petri wotld be
defending no matter what! 1" ‘That same day, after the Chief of Staff sent a revised draft of the
letter with a myinor technical change, Ms. Dixon responded “[t]hat change is fine -1 re-read the

whole letter,””

In May2013, Mr. Petii planned to sign with other Meribers a letter 1o the Chairs and
Ranking Menibers of the HASC and House Defense Appropriations Subcominittee oppositig
efforts to reprogram funds used for tactical wheeled vehioles. Once again, his Chief of Staff
reached out 1o Ms. Dixon. Shewrote: “Catol -~ left [a] message, could you give a call re: 4
constituent inquiry that we have and just want to tun by you -« we have consulted on related
matters in [the] past so think we are in the clear, but just want to be sure, ™

:“:D i:;*s;:zz Report & Findings, Exhibit-1 (Transcript of Chief of Staff Interview), at 38:19:25, 39:13-
# Id. gt 38:13-18,

* Bxhibit 21, PET-OCE-00000029.

* OCE Report & Findings, Bxhibit 1 (Transeript of Chief of Staff Interview) at 38:13-18.

% Exhibit 22, PET-OCE-00000092,

7 See Exhibit 23, PET-OCE-00000096; see also Exhibir 24, PET-OCE-00000094-95; Exhibit

25, PET-OCE-00000097-98,
* See Exhibit 26, PET-OCE-00000117.
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After speaking with Ms, Dixom, Mr, Petri’s Chief of Staff advised legislative assistant
{hat the Ethics Committee wanted the letter to fellow Members to include a diselaimer regarding
‘M. Petri’s ownership of Oshkosh stock. Oni June 3, she diligently e-mailed the legislative
assistant about the Tetter: “Remember, wher we send it we have to attach a disclaimer about
stock ownership - per Bthics Cﬂlﬁmﬁt@advi@afﬁ? On June 7 and 10, she e-mailed additional

remindets to the legislative assistant, and included in the June 10 reminder draft text for the
disclaimer, with-a note: “Should have something like this attached,” The final lettér, sent that
afternoon on behalf of Mr, Petri and seven other Members, was accompanied by 4 cover note
from Mr, Petri stating: I the inferest of full disclosure and at the suggestion of the House
Committee on: Ethics, I would like fo note my ownership of ghares in Oshkosh Corpotation, a
major employer in my Congresstonal district . . peL

M. Petri testified that “I believe we checked every step with the Ethics Committee. . .,
We wouldn’t have -mgeﬁﬂ;ang;aﬁ:‘t’im without réaching out in advance. It was always done.
through the Chief of Staff.** The documentary record deseribed above makes clear that his
Chief of Staff did on numerous occasions seek advice from this Comumittes and that she carefully
followed the advice. Itis likewise clear thatin providing advice, the Commitiee was well aware
Mr, Petri owned Oshkosh stock, not just based on public financial disclosure forms and xiews
réports but also because the Chief of Staff frequently reminded the Committee of that fact. Yet
in-all of the various consultations with Ms. Dixon, the Committee never oree objected to Mr.
Petri taking official sction on behalf of Oshkosh. In light of the applicable rules #nd precedents,
the Committee was absolutely right.

C.  ‘There Was No Requirement Or Need To Consult The Ethics Committee In
Every Instance.

, 'OCE highlights instarices in which Mr. Petri’s office did not consult the Ethics
Committee in advange of taking action for Oshkosh or Manitowoc. Given the frequency and
specificity with which Mr; Petii’s Chief of Staff consulted this Comuiittee about essentially the
same question — whether Mr, Petri could take official actions for a major constituent whose stock

9 frxhibit 27, PET-OCE-00000118.

% fxfiibit 28, PET-OCE-00000119-20.

81 Se¢ Exhibit 29, PET-OCE-00000121-23;

Z %QE Report & Firidings, Exhibit 4 (Transcript of Representative Petri Intorview), at 24:21-
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he owned — we submit there was no requirement that he check with the Committee about literally
eyery action hetook on their behalf. Moreover, his actions were entirely proper:

1. Call to Secretiry of the Aimy

On Decernber 9, 2009, in the heat of efforts to ensure there would be no political
interference with the Army’s award of the FMTV contract, Mr. Petri placed acall tothe
Secrétary of the Army. While he did not cheek with the Ethics Committee specifically about that
call, his Chief of Staff had already consulted the Committee at least twice regarding his effort to
deferid the FMTV award process.” The call to the Secretary of the Army was materially
indisfinguishiable from those previously approved actions. During theé call, M. Petii merely
tequested that the-Army allow the GAO bid protest to proceed without interference.®

The Sécretary smphasized in his ‘téﬁiman? that “it was hardly uncomrmon to have sucha

phone call with a Memiber of Congress, as it was established congressional practice to adyocate
for companies in one’s district.”* Mr, Petri “made no indication during the conversation that he
could apply political pressure.”™ Tn response apparently to OCE probing about whether Mr.
Petri should have disclosed to him his stock ownership, the Sécretary testified that it made no
difference whether Mr. Petri disclosed it.% "

.. The Secretary added trenchéntly that “[t]he contacts made by Rep, Petii did not stand out
in [his] mind and he believed if the OCE cited everyone for contricts like these, it would have to
cite 435 Members.*™ OCE votrectly identified the Secretary’s testimory as “exculpatory.**

In September, in connestion with the discussion with Representative McKeon, and in October,

with respect to the October 9, 2009 delegation letter to Secretary Gates.

* See OCE Report & Findings, Bxhibit 4 (Transcript of Representative Petri Interview), at 29:9-
25; OCE Report & Findings, Exhibit 1 (Transcript of Chief of Staff Interview), at 24:21-29:11.

* See OCE Report & Findings, Exhibit 14 (Memorandum of Interview with Secretary of the
‘Army McHuygh), at 14-1891-340. OCE reported that because of a technical erior with its
recording of this interview, instead of a transcript OCE prepared a memorandum memorializing
the interview, ‘

56 14,

7 1d..

8 Jd. ar 14-1891_0341. |

® See Exhibit 7 (June 13, 2014 Letter from OCE to Mr. Petri), at 3,
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2. Call to Highways and Transit Subconinitte¢

_ Tw6 years later, in November 2011, Mr. Petei’s Chief of Staff called a staffer on the
Subcommittee on Highways and Transit fo support a legislative change in the rules governing
truck weight limits.”" While this was an issue of concern fo Pierce, the Oshkosh subsidiary that
makes fire emergency vehicles, it was also an issue that affected a very broad class of companies
across the emergency vehicle industry. She testified that “[m]y understanding is this wasn’t just
‘Oshkosh, it was in general the fire and emergency vehicle agsociation, the whole
community .. . . I think it affected the emergency vehicle industry™

an‘ She wasight abaut that. Indecd. a recent letfer fo the Chairman and Ranking Menber of
the Transportation and Infrastructire Committée on this very same issug, which Mr: Petri did tiot
co-sign, sent by Members with districts across the country v, highlights the broad ititerest in this
issue by the International Association of Fire Chiefs, the Fire Apparatus Manufacturers
Association, and others.” ‘.

 Even OCE convedes {correctly) that official actions gifecting 4 large class or industry,
whether ornot motivated by support for.a particular constituent, do not present issuies under
House ethics rules. For exanple, OCE did not suggest further review of Mr, Pefri’s actions on
behalf of his constituent; Plum Creek; in which he also owns stoeks on the ground that his actions
affécted & *large nunbers of entities.”” ’

3. Status Check Regarding UAE Contract

After Oshkosh won 4 contfact with the United Arab Bmirates in 2012 for the sale of
military vehicles, Oshkosh asked M, Petri’s Chief of Staff fo cheek whether the State
Department had provided the réquired formal nofification of the contract to the House Foreign
Affairs Committee, in which case Oshkosh wanted fo be prepared to answer atiy questions.
After checking with the Foreign Affairs Committee, the Chief of Staff esmailed Oshkosh to
report that the contract had riot “come up yet for preconsultation. ..« T asked them if I could
check periodically on status.""* |

T Exhibit 30, PET-OCE-00004298-300.

7' OCE Report & Findings, Exhibit 1 (Transeript of Chief of Staff Interview), at43:15-18.
7> See Exhibit 31 (Yime 4, 2014, Letter to Chairman Shuster and Ranking Mermber Rahall).
7 See OCE Report & Findings 1 180,

™ Exhibit 32, PET-OCE-00003927-28.
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The Chief of Staff testified that she did not consult with the Ethics Committee about this
-call because “[i]t-was simply checking on the status of something.”” Indeed, this Committee has
distinguished between seeking to influence the outcome of a decision and merely arranging a
meeting or checking on status, generally finding that the latter does not give rise to a finding of
imipropriety,”® In contrast, in the Berkley case, “Repirésentative Berkley herself testified that the
office’s interest went beyond simply determining the status of the matter . . . .7

4. Meetings with Egyptian Officials

- InMay of 2006, Mr. Petri met with a visiting delegation of Egyptian officials, Knowing
that Oshkosh was 4 longtifie supplier of military equipment to Egypt, he invited an Oghkosh.
representative to join him,”® Though OCE fosuses on this meeting, they fail 1o note that the
meeting took place before Mr. Pelif even owned Oshkosh stock, so he could hardly have beeri
expected to consult the Ethics Committee about the meeting.” Although a second meeting took
place in '%?Q& afterhe did own Oshkosh stock, it appeats that Oshkosh did not even attend that
‘meeting.™

75 OCE Report & Pindings, Exhibit 1 (Transcript of Chief of Staff Interview), at 47:25-48:6.

" See, e.g,, Comm, on Eihics, In the Matter of Representative William H. Boner, 100 Cong,, Ist
Sess. 28 (1987); see also Berkley at 43, ) ’

7" Betkley at43,

™ See Exhibit 33, PET-OCE-00001658-1662; see, e.g,, Oshkosh Truck Coiporation, 4 body in
motion: 2000 Anwuial Repori, available af http://mediacorporate- ;
irnet/media_files/iral/93/93403/reports/2000ar:pdf (last visited July 31, 2014), at 12 (noting that
“[i]n Egypt, Oshkosh established local co-production of tank-transporter trailers and began
supplying $24.4 million worth” of équipment),

" Mr. Petri first purchased stock in Oshkosh in late October. 2006,

¥ Witnesses® recallections on this polnt seein a bit muddled, but as OCE itself concedes (though
it buries the point in a foottote), on the day of the scheduled meeting, & member of M. Petit s
staff e-mailed the Chief of Staff to report that Oshkosh would not be able to send & tepresentative
to the meeting: “[Oshkosh EVP] just called [-] he can’t make it fo the [E]gyptian attaché
megting.” See QCE Report & Findings § 117 n, 165; Exhibit 34, PET-OCE-00006093. Tn fict,
the e-mail stating that the EVP had called to cancel was sent o minute béfore the meeting was
scheduled to take place, and so the record seems reasonably clear that Oshkosh did not attend.

See Exhibit 35, PET-OCE-00006885 (listing the time scheduled for the meeting),
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Moreover, OCE identitied as “exeulpatory™ uncﬁsputed evidence that at the meetings. with
Egyptian officials there was no discussion whatsoever of Oghkosh’s business dealings with the
Egyptian government. Asked whether the iopm came up, the Oshkosh representative who
attended the first meeting testified “no-. .. Notat all.” He further testified that the ‘meeting did
fiot Iead to any later comimunications or conlacts with the Egyptian officials¥

OCE misleadingly implies some connection between these meetings and a contract
awarded to Oshkosh, by citing talking points for an Auigust 2007 appearance by M, Petriin a
small town in his district, which. referred t6 a recent Oshkosh contract to make trucks for Egypt
as & “Wiscansin Sticcess Stary *Oshkosh has beeti riakitig tricks for the Egypt;an military
since af least the 1990s. ‘OCE ¢ites no. evidenge tying any of those onitracts to the meet-and-

greets with Egyptian officials. Nor could it.
5. Manitowoe

OCE notes that Mr. Petri’s Chief of Staff did not consult the Fthics Committee
conéerning two issues on which his office acted for Manitowoc.-after he purohased Manitowoo
‘stock. Against the backdrop of advice already received régarding. Oshkogh, T sityations that
were materially indistinguishable, the fact that consultation did not take place again about
esseqitially the same legal guestion does not armount fo & vaatxcm of House rules,

OCE begins its discussion about Mr, Petri’s actions on Eehalf of Manitowoe by eiting an
example that is outside its jurisdiction because it dates to 2007, Setting aside OCE’s violation
of its own rules by investigating events that are outside its jurisdiction, the éxample it cites is,
once agam highly misleading.

OCE notes that in 2007, Mt Petri's staff helped arrange a meeting for Manitowog with
'OMB, so that the company could present its views regarding a proposed ] EPA rule on phasmg out
certain chemicals used in making refrigeration eqmpmﬁ;nt But thiswas a routine matter that Mr.
Petri’s staff had been working on for Manitowoc since 2005, prior to his investment in.

81 Sug Bxhibit 7 (June 13, 2014 OCE Lettet to Mr. Petri Concerning Bxeulpatory Evidenice), af 2-
5 Bxhibit 36, PET-OCE-00004812-17.
8 See, e.2., OCE, Citizens’ Guide, mazlaé:lg at http://ece house.gov/eitizens-guide.html. (last

visited July 31, 2014) (“The QCE has Jurisdiction to investigate any alleged violation . . .
committed . . . on or after Mazch 11,2008 “‘)
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Manitowoe.* ‘Morgover, why could M. Petri not request & meeting at OMB for this major
constituent if he could undertake the whole variety of contacts with executive branch agencies
for Oshkosh that, as described above, the Ethics Committee later approved? There was no

material difference.

After he purchased Manitowoe stock, Mr. Petri's office did assist Manitowoe with otie
new issue, which concerned the company’s application for:a “hardship exemption™ from rules
goveming certain diesel engines nsed in its cranes. After a long period of inaction by EPA, and
with the delivery date for the engines fast approaching, his office contacted EPA to check on the
status of & response. EPA respouded by telling Manitowoe that there were no anticipated
probleins and that the agency would stay in touch.

. Months later, however, EPA told Manitowoc that it should have submitted its exemption
application two years before delivery of the engines.and that it should now sibmit an application
for adifferent kind of hardship exermption. EPA had said nothing of the kind during its prior
‘Tesponse to the company, or diring the long period in which it had the company”s application-
under review. On August 8, 2013, Mr. Petri sent the regional administrator 4 letter noting the
agency’s inconsistent actions and virging that *full consideration bé given” to the company’s
forthcoming, revised application.” His effortto get the agency to make a decision in a timely
fashion was sirilar to many such efforts he and other Members routinely make on behalf of
constituents, By this time, of course, Mr. Petti’s Chief of Staff had consulted with this |
Committee on numerous occasions about stock ownership issues, There was no requirement that
she do.so again i this case, and the putcome clearly would have been no different,

D. M. Petri’s Chief of Staff Monitored Official Actions For Companies Tn
Which He Owned Stock.

Finally, OCE tiies to make hay out of the fact that Mr. Petri did'not have any “written
office policies™ or formal training governing stock ownership. There is no requirement under
House rules, or under any guidance published by this Conimittee, that a Member ritust have such
awritten policy. Having failed to establish any violation of Hose rules, OCE throws in this red
herring to distract attention from the reality that the Chief of Staff regularly monitored and
flagged for Ethics Committee review issues involving stock owriership.

* As with Oslikosh stock, Mr. Peiri frst purchased stock in Menitowoe in late October 2006.
* Bxhibit 37, PET-OCE-00001544-45 (Aug. 8, 2013 Letter from Representative Pei fo EPA
Regional Administrator Dr. Susan Hedman).

¥ OCE Report & Findings ¥ 18
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QCE cites the Committee’s statement in the Waters sase attributing misconduct to “the
lack of any discernable policy with respect to coniflict of intérest.™ Yet.OCE acknowledges, as
it miust, that both current and former legislative assistants it interviewed testified that M¥. Petri’s
Chief of Staff kept frack of issues presented by his stock ownership, using weekly staff meetings
to flag the issues that required review, % No miore than this was required. And, of course, in.
sharp contrast to thie facts in the Waters case, the “discermable policy” in the Petri office was

manifested again and agaifi by the office’s practice of consulting the Efhics Comittee.”

‘M, Petri cooperated extensively with OCE, producing thousands of pages of docurnents
and making himsélf and his staff available for transcribed i terviews. The voluminous fecord,
fairly interpreted, makes clear there was 1o violation bf House rules, Mr. Petri did what any
Meniber should do; He frequently consulted the Ethics Committee and reasonably relied on its
advice that ownership of stack did not preclude hitn from acting, in the ordinary course of bis
duities, on behalf of someé of the largest employers in his district, Therecord revealsa -
conscientious, committed, and responisible public servant. Ifthereisa Tack of clarity undér the
existing rules, the proper response {s to issue new rules and guidelines, hot anfairly to pursue &
Menmber who has diligently sought to-abide by the éxisting rules and repeatedly received
Committee approval for his actions. | -

8714,

38 1+ see also OCE Repott & Findings, Exhibit 1-(Transeript of Chief of Staff Interview), at
6:16-8:6 (discussing Chief of Staff’s practice of monitoring significant official actions through
weekly staff meetings). o - S

9 As M. Petri told OCE, “I think I've always asked pedple in my office to ry to he a3 sensitive
s possible to the rules govérning our actions, and if there was any question, to not'only ask me,
but to bring it up with the ethics commitiee to get their advice and fo follow it; and that’s the
policy in this office”). OCE Report & Findings, Exhibit 4 (Transcript of Representative Petri
Tnterview), at 12:6-12.. | - ‘ ‘
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Accordingly, we respectfully urge the Committee to dismiss this matter and to repudiate
OCE'’s deeply flawed and unfounded report.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert K. Kelner
Robert D. Lenhard
Kevin R. Glandon
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Gebhardt. Debbie

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Hi Carol --

Here is the proposed letter to Army Secretary just flagging the potential push for a "bridge” contract on the part of
BAE. Again, the only place we have seen this mentioned Is In Texas newspapers. Sc again, given Rep. Petri's stock
ownership Issue (though in the scheme of things not that much), wanted to make sure it was OK to send as part of

Gebhardt, Debbie

Friday, February 26, 2010 1:46 PM
Dixon, Carol

Army Contract and Oshkosh Corp
OshkoshLetter.pdf

his representing one of our largest employers/constituents.

Thanks!
Debbie

Debra Gebhardt
Chief of Staff

Rep. Thomas E. Petri

PET-OCE-00000110



THOMAS E, PETR! 2402 RAY8URN House OFFIcE Rutosng
O™ Disvaicy, Wincongin WasHiNaToN, OC 20815-400

(202) 225-2476

@dngt‘eﬁﬁ of the Wnited States ot

7 {820) 922~1100
Bouge of Wepregentatives -
Washington, BE 20515-4006 1920} 21-4333.

February 24, 2010

The Honorable John M. McHugh -
Secretary of the Ay

101 Army Pentagon

Washington, DC 20310-0101

Dear Secretary McHugh:

Tam writing to thank you for conducting the Family of Medium Tactical Vehicles (FMTV)
procurement In such a fair and professional manner, despite the often contentious nature of these
competitive contract awards, [ was pleased to see the Army reconfitm its original choice of Oshkosh
Corporation for future FMTV production, and I am confident that Oshkosh Corporation, which is a top
employer in my Congressional District, will continue to be a reliable, high quality and cost-effective
producer for the Army.

That said, I am concerned about news reports I have read that the incumbent contractor may seek
& sole source bridge contract through mid-2011. I believe the Army made the right choice to begin work
immediately given the substantial price difference between the new contract and the existing contract,
Statements in thése news reports give the impression that a bridge contract is necessary to‘ensure that the
Army's production requirement for FMTV vehicles is met, My understanding, however, is that the Army
appropriately planned the FMTV transition period to account for possible delays associated with protests.
Therefore, no bridge contract is necessary because Qshkosh Corporation can meet the original vehicle
production schedule set forth in the August 2009 award,

If my understanding is correct, I would have concerns that awarding a bridge contract would set a
bad precedent for future contract awards because it would encourage disappointed incumbent contractors
to delay Army procurements through similar protests in the futuré. Additionally, contractors compets
aggressively for the Army's business with the expectation that the terms of their contracts will be honored,
provided they perform as expected. In the case of the FMTV competitive rebuy, my understanding is that
the Army entered into a 5-year requirements contract that legally obligates the Army to place all of its
FMTV orders with Oghkosh,

In fight of these concerns, I ask that you reject efforts to award an additional bridge contract to
the losing incumbent. This would prevent any further delays in the newly awarded FMTV contract and
would protect the integrity of Army contracting decisions. 1also ask that you notify me of any activity by
the Army to initiate an additional bridge contract to the Josing incumbent.

Thank you again for conducting this procurement in such a professional manner, Please do not
hesitate to contact me should you wish to discuas this further,

- Sincerely,

Thomas E, Petd
Moember of Congress
TEP:Kj

ce: Dean G. Popps, Acting Assistant Secrstary
for Acquisition, Logistics & Technology
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February 26, 2010

QOotikoar, Wi
(820} 2318333

The Honorable Joha M. McHugh
Secretary of the Army
101 Amiy Pentagon

" Washington, DC 20310-0101

Dear Secretary McHugh:

T am writing to thank you for conducting the Family of Medium Tactical Vehicles (FMTV)
procurement in such a fair and professional maaner, despite the often contentious nature of these
competitiva contract awards. Iwas pleased to see the Army reconfirm its original choice of Oshkosh
Corporation for future FMTV production, and I am confident that Oshkash Corporation, which s a top
employer in wiy Congressional District, will continue to be a reliable, high quality and cost-effective
prodncer for the Army.

That said, ] am concerned about news reports I have read that the incumbent contractor may seck
a sole source bridge contract through mid-201 1. Tbelieve the Army made the right choice to begin work
immediately given the substantial price difference between the new contract and the existing contract,
Statements in these news reports give the impression that a bridge contract is necessary ta‘ensure that the
Army's production requirement for FMTYV vehicles is met. My understanding, however, is that the Army
appropriately planned the FMTV transition period to account for possible delays associated with protests.
Therofore, no bridge contract. iz necessary because Oshkosh Corporation can meet the original vehicle
production schedule set forth in the August 2009 award.

If my understanding is correct, I would have concerns that awarding a bridge contract would set a
bad precedent for future contract awards because it would encourage disappointed incumbent confractors
to delay Army procurements through similar protests in the future, Additionally, cantractors compete
agpressively for the Army's business with the expectation that the terms of their contracts will be honored,
provided they perform as expected. In the case of the FMTV compstitive rebuy, my understanding is that
the Army entered into a 5-year requirements contract that legally obligates the Army to place all of its
FMTY orders with Oshikosh,

In light of these concerns, I ask that you reject efforts to award an additional bridge contract to
the losing incumbent, This would prevent any further delays in the newly awarded FMTV contract and
would protect the integrity of Army contracting declsions. Lalso ask that you notify me of any activity by
the Arny to initiate an additianal bridge contract to the losing incumbent,

Thank you again for conducting this procurement in such a professional manner. Please do not
hesitate to contact me should you wish to discuss this further. .

Sincerely,

2 : i "
homag E, Petri

Member of Congress
TEP:kj

¢e: Dean G, Popps, Acting Assistant Secretary
for Acquisition, Logistics & Technology

PET-OCE-00000113
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Gebhardt, Debbie

From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Friday, February 26, 2010 3:29 PM
To: Dixon, Carol

Subject: RE: Army Contract and Oshkosh Corp
Carol -

t am headed out shortly and | knew you said you were giving training from 3 to 5 -- so just wanted to let you know that |
received your voice mail message approving the letter. Thanks!

Debbie

From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Friday, February 26, 2010 1:46 PM
To: Dixon, Carol

Subject: Army Contract and Oshkosh Corp

Hi Carol --
Here is the proposed letter to Army Secretary just flagging the potential push for a "bridge” contract on the part of
BAE. Again, the only place we have seen this mentioned is in Texas newspapers. So again, given Rep. Petri's stock

ownership issue (though in the scheme of things not that much), wanted to make sure it was OK to send as part of
his representing one of our largest employers/constituents.

Thanks!
Debbie
Debra Gebhardt

Chief of Staff
Rep. Thomas E, Petri

PET-OCE-00000112
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From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2010 05:14:58 PM
To: Dixon, Carol
Subject: RE: On-going Question

Great -- you know how the press is, so | am heing ultra-careful.

From: Dixon, Carol

Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2010 4:18 PM
To: Gebhardt, Debbie

Subject: RE: On-going Question

T don't have a problem with that. It me, it is the equivalent to requesting a House room for them to
have a briefing, just it has to be outside because of the size of the vehicle. And the text of your
letter is fine.

- Carol

Carol E. Dixon, Counsel

Committee on Standards of Official Conduct
HV(C-227, Capitol Visitors Center
Washington, DC 20515

(202) 225-7103

carol.dixon@mail.house.gov

From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2010 4:13 PM
To: Dixon, Carol

Subject: On-going Question

Hi Carol:

Rep. Petri would like to send a letter to the Sergeant-at-Arms asking that Oshkosh Corp. (Defense
Division) be allowed to display on the House side the new MATY that they have been producing (a more
nimble, mine-resistant vehicle to carry troops in Afghanistan in particular -- Sec. Gates visited the plant in
our district earlier this year to thank the workers for the quick production of these vehicles that are saving
lives.). The production [ine will be over later this summer as the contract will be fulfilled then (I think they
are producing something like 1,000 vehicles per month which is amazing).

Senator Kohl will be sending the same request for the MATV to be displayed on the Senate side the
following day. Given the stock issue, just want to be sure there is no problem from your perspective. Mr.
Petri would do the same for any company in our district. Text of letter follows.

Thanks very much --

PET-OCE-00003691



Debbie .

Debra Gebhardi
Chief of Staff

Rep. Thomas E. Petri

Dear Mr. Livingood:

In July 2009, Oshkosh Defense was awarded the contract for the MRAP All-Terrain
Vehicle, which is currently being fielded in Afghanistan and already has shown success in the
face of adversity. Many of my colleagues and their staff would benefit from the opportunity to
see this vehicle in person and to ask the engineers and designers questions about its capabilities.

I respectfully request that Oshkosh Defense be given the opportunity for a static display
on the morning of Wednesday, June 30, from 8:30 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. on the corner of C St., SE
and New Jersey Ave., SE, between the Longworth and Cannon House Office Buildings. The
display would encompass two different vehicle variants with employees from Oshkosh Defense
in attendance to answer questions for Members and staff.

3 .
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THOMAS E. PETRI

2382 Ba'munn Housk Oracs Bun oibe
" BOCDSINEGT, Wiseomsin

. Wasbitseston, DC 20615 4904
v 1202} 225-2478
Congress of the Tnited States vty
, 21 2-1180
Housge of Wepresentatives S
TWashingtan, DE 205154006 ‘ -

June 15, 2010

The Honorable Wilson Livingood
Sergeant at Arms

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Livingood:

In July 2009, Oshkosh Defense was awarded the contract for the MRAP All-Terrain
Vehicle, which is currently being fielded in Afghanistan and already has shown success in the
face of adversity. Many of my colleagues and their staff would benefit from the opportunity to
see this vehicle in person and to ask the engineers and designers questions about its
capabilities.

I respectfully request that Oshkosh Defense be given the opportunity for a static display
on the morning of Wednesday, June 30, from 8:30 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. on the corner of C St.,
SE, and New Jersey Ave., SE, between the Longworth and Cannon Honse Office Buildings.
The display would encompass two different vehicle variants with employees from Oshkosh
Defense in attendance to answer questions for Members and staff.

If you have any questions on this matter, please feel free to contact Meagan McCanna

on my staff at 225-2476 or w.

Sincerely,

omas E. Petri
Member of Congress

TEP:mm
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From: Gebhardt, Deblpie

Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 05:26:08 PM
To: . Dixon, Carol
* Subject: RE: Running this letter by you

Got it. Thanks Carol.

From: Dixon, Carol

Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 5:23 PM
To: Gebhardt, Debbie

Subject: RE: Running this letter by you

It is essentially fine, except I would like to see some reason stated why this issue is their official
business. So they should either mention that their districts contain a company that produces the
engines (or has many of the workers as constituents), or i they have some committee role that
relates to better environmental conditions, they could cite that credential.

- Carol

Carol E. Dixon

Director of Advice & Education
House Committee on Ethics

1015 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515 '

(202) 225-7103
carol.dixon@mail.house.gov

From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 3:19 PM
To: Dixon, Carol

Subject: Running this letter by you

Dear Carol:

Once again, wanted to run by a draft letter (attached and below) for signature by Rep. Petri and Rep.
Ribble. Itis to the FAA regarding their actions on awarding federal aviation funds to airports for _
purchase of aviation fire trucks. There are some companies that have the newer cleaner engines vs, the
old diesel engines. The cost is a bit higher (not much) but in considering awarding of grants, FAA
frequently will direct the airports to go with the lower cost, dirtier engines. The Administration (Obama
and before) have been pushing to adopt the cleaner generation of engines and by 2017 they will be
required.

This letter simply encourages FAA to let airports decide if they want the cleaner, more efficient engines
and not dismiss out of hand applications for trucks with those engines in favor of the older engines.

PET-OCE-00001508



As you know, Mr. Petri holds some stock in Oshkosh Corp, which is the owner of Pierce Manufacturing
that makes aviation fire trucks. He would, of course, take similar actions for any constituent company

and major employer in the district. Pierce is physically located in Petri’s district, but Mr. Ribble’s district

is only a block or two away, so he has employees and many connections to Pierce. So they are
encouraging fair consideration for the newer more environmentally friendly engines.

Let me know if you see any problems with Mr. Petri sending this letter or have any questions —we hope
to get this out by tomarrow when we all leave for the holiday (including you, I hope!). Thanks very
much.

Debbie

Debra Gebhardt

Chief of Staff

U.S. Rep. Thomas E. Petri _

2462 Rayburn | Washington, D.C. 20515

202-225 1
December 20, 2013

Ms. Christa Fornarotto

Associate Administrator for Airports
800 Independence Avenue, SW
Room 600E

Washington, D.C. 20591

Dear Administrator Fornarotio:

We are writing to encourage the FAA to not exclude or discourage the use of Tier 4i
engines in Air Rescue Fire Fighting (AARF) vehicles when considering applications by airports
for ATP funding. It is our understanding that the FAA may at times not allow airports to specify
or consider the new engines, which may have the unintended consequence of losing the
environmental benefits of the EPA-compliant engine utilized by some ARFF manufacturers.

While we are not seeking a mandated use of Tier 4i engines, neither should they be
disadvantaged in the AIP review process should an airport wish to move to vehicles with this
technology. We understand that since these engines meet the requirements of an EPA mandate
and represent widely available technology provided by most engine manufacturers, this should
not be construed as proprietary technology, and the desire by airports to utilize vehicles with the
EPA compliant engines should not be considered anticompetitive. There is an increased cost in
utilizing the most energy efficient technology, but by not allowing airports to consider vehicles
with the Tier 4i engines, the FAA is in fact lowering the number of manufacturers eligible to
participate in the bidding process.

Again, we urge the FAA to allow airports to make the determination on the ARFF vehicle
that best meets their needs and to utilize the cleanest technology currently available if they so

PET-OCE-00001509

W

W



choose. We believe the environmental benefits should not be dismissed but rather should be
taken into consideration in the ATP process. Thank you for your attention to this important issue.

Sincerely,
Thomas E. Petri Reid J. Ribble
Member of Congress Member of Congtess

PET-OCE-00001510



Exhibit 6



www.fdlreporter.com | Printer-friendly article page Page 1 of 2

o,

fdh?epni;tep‘.cn;

June 16, 2008

Petri’s stock buys could raise questions

By ELLYN FERGUSON
Gannett News Service

WASHINGTON - Rep. Tom Petri added more Manitowoc Co, and Oshkosh Corp. stock to his
portfolio in 2007, according to financial disclosure forms released Monday.

Petri spokesman Niel Wright said his boss has invested in the manufacturers "because he. knows the
companies and has high regard for their management.”

But the stock buys could raise questions of real or perceived confiict of interest should he advocate
for the companies, which are constituents and major employers in Petri's 6th Congressional District.

Wright said his boss would contact the Standards of Official Conduct Committes, informally known as
the ethics committee, for guidance if there's a possible conflict of interest. But Whight said potential
conflicts exist for any member of Congress with stocks since a vote on legistation could directly or
indirectly affect g company ot industry.

"Should one really not be able to invest in companies you know well?" he asked.

Wright said Petri did not request special project funding, known as earmarks, for either company in
2007.

Petri, R-Fond du Lac, bought between $15,000 and $50,000 of Manitowoc Co. stock on Nov, 5. He
paid $50,000 to $100,000 for stock in Oshkosh Corp. stock the next day.

Members of Congreés are required to file annual financial disclosure statements,

These reports offer a broad look at lawmakers’ finances. They report assets, income and debis in
wide ranges and can exclude the value of primary residences, furniture and other items. Members of

Congress alsa are required to report trips paid for by others, and any boards or foundations they may
serve on,

By the start of 2008, Petri valued all of his stock in Manitowoc Co., a maker of cranes, foodservice
equipment and ships, at betwesn $250,000 to $500,000. He valued the stock in Oshkosh Corp.,
which produces military vehicles, fire and emergency frucks and other specialty vehicles, between
$100,000 and $250,000,

The two companies are not Petri's most valuable holdings. He owned U.S. Bank and Walgreen Corp.
stock valued between $5 million and $25 million in 2007. His other valuable assets included an
interest in Lloyd's of London and stock in Warren Buffet's Berkshire Hathaway Inc. His holdings in
each were valued between $1 million and $5 million.

Petri's dividend, interest and capital gains income dwarfed his congressional salary of $165,200. He
reported uneamed income between $1.29 million and $6.37 miliion,

His largest debt was a $1 million to $5 million loan from Merrill Lynch secured by stock.

Petri, who is in his 15th term, continued to be a partner in Lloyd's, the insurance underwrlter in
London, and a director in Saclety Insurance in Fond du Lac, As required by House ethics rulss, Petr]
donated the $4,100 in board payments to a charity,

He reported one trip that was paid for by a private group. He traveled to Shanghai, Nanjing and
Beljing, China, from March 31 to April 8 courtesy of the Aspen Institute, which runs education
seminars, :

http:/fwww.fdlreporter. com/apps/pbes.dll/article?ATD=/2008061 6/FONO101/80616164/19... 6/17/2008
PET-OCE-00006367
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CONFIDENTIAL

June 13, 2014
Honorable Thomas Petri
2462 Rayburn HOB
Washington, DC 20515

Re:  Review No, 14-1891

Dear Representative Petri:

The Office of Congressional Ethics (“OCE”) is providing you with information received during
the course of its review that may trigger its obligations under Rule 4(F) of the OCE Rules for the
_ Conduct of Investigations, . : '

T addition to fhé:‘ent’:ldSeéi‘documehts, the Vfoﬂowing information ¢comes from witness interviews:

Jay Kimmitt, Executive Vige President, Oshkosh Cotparation

Morgan: 1 want to ask you some questions about your knowledge of Representative
- Petri being a — or owning stock in Oshkosh Corporation. . , . Do you recall

wlien you first became awate of that? B

Kimmitt: The first time'] becatne aware was actually in'a phone call from Debbie
‘Geébhardt, his chief of staff;back in‘the 2008, 2009 time frame where she
inforraed me that the niew house ethics rules had been passed and published
arid that since Mr, Petri owned Ostikosh stock, that he would not be able to be
helpful going forward without clearing anything he did for us with the Ethics
Coriirnittée. .. . 1 ean’t speculate on why she did other than what she said, and
that was the passage of the new ethics rules and his ownership of stock
changed the relationship and what he could do for us without approval of the
Ethics Committee.

* * *

Morgan: Have you petsonally had any convetsations with the congressman himself
* gbout his stock = ' ‘

Kimmitt: No, :

Morgan: -~ in Oshkosh? It didn’t even ever come up in a passing meeting with him?

Kimmitt: Nope, - ‘ '



Representative Thomas Petri

June 13, 2014
Page 2 of 6

Morgan:

Kimumnitt:

#

Kimmitt:

Morgan:

Kimmitt:

*

Morgan; '

Kirmmitt:

Mqrgan:

Kimmitt:

Morgan:

Kimmitt:

Morgan:

Any discussions about his stock ownership with other staff metbers besides
the chief of staff that you recall?
I—no.

# *
Well, if you believe, as I do, that nobody in congress nor anybody in the

Department of Defense would do anything to improperly influence the GAQO’s
decision, and I truly believe that, this was more of a publicity thing than

anything else to counteract and put our, shall we say, views on what was

going on out there. .

Would that also be the case with the delegation letter to the Secretary of the
Army?

Absolutely, yes,

* ¥

Do you xecall having any conversation with his office about the need for that
disclosure to be included?

Aggin, T go back to my conversation in 2008, 2009 with Debbie and she made
it very clear to me that any and all activities that she would take on our behalf,
she Would have to run through the Ethics Committee,

* W

But thcm wasn't any point in whick Representatwe Peixri’s office came back to
you and said we cannot make [appropriation] requests on your behatf because
the congressman owns stock in the company? .

Tt was clear to me in my conversation with Debbie, agzun I dnnk in 2008 when
I first found out he owned stock, that they would not be able to do anything
that was not approved by Ethics . . . in advance, So il was — it never slopped
me from filling out a form and sendmg it over. What they did with it, whether
they had gotten it approved by Ethics or threw it in the trash can, I never
knew. :

£ #

The last issue I want to ask you about is — has to do with meetings that you
may have had with representatives from the Egyptian government and those
meeting wete cither attended or facilitated by Representative Petri... There
was no — there wagn’t any discussion of Oshkash’s commercial reiatxonsmp
with Egypt? :

No. ... Notatall,

Did that introduction to those ofﬁmals result in later communications, contacts
between you and those officials?



Representative Thomas Petri
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Kimmitt:
Morgan:
Kimmiit:
Morgan:

Kimmitt;
Morgan:

Kimmitt:
Morgan:
Kimmiti:

Wright:
Kimmitt:

Absolutely not. I~ again, when I left the office, I’m not even sure if I had
who attended that. Ijust was —I think he was just trying to bring someone up
to meet these guys so he wouldn’t have to meet them alone. . . . ‘

Was thete a similar meeting in 20087

I recall I went to another grip and gin, as I call it, with Egyptian officials in
his office with the same explanation and result. ...

And any discussion of Oshkosh's business with the Egyptian government
during that meeting?

None. :

Did that meeting result in any follow-up communications between you and
those Egyptian officials? :

Itdidnot. ... : : :

Is Representative Petri ever involved in the communications that the company
has with Egypt about its business with the country?

Not to my recollection. I've never . ..

Any other countries? -

No. | ’

John McHugh, Secretary of the Army’

» The witness said Rep. Petri made no indication during the conversation that he could
apply-political préssure. The witness said he is pretty immune to pressure, noting that
the contract had already been awarded and the process had to play out under normal

rules.

* The witness was not aware of Rep. Petri’s stock ownership in Oshkosh Corporation
until inforted of it by OCE staff. He said that knowing about Rep. Petri’s ownership
would not have affected his conversation because the contract had already been let, a
protest had been filed, and the process would have to play out under GAO rules.

» The withess was asked about a letter from Rep. Petri to the witness dated February
26, 2010 (PET-OCE-00000113) regarding a potential bridge contract with the losing
bidder, The witness said there was nothing unusnal about this letter and that he
received dozens of similar letters on a repeated basis.

The witness said that the bridge contract was not awarded. He stated that Rep. Petri’s
letter had no affect on that decision. The only thing that affected the decision was the
new contractor’s ability to meet the contract’s requirements. The witness said that the
new contractor, the Oshkosh Corporation, has a long relationship with the Army and
Rep. Petri wanted Oshkosh to have as much of the contract as possible.

"' Due to technical difficulties, transcript of the interview with the Secretary of the Army is not available, Rather, a
Memorandum of Iaterview was prepared by OCE staff sununarizing the interview.
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Will Smith. House Appropriations Committee Staff Director

Gast:
Smith:

Gast:
Smith:

%

Gast:

Smith:

Gast:

Smith;
Gast

Smith: -

(Gast:
Smith;

£]

(Gast:

Smith:
Gast:
Smith:
Gast
Smith:

And this is a comprehensive list of every official request that Congressman
Petri . . . submitted to the committee since fiscal year 20067

Correct. . . . :

And there’s no requests listed for fiscal years 11 through 13

That's correct.

* *

First is some material relating to proposed requests for fiscal year 2009 for the
Oshkosh Corporation. . . . Based on the chart you provided, it doesn’t look
like Representative Petri made these requests as requested by Oshkosh; is that
correct? Am I reading that right?

If this is dated 2008, that would fiscal *09, and I don’t see anything
highlighted for fiscal *09. So that would -1 would make the same
determination . . . if T were asked, Yes.

£ #

Now, there are three requests here in this packet I gave you. Again, based on
the spreadsheet you gave us, it does not appear that any of these were actually
submitted by Congressman Petri to the Committee?

Fiscal *10.

Again, it looks like there’s just one lightweight tactical utility vehicles . . .
right?

Right.

And to your knowledge, does that have anything to do with Oshkosh?

Not to my knowledge. ‘

& s

Do you recall any contacts by Representative Petri or his office on behalf of
the Manitowoe Company?

I do not.

What about on behalf of Pium Creek Timber?

1 do not,

Or the Danaher Cotporation?

No. Not to my knowledge.

Josh Lewis, Environmental Protection Agency

Motgan: How — how often do you receive these types of requests from Congressional

Lewis:

offices?
Pretty much daily. . ..
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Qast;

Lewis:

And did anything about the request through Representative Petri’s office
strike you as different or unusual?
No, no.

Robert Harris, Lobbyist for Plum Creek Timber Company

Harris:

Gast;
Harris:

Morgan:
Harris:
(ast:
Harris;
*

Harmis:

Gast:
Hatris:
Gast;

Harris:
Gast:
Hatris:

®
Gast:
Harris:

Gast:
Hatris:

We were working with members on the Hill to try to get LEED to be more
favorable to wood, wood products,

And when you say “we were working,” whao is we?

Me, Plum Creek, and a group of allies in the wood products industry to work
on these Issues, »

Was thete a certain group within that industry that was taking the lead role in
this advocacy?

Probably not a lead role. It was a group that includes five, six, seven
organizations....

Okay. Do you have a sense of how many companies were interested in this

issue tofal?
Couple hundred, okay.

* &

[Tlhe Land and Water Conservation Fund and the Legacy program have been
cut over the years through budget reductions; and Plum Creek supports
contintied vibrant funding for this. [ work with a coalition of folks from the
conversation community, led by an organization called Outdoors America,
and I work with them regularly.

* *

Do you work on the federal truck weights limits, truck weight limits?

[ did..... .

Have you had conversations or contacts with Representative Petri or his office
on that issue?

Naot in the time pericd that you alf are looking at.

So not since January. 20127

Right.

* *

What other entities, compantes, or organizations were you working with on
this issue?

On?

On the forest roads legislation?

Forest roads? Primarily the National Alliance of Forest Owners, NAFO, but
there were other organizations. Plum Creek is 2 member of other
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Gast:
Harris:

Morgan:

Harris:

Harris:

Gast:
Harris:

Morgan:
Harris;

Mary Britton, Vice President & Chief Counsel, Litigation, Danaher Cory

organizations that participated in this debate as well as state associations
where Plum Creek owns land..., :

Is it fair to say that, that was a ptetty broad coalition of —

Very.

* %

Do you recall Representative Petri asking a lot of questions about the
company’s performance? You said generally those types of meetings would
include a discussion of the economy, how the timber economy is doing, Do
you recall specific discussions of Plum Creek’s performance? ...

No, I don’t ever recall it coming up.

* *

And as tax reform became an issue du jour in 2013, we were working with
membets of Congress to ensure that, as tax reform was discussed and dealt
with, folks recognized that timber was a different kind of investment, and the
provisions in the current tax code were not repealed.

And, again, when you say “we were working” on, who do you include?
Plum Creek and its allies in the industry under the leadership of NAFO, the
National Alliance of Forest Owners.

Do you have any sense of how many organizations are members of NAFO?

Eighty, maybe sixty . ., It represents probably 80 million acres of timberland.

So it may be 40 companies that represent 80 million actes of timberland.

yration

e As we discussed, Danaher is not aware of any contacts with Representative Thomas
Petri, his congressional office, his conpressional campaign, or anyone acting on their
behalf, Consequently, Danaher is now aware of having any documents responsive to
the [Request for Information].

If you have any questions regarding this information, please contact Scott Gast, Investigative
Counsel, at (202) 226-1560. Thank you for your assistance and cooperation.

Respectfully,
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RE: Ethics requested a change

Gebhardt, Debbie [ G___e 2 house.gov]

Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 9117 AM
To:  Daniels, Mckay [[HEEG 2t house.gov]; WIll Stone

Also, I was told Christa's last real day in the office was yesterday, so not sure she would have actually
been able to do anything with this? .

From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 05:27 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: Daniels, Mckay; "Will Stone'

Subject: Ethics requested a change

So will have to deal with this in January - sorry. They want us to put in why this is part of our official business ~
such as we have manufacturer in our district, affects our Committee etc. So remind me on Jan, 2!

https:/fmail.dennymiller. com/owa/?ae=Ttem&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAAjuX%2bU7pzc... 3/14/2014

CONFIDENTIAL — FOR OCE PURPOSES ONLY OSH00000209
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Ethics requested a change

Gebhardt, Debbie [ NG Mai.house.gov]

Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 5:27 PM
Toi  Daniels, Mckay [EEG =l house.gov]; Wil Stone

So will have to deal with this in January --- sorry. They want us to put In why this s part of our official business
such as we have manufacturer in our district, affects our Committee etc. So remind me on Jan, 2!

https://mail. dennymiller.com/owa/?ac=ltem&t=IPM Note&id=RgAAAAAjuX%2bU7pze.... 3/14/2014
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FW: Draft Page 1 of 1

FW: Draft

Gebhardt, Debbie [ | NG 2. house.gov]

Sent: Thursday, Decernber 19, 2013 2:23 PM
To:  WIll Stone

Let me know if you have changes so | can ship it to the Ethics Committee and HOPE to get signoff by tomorrow.
I hope i didnt change the overall message of the letter,

From: Daniels, Mckay

Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 2:02 PM
To: Gebhardt, Debbie; 'Will Stone’

Subject: RE: Draft

Works here

McKay Daniels

Chief of Staff

Congressman Reld Ribble, WI-08
(202) 225

P I PRPE I FEL VP IRpP R PP SPR PRSI T R S ate

From: Gebhardt, Debble

Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 12:50 PM
To: 'Will Stone'; Daniels, Mckay

Subject: Draft

Okay, here is my revised draft — being sure that airports CAN consider these engines, not mandated etc., but
shouldn’t be discouraged from utilizing them, Let me know any edits or if { have screwed it up somehow,

Once okay, then [ will have to ship it off to Ethics for appraval. Petri has agreed to send letter (if we are
approved).

Thanks.

Debble

https://mail.dennymiller.com/ owa/?ac=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAAjuX%2bUTpzc...  3/14/2014
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Draft Page 1 of 1
Draft

Gebhardt, Debbie [ GGzGEGEGCall.house.gov]

Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 12:49 PM

To: Wili Stone; Daniels, Mckay (G M house.gov]

Attachments: Fornarotto ARFF englners 1~1.doc (26 KB)

Okay, here Is my revised draft — being sure that airports CAN consider these engines, not mandated etc,, but
shouldn’t be discouraged from utilizing them. Let me know any edits or if | have screwed it up somehow.

Once okay, then | will have to ship it off to Ethics for approval, Petri has agreed to send letter (if we are
approved).

Thanks.

Debbie

https://mail.dennymiller.com/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM Note&id=RgAAAAAJuX%2bU7pze...  3/14/2014
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RE: Oshkosh airport vehicles Page 1 of 1

RE: Oshkosh airport vehicles
Gebhardt, Debbie || mail.house.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2013 5:26 PM

To:  WIll Stone; Dantels, Mckay _@mail.house.gov]

Will, the turnaround basically Is 2 days because we are all gone after Friday, which could be toﬁgh. And
we always have to run letters past Ethics due to the stock issue.

Also, Christa is leaving the FAA for private sector. Not sure when her last day is, but does it make sense
to send to the new or acting. Can fry to figure out timing. Or is there some other deadline you are trying
to meet?

Debbie

----- Original Message-----

From: Will Stone [ 2dennymiller.com]

Sent: Wednesday, December 18,2013 03:21 PM Eastern Standard Time
To: Gebhardt, Debbie; Daniels, Mckay

Subject: Oshkosh airport vehicles

Debbie & McKay

Attached is a draft of a letter that would be helpful to Oshkosh if sent by the end of the year. Asyou
know Oshkosh is the first company to meet the Tier 4i EPA standard in their airport fire & rescue
vehicles however the airports Iooking to purchase the equipment are being driven by the FAA to the
dirtier vehicles due to cost.

The letter is self-explanatory however please call me if you have any questions.
Thank you for the help - a quick turn around is greatly appreciated.

Will Stone

Vice President

Denny Miller Associates
400 N. Capitol Street, NW
Suite 363

Washington, DC 20001
(202) 783 office
(202) 674 mobile
IR 2dennymiller.com

www.dennymiller.com

hitps://mail.dennymiller.com/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAAJUX %2bU7pze...  3/14/2014
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Congress of the Wited States

MWaghington, M 20315
. Cotober 27, 1988

The Honorable George Bush
Vice President

Executive Office Puilding
Washirgton, D.C.

Dear Mr. Vice President:

e were disappointed to hear in the last presidential campaign debate
that the first item of military equipment you wished to eliminate as
president was the HEMIT 10-ton truck. :

As members of the Wisconsin congressional delegation, Republican ard
Pemocrat alike, we think it is hwportant that you wnderstand the facts
about. the HEWT, or Heavy Expanded Mobility Tactical Truck.

First, it is incorrect that the Army does not want the HEMIT. The
total buy for which funds have been authorized and appropriated by the
Congress is 13,275. 'The Army’s Procurement Objective for the HEMIT is
13,587. In cother words, the Army’s own validated military requirement
calls for 312 more HEMIT/s than have yet been funded by the Congress.

secord, we think it is important to understand the cost implications.
The cuestion posed in the debate concerned how to save money by canceliry
progrems. ‘The issue with regard to the HEMIT last year was whether to
continue HEMIT production for now and bring in its successor vehicle
later, or to halt HEMIT production now and accelerate work on its
© successor, the Palletized Ioading Systen (PIS) . But the PIS is a much
move scphisticated, and, hence, more expensive system. So, dropping the
HEMIT will not trim the budget -~ it will add to it,

- In sum, here are two very goed reasons Tor gsupporting the HEMIT should
you be elected President:
o Military need -~ the Army has a validated military requirement for the
e teans A

) PR
o Budeet economics - it will be cheaper to buy the HEMIT than its
HUCCRSSOL .



The Honorable George Bush
Page Two

We supported the HEMIT last year. We supported the HEMIT this year.
Ve will be supporting the HEMIT in the coming year. Once.you have had the
cpportunity to go over the facts about the HEMIT, we feel confident that
you, tos, will join us in backing procurement of this vehicle.

S,
.,
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THOMAS E, PETRI

2262 RAYBUAN Mouse OFFIce BuiLoing

GrH Digraict, Wisconsiy WASHIN(C!TON, DC 20515-4906
202] 225~2476
Congress of the United Stateg H:'w
. 1180
BHouse vf Representatives S
TWaghington, BE 20515-4006 (drzen-ooma

April’ 9, 1997

The Honorable Floyd Spence
Chairman .
House Committee On National Security

Washington, D.C, 20515
Dear Cﬁi@%

As the committee begins its review of the FY 1998 DoD budget, T would like to bring
a key Defenise program to your attention. I am referring to the Army’s Family of Medium

Tactical Vehicles (FMTV) program; a truck program that is very high on the Army’s
unfunded priority list.

The Army is currently fielding the EMTV to its highest priority units, When the
initial multiyear is completed, a total of 10,843 trucks will be fielded, The Army’s budget
request for FY 1998 provides $209.4 million to buy the last 1,509 trucks of that contract.
In keeping with the Army’s strategy, production of this last segment of trucks will be
complete in November 1998, Presently, the Army’s intention as part of the follow-on
muliiyear production contract is to create a competitive second source. The Army believes
that this approach will create a larger production base allowing faster fielding of trucks and
reducing vehicle unit costs through competition.

However, there is one difficulty that arises from this strategy, When production from
the first multiyear contract is completed in November 1998, there will be a two month
production break before initiation of a second multiyear by the current manufacturer, This
break can be bridged at an additional cost of $80 million. The funding would be additive to
the budget request and provide about 500 much needed trucks, Most of the added vehicles
would include special variants such as wreckers, expandable vans and tankers.

I would be grateful if the committee would support the Army’s acquisition strategy to
obtain a second source in the second multiyear procurement. Also, I would ask that the
committee add $80 million in Y 1998 to the Qther Procurement, Army appropriation on
the FMTV line. This allows procurement of an additional 500 trucks while averting a
production break upon the completion of the first multiyear,

Your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated.
Sincerely,
Thotfias E. Petr{

Member of Congress -
TEP.cm
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Congress of the Wnited Siates
Waghington, BC 20515

- June 7, 2002

Honorable Thomas E. White

Secretary

Department of the Army

The Pentagon, Washington, D.C., 20310

Deat Sécretary White:

We are writing you in support of the Army’s decision to competitively award the next contract for the
Family of Medium Tactical Vehicle (FMTV). One of the two competing companies is Oshkosgh Truck
Corporation, a well-respected Wisconsin company that has been doing business with the Army for over
forty years. Its high-quality products are well known in the defense industry.

Recently, the House passed, with our support, the Fiscal Year 2003 Defense Authorization bill, which
pertaits the U.S. Army to spend $681.4 million for the FMTV. This matches the President’s request for
3,574 FMTVs. The EMTV is the U.S. Army’s primary medium tactical truck for combat support and
combat service support forces. . :

Currently, Oshikosh Truck and Stewart & Stevenson have their versions of the EMTV at the Aberdeen
proving grounds for the perfortnance and reliability testing stage of the competition. 'We are aware that
the Army does not expect to award the contract for the FMTV until March of next year. It is our hope
that the Army will continue to conduct the competition in an opets and fair manner for both contractors.
Moreover, we would appreciate the opportunity to be briefed on the plan to determine an eventual winner
of the contract. A. fair and open competition to award the FMTV contract would not only be beneficial to
the primary manufacturer, but also to the secondary manufacturers working on'the FMTV project, such as
the Mayville Engineering Company. Oshkosh Truck is an outstanding Wisconsin company and deserves
equal consideration for this merit-based contract, ‘

We hope that you will thoroughly review our inquiry regarding the FMTV. We appreciate your prompt
attention to this important issue affecting our districts and we look forward to your reply.

Sincerely,
" L(W
S SENSENBRENNER, JR., ' THOMAS E, PETRI
Me of Congress . Member of Congress

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS
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Congress of the @wited 'ﬁ%ymm
@M@‘bmﬁmm B 20515

Maxsh 8, 2002
The Hotiorable Frank Wolf
Chairtian, Subcommittee on Commerce, Justic State and the Judiciary
H-309, The Capito] '
Washington, D.C, 20515

Dear Mz. Chairman;
! .

We respectfully ask for your support in appropriating $50 million for the Maritime
Administration’s Title X] Ship Loan Guarantee Program in fiscal year 2003, Without the Title
X1 8hip Loan Guarantes program commercial ship construction in the United $tates vill, for all
practical purposes, come o a halt, Owners and operators of vessels will not have the means 1
teplace theijy aging fleets, which will ingrease the risks 1o our environment, jeopardize American
energy self-sufficiency, and severely weaken the defenge shipbuilding industrial bage, '

The Administration’s budge;t, a3 last year, proposes no funds for Title X1 Joan guarantees,
and wrongly labels the Program an unpecessary corporate subsidy, The Title X1 program is not a

\

Many oppornents of the Program point to the recent defaylt by Amerjcan-Classic Voyages
(AMCY) s grounds for eliminating the program, Unforeseeable were the tertorist attacks of
Septerber 11" that sunk the vacation crijse mayket, as feat of additiona] terrovist attacks fed to
humerous cancellations, decreased futyre baokings, and evaporation of cash assets. Ag a result,
three established crijse ship companies filed for Chapter 11 reorganization, AMCY was one of
these companies, which led to a default on its Title X Joan guarantees, incfuding twe 1,900. -

passeiger ships undet construction st Ingalls Shipbuilding, [f not for these horiible acts of tertor
~ and their devastating impact on the cmise ship industry, no default woujd have ocowrred and
cobstruction of these ships would have continued, :

Title’XI supports many other commercial markets, some of Which also Support national
defense in wartime, It has enabled small and medinm sized companies to prder agd receive .
vessels that promote 1).4, commetce while protecting our environment. Today there are pending
applications for more environmentally safe dpuble-hulled of) tanleis, and potential for 20 fo 40
double-hulled shuttle tankers to serve the growing offshore oil production market in the Gulf of
Mexico, These ships, along with numerong pending ship congtruction projects totaling over $5
billion, would modernize and expand the U.S. flag fleet.

PIINTED ON RECYCLE PAPER



The construction of commercial ships lowers the cost of naval ships to the taxpayer by
reducing shipyard overhead costg and facilitating incorporation of commercia) practices, and -
commeteial technology fito miflitary construction projects, further strengthening the defense
shipbuilding industrial base. It wilk also preserve the jobs of thousands of lighly skilled -
creftsmen éssential to naval construction, At a time when the Peiitagon leadership acknowledges
that it is providing less than half of what is necessary to, sustain & 300-ship Nayy, and the six
remaining shipbuilders, upon which the Navy depends, we canmof afford to eliminate the one
program which helps preserve that vital industrial base with minimgal government investiment.

Title X1 program is absolutely necessary to meeting the national objectives of energy
self-sufficiency, increased dotmestic corametos, and a strengihened defe

efense shipbuilding
industrial base. Accordingly, we urge you to appropriate §50 million for the Title XI Ship Loan
Guarzntee Program in fiscal

year 2003, Thank you for your consideration of our request for this
vital program .

Sincerely,

ek s
C«»f‘("

Ce; Ranking Member Josd B. Serrano _ Title XI Ship Loan Guarantes Letter
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Gebhardt, Debbie

i
From: Gebhardt, Debbie
Sent: Wednesday, May 12, 2004 12:02 PM
To: Kerkman, Sue
Subject; RE: Manitowoc Co.

we are going to go ahead and sign on to the Feingold letter on the sub naming, so just alert the Mayors office
this Is happening.

----- Orlginal Message-—-—

From: Kerkman, Sue

Sent: Wednesday, May 12, 2004 11:59 AM
To: Gebhards, Debbie

Subject: RE: Manitowoc Co.

Let's keep our fingers crossed,

LR —

From: QGebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Wednesday, May 12, 2004 11:57 AM
Tot Kerlmean, Sue
Subjeei: RE: Manitowoc Co,

Right, we talked yesterday about item #4 and the defense contract. They are one of three consortiums

competing for this contract and the decision Is to be announced May 27.
————— Origlnal Message----

Franu Kerkman, Sue
Sent: Wednesday, May 12, 2004 1146 AM
To: Gebhardt, Debble; Markowltz, Rich

Subject: Manitowoc Co.

Tim and | met with Terry Growecock and all the senlor executives from the company, including Marinette Shipbuilding.
In general, they are very optimistic about their company and are currently adding 150 jobs at the plant in Sturgeon
Bay where they have 3 times as many employeas as last year. They have added 700 jobs in Marinette and 70 in
Mamtowoo at the crane plant

Areas of concern include:

1. Legislation....too much, too many changes constantly on corporations, especially as the result of the Enron ete.
scandals. Much time and money is spent on governance compliance, often which lack interpretive guidance. They
figure it costs the company $2 million per year. They have to "audit the audit". Unions hold out because they want
mare protections for the workers but at the end of the day, businesses go out of business and workers lose their
pensions. This causes problems for Man, Co. in their crane operation. They even have loans held up because of the
compliance issues. )

2. They want us to influence Kohl and Feingold regarding the Asbestos Reform. This is a big burden for the
company. While lawsuits are questionable in nature and they never lose any, they again spend an enormous amount
of time on them. The worst thing would be to do nothing, With the nurber of frivolaus claims, the people who have
legltlmate claims are the ones harmed. ‘

3. Transportation bill is of big interest to them.

4. Marinette Marine is blddmg oh that large contract to build the ships for the defense department. The House pulled
out all the $$ for smpbmldmg in '06 and put it into '06. This will cost at least 400 jobs in W (though not in our district).
Al Bernard is werking the issue with the Senate but want Tim to watch it in the conference, The issue is actually
bigger than the $$ deal. Someone pulled a fast one to get that change but they don't know who it was. What they
know is that General Dynamics want to keep them out of it. Tha company has partnered with Lockheed and no one
from either company saw it coming. Tim offered fo contact Kohl but they said Al can handle it in the Senate.
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Gebhardt, Debbie

Ce L
From: Bernard, Al MarinetteMarine,coms>
Sent: Manday, January 23, 2006 3:36 PM
To: Mullane, Patrick
Ce: Gebhardt, Debbie
Subject: ’ EPA Meeting

Patrick,

| want to thank you again, for all of your help ... | sincerely appreciate it! It was unanimous among our group that it was a
productive meefing. Terry will send a note to the Congressman thanking him and his staff for that.

If you agree, | can draft a “thank you® and follow-up to EPA from Chairman Petri - for your review - with the

following: thanks for their time and concern to the Issue, a very brief review of action items that were discussed,
appreciation for using MTW experience in determining a reasonable transition time and keeping the Congressman posted
on their progress and resolution with the rulemaking. If there Is anything else , please don't hesitate in letting me know
Regards, Al

Al J, Bernard

Senior Vice President, Washington Operations
The Manitowoc Company, Ing.

Tel: (202) 863N
Fax: (202) 863-3639

wWww.manitowoe.com

ke Sonfidentiality Statement kb
The information contained in this email communication and all attachments
herefo are intended to be confidential, privilaged and are for the sole use
of the intended récipient. Any retention, dissemination or distribllition of
this communication and any at'tac.:hments Is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this email in error, please notify the sender and delete this

communication and all attachments.
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To:  Rep. Buck McKeon
From: Rep, Tom Petri
Re:  Army Procurement - Family of Medium Tactical Vehicles (FMTV)

Recently, Oshkosh Defense (a division of Oshkosh Corporation which is located in my
congressional district) was awarded an Army contract for the U.S. Army's Family of
Medium Tactical Vehicles (FMTV), The contract award is for the production of up to
23,000 vehicles and trailers as well as engineering and support, The contract was
awarded through a competitive bid.

The losing bidders, BAE Systems of the U.K. and Navistar International of Illinois, have
filed a protest, which is now being considered by the General Accountability Office
(GAO). Note that BAE has produced the trucks in the past at a plant in Texas.

Apparently, efforts may be underway by some members of the Texas and Mississippi
delegations to circumvent the GAO protest process and insert language regarding the
contract award in the DOD authorization and/or appropriations conference report,

All T am asking is that we follow the established, fair process and procedures that we
have in place. It is appropriate that GAO resolve the issue. Congress should not attempt
to influence or interfere with an impartial review of the facts and the awarding of this
confract.

I request that no language regarding this procurement be included in the final agreement
approved by conferees.

In the interests of full disclosure, I do own some stock in Oshkosh. I was not involved in
any way and did not weigh in on this contract award in any way. This is 2 major
employer in my congressional district, and I am simply requesting fair treatment and that
-that we follow established procedure for my constituents,

PET-OCE-00000005
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Congress of the WUnited Statey
TWHashington, WE 20510

October 9, 2009

The Honorable Robert Gates
Sccrcmry of Defense

The Pentagon

Washington, DC 20301

Dear Secretary Gares:

We seek your assistance in preserving the integrity of the defense acquisition process as it relates to the
U.S. Army’s Family of Medium Tactical Vehicles (I'NTV) competitive rebuy contract awarded by the
Army on August 27, 2009, and formally protested to the General Accountability Office (GAO) by the
losing bidders in September, Specifically, we are concerned with recent efforts, based on inaccurnte
and incomplete information, to publicly criticize the Army’s contmacr award o Oshkosh Corporation,
cfforts that threaten to undermine the ongoing independent review and analysis of the GAO. We
encourage you to ensure that the ongoing protest review process remains free from undue influence or
outside interference,

Unfortunately and despite prohibitions on such interference, some appear to be atrempting to
influence the ongoing Government A ccountability Office review of this award. While we firmly
believe that the GAO protest of this program will be rejected as without merit, we ate concerned with
the blatant efforts to affect the outcome of this independent, quasi-judicial review by attempting to

raise protest issues through a public media campaign and through improper contact with Department
of Defense officials, '

We arc also concerned that some have gone so far ag requesting that the Army provide highly
confidential and sensitive source selection materials for their review, We believe this is hoth

inappropriate and a dangerous precedent that could result in undue interference in the competitive
process,

Finally, we believe the ongoing public relations campaign initiated by disappointed partics has
disseminared a significant amount of incomplete and inaccurate information regarding the FMTV -
competition. Oshkosh Corporation is a strong, diverse company that has produced aver 67,000
militaty vehicles for use by our armed forces, and is well sicuated to reliably serve the Department of
Defense for decades to come. Oshkosh officials assure us that they have more than cnough capacity
to handle the anticipated FMTV production, as well as any surge production that might be required,
with no impact on its existing contracts. In fact, the DOD scrutinized and confirmed Oshkosh's
manufacturing eapacity and capability in.two separate reviews this yeat, during both the M~-ATV and
FMTV competitions. Over its 80-year history of manufacruting vehicles for the Department of
Defense, Oshkosh and its highly-skilled union workforee has proven its capability to delivery qualicy
products on schedule while keeping costs low to the government,

In order to ensure that the process goes forward in an unbiased mannet, we know you will take steps
to ensure the Deparoment handles ourside inquiries relating to the FMTV procurement decision,
including requests for sensitive source selection materials, in strict compliance with the law,

PET-OCE-00000083



pacticularly while the GAO conducts its review of the protests, We request that you provide the
undersigned with a complete copy of all materials provided to other Membets of Congress relating to
the 'M'T'V competition as well ns the opportunity to teceive the same briefings that are provided to

other Member offices, including Committee briefings.

We are especially proud of our constituent’s long history of supporting our men and women in
uniform and ensuring they receive the best equipment available, We appreciate your efforts to ensure
the FMTV procurement and protest review process is handled in a professional manner. We look

forward to working with you on this mater.

Kk Kol

Sincerely,

W,

Herb Kohl, U.S. Senator

/ﬁd(id Obey,Mnbcr o%css
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"l'om Petrd, Member of Congress
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wen MooreGfembet of Congress

Russ Feingold, U.S. Senator

Ron Kind, Member of Congress

=

Paul Ryan, Member of Congress

Stve ffisen o

Steve Kagen, M.D,
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Gebhardt, Debbie

From: Fenlon, James

Sent: Thursday, October 01, 2009 3:58 PM |
To: Gebhardt, Debbie |
Subject: RE: oshkosh letter

All right, good to know. 1 will let you know if | hear from anyone In Kohl's office,

From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Thursday, Octoher 01, 2009 3:49 PM
To: Fenlon, James

Subject: RE: oshkosh letter

Acltually | talked to ethics and they said no problem - as long as it says let the process that is in place proceed , etc.

From: Fenlon, James

Sent: Thursday, October 01, 2009 12:26 PM
To: Gebhardt, Debbie

Subject: RE: oshkosh letter

Sounds good.

From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Thursday, October 01, 2009 12:25 PM
To: Fenlon, James

Subject: oshkosh letter

once we get the language, i'll run it by ethics committee just so we can say we got clearance if anyone ralses anything.

PET-OCE-00000015
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K. Michael Conaway, Texas
Chairman
Linda T. Sdnchez, California
Ranking Menber

Thomas A, Rust
Staf] Director and Chief Counsel

Joatnse White
Administrative Stafy Director

Charles W, Dent, Pennsylvania Jackie M. Barber

Patrick Meehan, Pennsylvania ONE HUNDRED THIRTEENTH CONGRESS Connsel to the Chuirnan

Trey Gowdy, South Caroling .
Susan W, Brooks, Indiana Daniel J. Taylor

Pedro R. Pierluisi, Puerto Rico aa * % » % ﬂ u% B U f i&ﬁpr kﬁ Rntﬂ tih Bg et lothe Rankig Manter

) 1015 Longwaorth House Office Building
Michael E. Capuano, Massnchusetts

; ¢ Washington, D.C. 20515-6328
Y ve}u-: D, Clm'kc,}‘le\'v York _— ] Telephone: (202) 225-7103
Ted Deuteh, Florida COMMITTEE ON ETHICS Facsimile: (202) 2257392
May 21,2014

MEMBER’S PERSONAL ATTENTION
The Honorable Tom Petri

U.S. House of Representatives

2462 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Petri;

I'am writing in response to your April 18, 2014, letter in which you “authorize staff of the
Committee on Ethics (Committee) to discuss with the staff of the Office of Congressional Ethics
(OCE) all matters concerning requests for advice from [you] or [your] staff regarding” four
companies.  Specifically, your “authorization” includes requests for guidance regarding “(A)
Oshkosh Corporatjon, on ot after January 1, 2006; (B) Manitowoc Company, Inc., on ot after
January 1, 2007; (C) Danaher Corporation, on or after January 1, 2011; or (D) Plum Creek Timber
Company, Inc., on or after January 1, 2012.” :

Both House and Committee rules require the Committee to conduct its work in a
confidential manner. Committee Rule 3(j) generally requires that the Committee “keep
confidential any request for advice from a Member, officer, or employee, as well as any response
thereto.” Further, Commitiee Rule 7(b) states that: “No member of the staff . . . may make
public, unless approved by an affirmative vote of a majority of the members of the Committee,
any information, document, or other material that is confidential . . . and that is obtained during
the course of employment with the Committee.” This confidentiality requirement for Committec
staff is derived from parallel language found in House Rule XJ, clause 3(g)(1)(F). For this
reason, even with your consent, Committee staff may not discuss with a third party advice that
Committee staff have given to you or your staff absent an affirmative vote of the full Committee.

Committee Rule 3(j) does authotize the Committee to “release to the requesting
individual & copy of their own written request for advice . . ., any subsequent written
communications between such individual and Committee staff regarding the request, and any
Committee advisory opinion . . . issued to that individual in response.” The requesting
individual is free to share materials released to the individual with anyone, including staff of
OCE. Committee staff reviewed the Committee’s files, and the Committee does not have a
record of a written request from you for a formal advisory opinion from the Committee regarding
the four companies identified in your letter.



The Honorable Tom Petri
Page 2

Committee staff also reviewed their notes and phone logs, and they do have records of
your office seeking informal, staff-level guidance from Committee staff regarding at least one of

the relevant companies. However, under Committee Rule 3(j) the Committee “shall not release

any internal Committee staff work product, conumunications or notes in response to” an
individual’s request for a copy of their own written request for advice.

The rules do permit Commitiee staff to memotialize their communications with you
andfor your staff and send the memorialization to you. = You are then free to share the
memorialization of those communications with the staff of OCE. The following represents
Committee staff’s attempt to memorialize our communications with you. Please note that this
reflects all guidance of which Commitiee staff has records regarding the four companies that you
specifically named in your letter, including guidance on an un-named timber company that the
Committee staff believes may be relevant. Of course, this may not represent all guidance given
to you or your staff because Committee staff’s records over the course of more than eight years
of guidance may not be complete.

e On or around October 1, 2009, a member of your staff contacted Committee staff
regarding a request to sign a letter from the Wisconsin congressional delegation to
the Secretary of Defense regarding a military truck contract that was awarded to
Oshkosh Corporation. Committee staff has no record of whether or not your staff
mentioned your financial interest in Oshkosh Cotporation. Your staff said that
the Texas congressional delegation was signing a letter supporting the entities that
did not win the contract, and the Wisconsin delegation was preparing to sign its
own letter asking the Secretary of Defense to allow the bid protest process to
proceed pursuant to normal Department of Defense policy and not allow outside
intervention in the process. Your staff further said that the letter would not
mention Oshkosh Corporation specifically. Committee staff provided informal,
staff-level guidance that you could sign onto the Wisconsin delegation letter.

¢ On or around December 18, 2009, a member of your staff contacted Committee
staff regarding a request to sign another Wisconsin delegation letter to the
Secretary of Defense following publication of the Department of Defense decision
in the reexamination of the Oshkosh Corporation defense contract. Again,
Committee staff has no record of whether or not your staff mentioned your
financial interest in Oshkosh Corporation. Committee staff reviewed the letter,
and provided informal, staff-level guidance suggesting one small edit to the letter
after which you could sign onto the letter.

e On or around February 26, 2010, a member of your staff contacted Committee
staff regarding a request to sign onto a third letter from the Wisconsin delegation
to the Secretary of Defense regarding the Oshkosh Corporation contract bid
dispute. Again, Commiitee staff has no record of whether or not your staff
mentioned your financial interest in Oshkosh Corporation, This letter urged the
Army not to award a one-year bridge confract to another defense contractor while
Oshkosh Corporation geared up for its contract, Committee staff reviewed the
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The Honorable Tom Petri

Page 3

draft letter and provided informal, staff-level guidance saying that you could sign
onfo the lefter,

On or around June 15, 2010, a member of your staff contacted Committee staff
regarding a letter to the House Sergeant-at-Arms asking that Oshkosh Corporation
be permitted to display an Oshkosh vehicle outdoors on the grounds of the Capitol
complex, Again, Committee staff has no record of whether or not your staff
mentioned your financial interest in Oshkosh Corporation. However, your staff
did indicate that the vehicle was manufactured in your district. Committee staff

reviewed the letter and provided informal, staff-level guidance that you could
send the letter,

On or around April 15, 2013, a member of your staff contacted Committee staff
regarding a request from a timber company, of which your wife is a stockholder.
The timber company requested that you sign onto a letter being circulated by
other Members and addressed to the Commitiee on Ways and Means. The letter
supported tax revisions that would benefit the timber industry as a whole. Your
staff asked if the effect of signing such a letter would impact your financial
interests as a member of a class ot as an individual. Committee staff provided
informal, staff-level guidance that the tax revisions as described would impact the

timber industry nationwide, rather than impacting or benefiting the specific timber
company.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. To the extent you are

represented by counsel in relation to this matter, please direct questions on such matters through
your counsel to me, at (202) 225-7103, -

cCl

Tom Rust
Chief Counsel and Staff Director

Rob Kelner, Esq.
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Gebhardt, Debbie

From: Gebhardi, Debbie

Sent:  Friday, December 18, 2009 10:41 AM
To: Dixon, Carol

Subject: Emergency Question re: Wl delegation latter going out today

Hi Carol:

| was wondering if you could glve me a quick call regarding a letter that is going out today re: this Army contract

that has WI and TX battling each other (we talked about a different letter a couple weeks ago). My direct number
E

Thanks very much -

Debbie
Debra Gebhardt

Chief of Staff
Rep. Thomas E, Petri

12/18/2009
PET-OCE-00000029
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Gebhardt, Debbie

From;

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Carol;

Gebhardt, Debbie

Friday, December 18, 2009 11:03 AM
Dixon, Carol

draft

Draft Delegation Letter 12-17-09 v3.doc

Here is the draft letter which would be sent by our Senators {Feingold always runs it by thelr ethics committee so assume
that is underway) and as many House members as we can get today,

Let me know what you think --
no matter what!!

Thanks --

Debhie

again, this is a major constituent company in our district that Mr. Petri would be defending

PET-OCE-00000092



Exhibit 23



Gebhardt, Debbie

From: : Dixon, Caral

Sent: Friday, December 18, 2009 1:14 PM
To: Gebhardt, Debbie

Subject: RE: Letter

That change is Fine - T re-read the whole letter.
- Caral

Carol E, Dixon, Counsel

Committee on Standards of Official Conduct
Suite HT-2, The Capitol
Washington, DC 20515
(202) 225-7103
carol.dixon@mail house.gov
From: Gebhardt, Debbie
Sent: Friday, December 18, 2009 1:12 PM

To: Dixon, Carol
Subject; Letter

" Hi Carok:

Just to be on the up and up and final ~ Sen. Feingold's office has made a slight change per their review so | wanted to be
sure you had absolute final copy on it. | assume this makes no difference to you but they added "assures us that it" in the
sentence below which is in the 4th paragraph:

"Oshkosh assures us that it has the vast majority of manufacturing infrastructure in place as a result of its - .
ongoing programs, has already acquired additional key tooling and equipment, and has well-established plans to.
implement any other improvements necessary to support the FMTV contract. "

Want to be ready to respond that ethics has seen final version of letter if asked. Letter attached.,
(and apparently every district has some kind of connection to Oshkosh-checked that out).

| hope | will not have to bother you again - sa thanks again and enjoy the holiday.

Debbie -

PET-OCE-00000096



Exhibit 24



Gebhardt, Debhie

From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Friday, December 18, 2009 1:12 pM

To: Dixon, Carol

Subject: Letter

Attachments: FEINGOLD.Draft Delegation Letter 12-17-09 v3.doc
Hi Carol:

Just to be on the up and up and final -- Sen. Feingold's office has made a slight change per their review so | wanted to be
sure you had absolute final copy on it. | assume this makes no difference to you but they added "assures us that it" in the
sentence below which is in the 4th paragraph: :

"Oshkosh assures us that it has the vast majority of manufacturing infrastructure in place as a result of its
ongoing programs, has already acquired additional key tooling and equipment, and has well-established plans to
implement any other improvements necessary to support the FMTYV contract, " :

Want to be ready to respond that ethics has seen final version of letter if asked. Letter attached.
(and apparently every district has some kind of-connection to Oshkosh-checked that out),

I hope | will not have to bother you again - so thanks again and enjoy the holiday.

Debbie

PET-OCE-00000094




December 18, 2009

The Honorable John M. McHugh
Secretary of the Army

101 Army Pentagon
Washington, DC 20310-010t

Dear Secretary McHugh:

We write to urge you to move quickly to implement the recent recommendations of the
Government Accountability Office (“GAO”) regarding the pending contract with Oshkosh
Corporation to produce the Army’s-Family of Medium Tactical Vehicles (“FMTV”).

It is important to highlight what the GAO did not recommend in its detailed decision released on
December 17. Specifically, the GAO did not question the validity of the RFP, did not
recommend a new competition or resubmission of bids, did not recommend new discussions with
bidders and did not recommend the cancellation of the current contract award to Oshkosh
pending the Army’s re-evaluation. We request that the Army adhere to the recommendations of
the GAO report and refrain from taking actions outside the scope of the GAO’s
recommendations.

In fact, the GAO upheld the vast majority of the Army’s evaluation decisions under protest,
including the Army’s positive reviews of Oshkosh’s price, which the GAO decision confirms is
$440 million below the price offered by the incumbent competitor. The GAO also outright
rejected protest challenges relating to Oshkosh’s financial condition and most aspects of
Oshkosh’s production and technical capabilities, including its expertise in the design and

manufacture of armored cabs.

" The GAO recommended the Army re-evaluate two elements of the production capability

subfactor — representing a relatively small portion of the many factors considered in the contract

. award decision. While the Army should reevaluate the offerors’ proposals under these elements

to address GAO’s recommendations, we are corifident the Army will continue to have
compelling grounds to find that Oshkosh has the proven capability to perform under the FMTV
contract. Oshkosh assures us that it has the vast majority of manufacturing infrastructure in
place as a result of its ongoing programs, has already acquired additional key tooling and

equipment, and has well-established plans to implement any other improvements necessary to

support the FMTV contract.

Again, we urge you to move forward to address the GAO’s recommendations and finalize the
FMTYV contract with Oshkosh Corporation as soon as possible. We believe the Army will
continue to have every reason to conclude that Oshkosh has the proven experience and
capability, offers the most cost-effective pricing and would provide the Army and the taxpayer
with the best value for the FMTV program. Thank you for your attention to this request.

Sincerely,

PET-OCE-00000095 "~
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Congress of the United Sintes
TWashington, DL 20515

December 22, 2009

‘The Honorable John M. McHugh
Secretary of the Army

101 Army Pentagon
Washington, D.C. 20310-0101

Dear Sccretary McHugh:

We write to urge you to move quickly to implement the recent recommendations
of the Government Accountability Office (GAO) regarding the pending contract with
Oshkosh Corporation to praduce the Army's Family ol Medium Tactical Vehicles
(FMTV).

It is important to highlight what the GAO did not recommend in its detailed
decision released on December 17. Specifically, the GAQ did not question the validity of
the RFP, did not recommend a new competition or resubmission of bids, did not
recommend new discussions with bidders and did not recommend the cancellation of the
current contract award to Oshkosh pending the Army's re-cvaluation. We request that the
Army adhere to the recommendations of the GAO report and refrain from taking actions .
oulside the scope of the GAQ's recommendations,

In fact, the GAO upheld the vast majority of the Army's evaluation decisions
under protest, including the Army's positive reviews of Oshkosh's price, which the GAO
decision confirms is $440 million below the price offered by the incumbent competitor.
The GAO also outright rejected prolest challenges relating to Oshkosh's financial
condition and most aspects of Oshkosh's production and technical Cdpabllltles, including
its expertise in the design and manufacture ol armored cabs, ‘

‘The GAO recommended the Army re-cvaluate two clements of the production
capability subfactor - representing a relatively small portion of the many factors
considered in the contract award decision. While the Army should reevaluate the
offerors' proposals under these elements to address GAO's recommendations, we believe
that the Anmy will continue to have compelling grounds to find that Oshkosh has the
proven capability to perform under the FMTV contract. Oshkosh assures us that it has
the vast majority of manufacturing infrastructure in place as a result of its ongoing
programs, has already acquired additional key tooling and equipment, and has well-
established plans to implement any other improvements necessary 1o support the FMTV
contract,

Again, we urge you to move forward to address the GAO's recommendations and

linalize the FMTYV contract with Oshkosh Corporation as soon as possible, We believe
the Army will continue to have every reason to conclude that Oshkosh has the proven

PHINTED QN NECYLLED PAPER
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‘The Honorable John M, McHugh
December 22, 2009
Page Two

. experience and capability, offers the most cost-effective pricing, and would provide the
Army and the taxpayer with the best value for the FMTV program. Thank you for your
attention to this request.

y
s

"homas E. Petri
Member of Congress

Tammy Baldwin . '
emberof Congres

Membcr%f}ongress

Sincerely,

Ao Fringl?.

Russ Feingold
U.S. Senator

v

ames Scensenbrenner, Jr.
ember of Congress

Ron Kind ]
Member of Congress

0

Paul Ryan
Member of Congress

Steve Kagen, M.D, A@
Member of Congress

PET-OCE-00000098
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Gebhardt, Debbie

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carol ~ left message, could you give a call re: a canstituent inquiry that we have and just want to run by you - we have
consulted on related matters in past so think we aré in the clear, but just want to be sure.

Thanks — Dehbie

Debra Gebbhardt
Chief of Staff
U.S. Rep. Thornas E. Petrt

2462 Rayburn | Washington, D.C. 20515

202-225

Gebhardt, Debbie
Wednesday, May 22, 2013 12:51 PM
Dixon, Carol

inquiry -

PET-OCE-00000117
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Gebhardt, Debbie

From; Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Monday, June 03, 2013 4;33 PM
To: McCanna, Meagan

Subject: how is that Oskhosh letter going?

Remember, when we send It we have to attach a disclaimer about stock ownership - per Ethics Committee advice,

PET-OCE-00000118
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Gebhardt, Debbie

From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Monday, June 10, 2013 2:15 pM

To: McCanna, Meagan

Subject: RE: just curlous on status of that letter to Armed Services

Should have something like this attached:

Memo

Ta: Chalrman McKeon
Rep. Smith
Chairman
Rep.

From: Rep.Tom Petri

In the Interests of full disclosure and at the suggestion of the Ethics Committee,
Oshkosh Corporation, a major employer in my Congressional district, and would
and treatment to other constituent companies in my district.

From: McCanna, Meagan - T .
Sent: Friday, June 07, 2013 10:54 AM
To: Gebhardt, Debble

Subject: RE: just curious on status of that letter to Armed Services

Jay wants to close it COB today. We'll send it out tomorrow.

Current cosigners:
Petri

Ribble

Kind

Bridenstine
Pastor
Duckworth,
Shuster

Carson

Bishop pulled after Hagel made a statement that the 11 day furlough, instead of 24, was dependent on the savings from
this specific reprogramming. His district has the largest population of DOD civilians in Congress at 12,000. They're

sympathetic to the industry, but local politics is requiting them to tacitly support
Bishop’s concern is relevant to TEP, but good to be aware of.

I wanted to note that | do own stock in
that | would give similar consideration

the reprogramming. | don’t think

PET-OCE-00000119



Getting Shuster on hoard was big because historically, if one mem
been removed. Any reprogramming action is supposed to be noncontroversial. Who knows If that

days with the sequester, but it’s definitely a plus.

From: Gebhardt, Debble
Sent: Friday, June 07, 2013 10:46 AM

To: McCanna, Meagan _
Subject: just curious on status of that letter to Armed Services

Again, ethics suggested we put that note on it so don’t want to forget that,

ber of HASC objects to a reprogramming action it's

will be the case these

PET-OCE-00000120 °
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Memo

Date: June 10,2013

Ta:  Chairman McKeon
Chairman Young
Ranking Member Smith -
Ranking Member Visclosky

From: Congressman Tom Petri
In the interest of full disclosure and at the suggestion of the House Committee on Ethics,
I would like to note my ownership of shares in Oshkosh Corporation, a major employer in my

Congressional district that contributes to the tactical wheeled vehicle industrial base. 1 give
similar consideration and support to issues affecting other constituent companies in my district.

PET-OCE-00000121




THOMAS E. PETRI 2452 Raviwn Houst Orrer Bun paa qﬁ
Brie D omcT, WIsconsiN Wasingron, DG 20615-4906 ot
(202) 225-2476 -
Congress of the United States ommta -
, (920) 922-1160 )
BHouge of Representatives S
Wiashington, BT 20315-4906 B o
June 10, 2013 , k-
Hon, Howard “Buck” McKeon Hon. C.W. Biil Young 57
Chairman Chairman ‘¢
" House Armed Services Committes Defense Appropriations Subcommittee
2120 Rayburn House Office Building H-405 U.S, Capitol , qo
Washington, D.C. 20515 Washington, D.C, 20515 .
Hon. Adam Smith Hon. Peter J. Visclosky ‘=
Ranking Member Ranking Member ‘
House Armed Services Committee Defense Appropriations Subcommittee i
2120 Rayburn House Office Building 1016 Longworth House Office Building .
Washington, D.C. 20515 . Washington, D.C. 20515 b
b
Dear Chairman McKeon, Ranking Member Smith, Chairman Young and Ranking Member o
Visclosky: : . i .
The Department of Defense’s proposed Omnibus Reprogramming Action (FY13-09PA), n
dated May 17, 2013, makes significant cuts to the tactical wheeled vehicle (TWV) industrial o
base. We are concerned by the Department of Defense’s apparent deteriorating commitment to L
the many small businesses and large firms that comprise this base. From fiscal year 2012
through fiscal year 2014 and inclusive of the proposed reprogramming action, each President’s o
Budget request for medium and heavy TWV’s has been reduced by more than 30% on average ko
from the previous fiscal year. Allowing this industry to languish under a further 28.7% reduction
in fiscal year 2013 funding will weaken the industrial base that enabled the design, testing, q°

manufacturing, and delivery of critical lifesaving equipment, such as thousands of Mine-
Resistant Ambush-Protected (MRAP) Vehicles.

We urge the commitiee to consider the Jong-term impact of allowing this unique y
manufacturing capability to atrophy and reject this reprogramming. In response to the 2008 b
financial crisis and the collapse of commercial outlets for specialty trucks and off-road vehicles,
TWYV suppliers and manufacturers have already lowered profit margins and cut overhead so they

might continue to meet urgent operational requirements, such as eliminating contractor positions ..
to save manufacturing jobs, curtailing executive compensation, and leaving non-essential
salaried positions vacant, e

With the downturn in defense budgets, each of these firms has obtained or is pursuing
foreign military sales opportunities to offset these domestic reductions. These sales have served -
as a viable risk mitigation option in past, but recently have seen several foreign militaries delay

acquisition decisions in anticipation of low-cost or no-cost Excess Defense Articles (EDA) v
driven by each of the Services’ TWV divestment plans. .-
o
;e
L

A
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June 10, 2013
Page Two

Collectively, these economic factors risk an accelerated contraction and consolidation of
the TWYV industrial base to the detriment of the taxpayer, recapitalization of TWYV fleets, and
future acquisitions. It is our understanding that when examining just one of the Services’
requirements, many of its “replacement” medium and heavy TWVs are found to be reaching the
middle of their service lives, often requiring immediate rebuilds upon their return home after the
last decade of war. As even more of these replacement vehicles pass the mid-point of their
service life, we recommend that you carefully weigh the consequences of today’s budget
decisions against the future cost of depreciated force readiness and a diminished TWV design
and manufacturing capability.

In light of these future requirements, the risk associated with current TWV divestment
plans, and the unparalleled capability that the TWV industrial base has developed to build
MRAPs, we believe it is essential that the Congress protect appropriate policy to ensure the
current industrial base will be ready to reset and manufacture the next generation of TWVs, We
respectfully request that you reject DOD’s request to reprogram any fiscal year 2013 funding for
the Army’s Family of Medium and Heavy tactical wheeled vehicles.

Thank you for your strong leadership on this critical industrial base issue.

Q Sincerely, f7 ,/ //} ,f-*f“-‘
——— L . (/ ! ;1: F :‘ A
= bo o U0,
Thomas E. Petri Reid Ribblg— 1° (%
Member of Congress :

Bill Shuster

Member of Congress
Roh Kind C Ed Pastor ~ f @

. RohE \
Member of Cangress " Member of Congress

Tammyy Duckworth
Membef of Congress

PET-OCE-00000123
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L
From: I\/IcCanna, Meagan ‘
§ Sent: Tuesday, November 29 2011 06: 00 21 PM
_ To: Gebhardt, Debbie o
[ Subject: RE: fire trucks R
L
{: Thanks for including me... interesting
Tim has supported in the paSt’?
Meagan McCanna | Leglslatlve Assmtant -
; ' Ofﬁce of Congressman Thomas E. Petri
x From: Gebhardt, Debbie
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2011 5:46 PM
. To: 'Will Stone'
| Subject: RE: fire trucks
Alright -~ talked to Jennifer on the Subcommittee and passed on Petri's interest and support
for addressing' 1t L SRR S S PR R N
L
| . From: Will Stone [mailto :Jl§@dennymiller.com]
L Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2011 11:19 AM
To: Gebhardt, Debbie
] Subject: Re: fire trucks
L
[ Can Lee and I stop by today or set up a call with you to explain thin_gs?_ o
[ Will Stone
Vice President
b Denny Miller Associates
400 North Capito!l Street e e
Suite 363 SRR
Washington, DC. 20001
(202) 783 office
. (202) 674-Ji] mobile

PET-OCE-00004298



dennymiller.com
Typed on my Blackberry with two thumbs - please forgive any typos

From: Gebhardt, Debbie [mailtom@mail.house.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2 :

To: Will Stone

Subject: RE: fire trucks

OK, I read the language as much broader with option 1 a general exemption of all
emergency vehicles from all federal weight, laws (and again this only applies to Interstates
since fed. government only has jurisdiction over interstates) and option 2 seems to actually
set state limits (which is a much broader approach than we have taken in past).

Not that I am objecting, I just want to be able to understand it so I can explain to Petri.

From: Will Stone [mailto Jll@dennymiller.com]
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2011 6:29 PM

To: Gebhardt, Debbie

Subject: RE: fire trucks

The exemption that exists for fire trucks covers everything on all roads however some
states say this doesn't apply to delivery. So all we're asking for is an expansion of the
existing exemption to cover the vehicle in transit to the fire department.

Will Stone

Vice President

Denny Miller Associates
400 North Capitol Street
Suite 363

Washington, DC 20001
(202) 783- office
(202) 674-J movile
I @ dennymiller.com

PET-OCE-00004299
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www.dennymiller.com <http://www.dennymiller.com/>

From: Gebhardt, Debbie [mmail.house.gov]
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2011 5:36 PM

To: Will Stone

Subject: fire trucks

I am handling this weight issue and have been reading the brochures left with Meagan. At
one point I was told this exemption was needed just for delivery of the trucks to the
municipalities/counties, etc. But this actually is a TOTAL exemption so no federal weight
limits would ever apply? I assume fire trucks are not on the Interstates very often (except
for delivery) which are the only roads where federal weight limits apply.

PET-OCE-00004300
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Oongress of Hhe United States
Washington, BE 20515

June 4, 2014
The Honorable Bill Shuster : The Honorable Nick J, Rahall, I
Chairman Ranking Member -
Commiittee on Transportation and Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure Infrastructure
U.S. House of Representatwes ' U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20515

Dear Chairman Shuster and Ranking Member Rahall:

We are writing today to urge you to include language in the upcoming surface
transportation reanthorization bill to implement a national standard for the treatment of
emergency vehicles under federal vehicle weight laws. This provision, as attached, was
prevmusly included in the transportatton bill successfully reported out of the Committee in the
112" Congress. The language enjoys the support of both the International Association of Fite
Chiefs (IAFC) and the Fire Apparatus Manufacturers Association (FAMA). The IAFC
represents over 13,000 chief fire and emergency officers, while FAMA represents over 110
companies that design, manufacture and service fire apparatus used by first responders.

Influenced in large part by the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks and subsequent large-
scale natural disasters, we as a nation have undertaken significant efforts to improve our
emergency response capabilities, including the procurement of more capable emergency
equipment, First responders are facing significantly greater operational demands, and modern
equipment is critical to ensuring that firefighters and other first responders are able to answer the
call and respond effectively to emergencies of all types. For firefighters, specific requirements
include increased aerial ladder reach and weight capacities, larger water-carrying capacities, and
the need to combine multiple functions within one vehicle. These increased opetating
_ requirements are driving emergency vehicles to carry additional weight with larger axle weight
capagcities, often causing these vehicles to exceed federal and state axle weight limitations, While
many federal and state laws and regulations provide some exemptions to emergency vehicles, the
operation of emergency vehicles is increasingly running afoul of state laws des1gned to govern
commetcial truck traffic. :

We strongly support the implementation of a uniform standard under federal laws and
regulations to ensure fire tricks and other heavy emergency vehicles are exempt from axle
. weight rules designed for commercial vebicles. Such a regulatory exemption should extend to
- emergency vehicles in service, as well as vehicles being demonstrated or delivered to fire
departments by a manufacturer, service, or sales dealer,

PRINTED ON RECYCLER PAPER




An appropriately tailored emergency vehicle exemption is extremely important to ensure
firefighters have access to the equipment necessary to perform their mission, and at the same
time would have little impact on road conditions given the small numbers of emergency vehicles
in service and their relatively infrequent use on public highways. In addition, expanded
emphasis on the ability of first responders to share personnel and equipment across municipal
and state lines in the event of a major emergency further highlights the need for a uniform

approach to the regulation of emergency vehicles. ‘

Thank you again for your attention to this initiative on behalf of our nation’s first
responders. Please contact Paul Bleiberg on the staff of Congressman Ribble if you have any
questions regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

aniel Lipi

hem Bustos

André Carso
Member of Congress Member of Congress

- _‘1-" “ €0 & ; v U7 . ;l ; 9‘ e \
Member hgress Member of Congress :
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Amend section 127 of title 23, United States Code, by adding at the end the following:
(i) Emergency Vehicles— - .
(1) In General— Notwithstanding subsection (), a State may not enforce against an
emergency vehicle, vehicle weight limits of:

- # less than 24,000 pounds on a single steering axle;
" wless than 33,500 pounds on a single drive axle;
» less than 62,000 pounds on a tandem axle; or .
e less than 52,000 pounds on a tandem rear drive steer axle, up to a maximum gross vehicle
weight of 86,000 Ibs. :
(2) Emergency Vehicle Defined— For the purposes of this subsection, emergency vehicle
means 4 vehicle designed to be used under emergency conditions to transport personnel
and equipment, and to support the suppression of fires and mitigation of other hazardous
situations. [per the National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) Standard 1901}
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From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2012 10:33:29 AM
To: @ oshkoshcorp.com'
Subject: RE: typo

I asked them if | could check periodically on status. Jamie McCormick is the staffer on full committee
that handles it.

From:_@oshkoshcorp.com [mailto JJIE oshkoshcorp.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2012 10:29 AM

To: Gebhardt, Debbie
_ Subject: RE: typo

Many thanks Debbie.

Jay Kimmitt
Executive Vice President
Oshkosh Corporation

(703) 5251

From: "Gebhardt, Debbie" mail.house.gov>
To: oshkoshcor oshkosheorp.com>
Date: 2 10:22 AM

Subject: RE: typo

Heard back from committee, they said case hasn't come up yet for preconsultatlon They don't expect it to
generate controversy when it does.

From: Hoshkoshcorp .£om [maul;o;-@oshkoshcorp com]

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2012 6:03 PM
To: Gebhardt, Debbie
Subject: typo

PET-OCE-00003927



One Mr. Petri's most important companies, Oshkosh Corporation, is seeking government approval to sell
the MRAP All Terrain Vehicle (MATV) to the UAE. 1t is our understanding that the State Department has
completed all the inter-agency approvals and now the company is waiting for Congressional approval.

Could we find out if State has sent up the "informal" Congressional notification on this case? If so, would
it be appropriate and helpful if the company offered to brief staff and answer any question on the potential
sale? If so, whom would you like them to contact?

The DSP-5 case number is 050390117

Although this e-mail and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus or other defect
which might affect any computer system, it is the responsibility of the recipient to check that it is
virus-free and the sender accepts no responsibility or liability for any loss, injury, damage, cost
or expense arising in any way from receipt or use thereof by the recipient.

The information contained in this electronic mail message is confidential information and
intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above, and may be privileged. If the
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this transmission in error, please contact the sender immediately, delete this material
from your computer and destroy all related paper media. Please note that the documents
transmitted are not intended to be binding until a hard copy has been manually signed by all
parties.

Thank you.

Although this e-mail and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus or other defect
which might affect any computer system, it is the responsibility of the recipient to check that it is
virus-free and the sender accepts no responsibility or liability for any loss, injury, damage, cost
or expense arising in any way from receipt or use thereof by the recipient.

The information contained in this electronic mail message is confidential information and
intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above, and may be privileged. If the
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this transmission in error, please contact the sender immediately, delete this material
from your computer and destroy all related paper media. Please note that the documents
transmitted are not intended to be binding until a hard copy has been manually signed by all
parties.

Thank you.
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From: Gebhardt, Debbie

Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2006 03:46:18 PM
To: Jay Kimmitt'

Subject: RE: DOD Auth

Ok thanks.

~~~~~ Original Message-----

From: Jay Kimmitt [maiito Jjf@oshtruck.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2006 3:24 PM

To: Gebhardt, Debbie

Subject: RE: DOD Auth

None that | have been able to find. We struck out with the HASC.
Hopefully we will be more successful with the HAC.

Jay Kimmitt

Senior Vice President, Washington Operations Oshkosh Truck Corporation 1300 North 17th Street, Suite
1040 Arlington, VA 22209-3801 703.525. 8

703.525.8408 (fax)

"Gebhardt,
Debbie"
To

mail.house.gov> "Jay Kimmitt"

2 oshiruck.com>
05/11/2006 03:18 cc
PM

Subject
RE: DOD Auth

Thanks ~- Is there any Oshkosh Truck specific provision at all?

----- Original Messageg-----

From: Jay Kimmitt [mailto:_@oshtruck.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2006 10:14 AM

To: Gebhardt, Debbie

Subject: RE: DOD Auth

Thanks for checking. | have found nothing in the Armed Service markup to be concerned about ref OTC.
Best,

Jay Kimmitt
Senior Vice President, Washington Operations Oshkosh Truck Corporation 1300 North 17th Street, Suite
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1040 Arlington, VA 22209-3801 703.525
703.525.8408 (fax) :

"Gebhardt,
Debbie". . .

.@ . o
manll.!ouse.gow "Jay Kimmitt™

<& oshtruck.com:>
05/11/2006 10:03 e

AM
Subject -
RE: DOD Auth

Jay:

| know we submitted request for appropraitions -- the DOD  authorization bill is on Floor today - anything
in there or something we should be aware of?

Thanks.

Debbie

————— Original Message--—--

From: Jay Kimmitt [mailtoWoshtruck.com}
‘Sent: Wednesday, May 10, A7 AM

To: Gebhardt, Debbie

Subject: RE: Egyptian Military Visit

great, thanks. we very much appreciate your help.

Jay Kimmiit

Senior Vice President, Washington Operations @shkosh Truck Corporation 1300 North 17th Street, Suite
1040 Arlington, VA 22209-3801 703.525-

703.525.8408 (fax)

"Gebhardt,
Debbie"

S To
mail.house.gov> "Jay Kimmitt"

<G oshtruck.com>

05/09/2006 07:36 cc
PM
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Subject
RE: Egyptian Military Visit

We are inviting youl

----- Original Message----

From: Jay Kimmitt [mailtoM@oshtruck. com]

Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2 20 PM

To: Gebhardt, Debbie

Subject: RE: Egyptian Military Visit

Thanks very much. | assume we are being invited to attend.

Jay Kimmitt

Senior Vice President, Washington Operations Oshkosh Truck Corporation 1300 North 17th Street, Suite

1040 Arlington, VA 22200-3801 703.525 Sl

To

703.525.8408 (fax) ‘
"Gebhardt,
Debbig"
mail.nouse.gov> “Jay Kimmitt™
<2 oshtruck.com>
05/09/2006 01:44 cc
PM :
Subject
RE: Egyptian Military Visit
Hi Jay:

This meeting has beenscheduled for Thursday, May 18 at 4:00.
Debbie

----- Original Message-----

From: Jay Kimmitt [mailto-@oshtruck.com]
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Sent: Monday, May 08, 2006 5:11 PM
To: Gebhardt, Debhie
Subject: Egyptian Military Visit

Debbie,

We would like to participate in the meeting with the Egyptian military visit to Mr. Petri if you accept their
offer. Happy to host a lunch for the group and Mr. Petri if this is how he would like to do the visit. Let me
know if we can work this out. ’

Many thanks,

Jay Kimmitt

Senior Vice President, Washington Operations Oshkosh Truck Corporation 1300 North 17th Street, Suite
1040 Arlington, VA 22209-3801 703.525 I

703.525.8408 (fax)

Although this e-mail and any atiachments are believed o be free of any virus or other defect which might
affect any computer system, it is the responsibility of the recipient to check that it is virus-free and the
sender accepts no responsibility or liability for any loss, injury, damage, cost or expense arising in any
way from receipt or use thereof by the recipient.

The information contained in this electronic mail message is confidential information and intended only for
the use of the individual or entity named above, and may be privileged. If the reader of this message is
not the intended recipient, you are hereby nofified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this transmission in error, please contact the
sender immediately, delete this material from your gomputer and destroy all related paper media. Please
note that the documents transmitted are not intended to be binding until a hard copy has been manually
signed by all parties.

Thank you.

Although this e-mail and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus or other defect which might
affect any computer system, it is the responsibility of the recipient to check that it is virus-free and the
sender accepts no responsibility or liability for any loss, injury, damage, cost or expense arising in any
way from receipt or use thereof by the recipient.

The information contained in this electronic mail message is confidential information and intended only for
the use of the individual or entity named above, and may be privileged.  Ifthe reader of this message is
not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please contact the
sender immediately, delete this material from your computer and destroy all related paper media. Please
note that the documents transmitted are not intended to be binding until a hard copy has been manually
signed by ali parties.

Thank you.

Although this e-mail and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus or other defect which might
affect any computer system, it is the responsibility of the recipient to check that it is virus-free and the
sender accepts no responsibility or liability for any loss, Injury, damage, cost or expense arising in any
way from receipt or use thereof by the recipient.

The information contained in this electronic mail message is confidential information and intended only for
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the use of the individual or entity named above, and may be privileged. If the reader of this message is
not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please contact the
sender immediately, delete this material from your computer and destroy all related paper media. Please
note that the documents transmitted are not intended to be binding until a hard copy has been manually
signed by all parties.

Thank you.

Although this e-mail and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus or other defect which might
affect any computer system, it is the responsibility of the recipient to check that it is virus-free and the
sender accepts no responsibility or liability for any loss, injury, damage, cost or expense arising in any
way from receipt or use thereof by the recipient.

The information contained in this electronic mail message is confidential information and intended only for
the use of the individual or entity named above, and may be privileged. If the reader of this message is
not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please contact the
sender immediately, delete this material from your computer and destroy all related paper media. Please
note that the documents transmitted are not intended to be binding until a hard copy has been manually
signed by all parties, -

Thank you.

Although this e-mail and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus or other defect which might
affect any computer system, it is the responsibility of the recipient to check that it is virus-free and the
sender accepts no responsibility or liability for any loss, injury, damage, cost or expense arising in any
way from receipt or use thereof by the recipient.

The information contained in this electronic mail message is confidential information and intended only for
the use of the individual or entity named above, and may be privileged. If the reader of this message is
not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please contact the
sender immediately, delete this material from your computer and destroy all related paper media. Please
note that the documents transmitted are not intended to be binding until a hard copy has been manually
signed by all parties. .

Thank you.
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From: Oppe, Lydia

Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2008 03:59:08 PM
To: Gebhardt, Debbie; Schwartz, Tyler
Subject: FYI

Jay Kimmitt just called
he can't make it to the egyptian aitaché meeting
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Subject: Copy: Delegates of the Egyptian Office of the Defense Attaché

Start: Thu 05/15/2008 04:00 PM
End: Thu  05/15/2008 04:30 PM
Recurrence: (none)

Meeting Status: Not yet Responded

Required Attendees: Schwartz, Tyler

*Also joining is Jay Kimmitt of Oshkosh Corporation

*To discuss the status of the US-Egyptian strategic relationship in light of the situation in Iraq, Iran-Israeli

& Palestinian negotiations, and developments in Sudan and terrorist issues
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Talking Points

Rep. Tom Petri

Hilbert Economic Summit

Suggested Topic: "Perspectives on the Region and Beyond."
August 16, 2007

General Opening - Welcome to Conference

I'm pleased to be a part to this.event. It's appropriate that Hilbert host an economic

~summit as today's forward looking agenda represents the outlook necessary, even in

Wisconsin's smaller towns, for economic success in the current global environment,

Northeastern Wisconsin may seem to some to be tucked safely away from the upheavals
and troubles of the broader economic world, but the reality is that no place is isolated
from the forces driving the world's economy.

This is as true in Hilbert as it is in New York, London, and Hong Kong and successful
businesses will prepare by arming themselves to confront the looming challenges while
also being unafraid to exploit emerging opportunities.

There is no doubt that the current world environment poses a number of challenges - each
carrying various risks.

o Risks can be managed if understood; international risk also affects the domestic
business environment and all must be well-informed.

o Each business must think of itself as an international player even if its primary market
extends no further than Illinois.

Opportunities exist alongside risks. Growing wealth throughout the world has broadened
the market for U.S. markets, and many in the Wisconsin business community have
noticed. '

o International trade is a growing segment of the Wisconsin economy - double digit
growth in state exports in 2004, 2005, and 2006. Exports are up 64 percent since
2001.

o Wisconsin's appears to be transitioning from an economy focused on local and
regional business to one that is finding increasing success in the dynamic
international marketplace.
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Challenges Ahead

The U.S. economy will face a number of challenges over the next few years. These
challenges are a primary concern for businesses doing business in both domestic and
foreign markets.

The local Wisconsin market mirrors the national market; large and small businesses in
Northeastern Wisconsin will face the same pressures as their counterparts elsewhere.

Political Challenges: 2006 elections produced new majorities in both the House and
Senate that are decidedly less friendly to expanding trade than either the Bush

administration and the former Republican congressional majorities.

o Already, the House leadership has allowed presidential fast-track negotiating

authority to expire, making the terrain for negotiating new free trade agreements very

difficult.

o Previously negotiated agreements with Peru, Panama, Columbia, and South Korea

also face an uncertain future in the House. New opportunities for U.S. exports will be

lost should these agreements continue to languish.

Commercial Challenges: Housing market reversals are having an impact on the
domestic economy.

o Job losses in the Wisconsin housing and construction sector are causing the state's
unemployment rate to creep up from record lows, though at 5.0 percent it is still
below the average rate from the 1970s, 1980s, and 1990s.

o Higher gasoline prices earlier this year, slowed consumer spending and reduced
economic growth in Wisconsin and throughout the upper Midwest. '

Financial Challenges: Deepening problems in U.S, credit markets resulting from the

subprime meltdown are likely to make it more expensive and more difficult to borrow.

o Higher operating costs likely to make global competition more difficult.

o Rising oil price will have on uneven impact on global competitors. Oil priced in
dollars cost U.S. buyers more, but dollar's drop against Euro and Yen mitigates

impact of oil prices on producers using those currencies.

o Energy remains a prime concern of U.S. manufacturers. Congress has struggled in

recent years to adopt a comprehensive and positive energy policy. It appears that this

year's energy package also falls short of reaching this goal.
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Opportunities in the Global World

Over the past two decades, the United States has sought to expand international trade.
Both the Bush and Clinton administrations, one Republican and the other Democratic,
have pursued a free trade agenda seeking to achieve a number of national goals.

This policy has not always been popular. In fact, its very success in fostering economic
development throughout the world has produced stiff competition within many industries
and caused some to question why we ever followed this particular path.

After years of steadily growing trade deficits, this tide appears to be turning in our favor:;

© American business community has risen to the challenge - producing products in
many sectors that are a match for the international competition.

© Professional economic forecasters point to a worldwide correction in trade and capital
imbalances which should result in a continued readjustment in the relative value of
the world's major currencies.

o The dollar's decline coupled with our growing economic strength suggest continued
robust export growth by U.S. producers and a declining trade deficit for the remaining
years of this decade. (Source: Global Insights) ,

Wisconsin Companies Have Risen to the Global Challenge

There's plenty of evidence to suggest that Wisconsin's companies are up to this challenge
and are ready to meet their international competitors.

Strong growth in Wisconsin's export put the state above the median in several measures
of trade achievement:

o Wisconsin ranks 19th among the states by measure of export value;

o Our state's exports accounted for 6.6 percent of our state GDP, ranking 15th among
the 50 states;

o Wisconsin export growth has outpaced national growth in this sector in recent years
(15 percent vs. 14.7 in 2006 and 17.4 percent vs. 10.4 percent in 2005).
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Specific Wisconsin Success Stories

Oshkosh Truck has enjoyed international success. Earlier this year, the company signed
a contract with the Egyptian Defense ministry for specially designed military trucks -
expanding their markets and creating opportunities for other Wisconsin companies

Harley Davidson is working to penetrate the Chinese market -- opening its first
dealership in that country last year. This is an important effort in a market that most
believe will be difficult to crack.

Saudi Arabia has become the number two importer of Wisconsin-built transportation
equipment and Bangladesh is now the fifth largest importer of Wisconsin's electrical
equipment and appliances.

Rosy Scenario's, Yes - Problems as Well

Not all companies and workers are enjoying success. Rough spots need to be addressed:
o Sock manufacturer in Sheboygan County, highly automated and thoroughly modern,
finding domestic markets distupted by growing sock imports despite government

promises to enforce agreed upon quotas.

o Service sector employees not afforded same benefits when jobs are lost to foreign
competitors - A.C. Nielsen employees' application for Trade Adjustment Benefits
denied because the company does not produce an "item."

Opportunities for Constructive Government Action

Break Stalemate in Trade Policy - Bipartisan agreement will be necessary for U.S. to
move forward with future trade deals, both parties will need to compromise.

Enforce Trade Laws and Agreements to Protect Threatened U.S. Companies - unfair
trade practices must be aggressively checked to maintain support for new trade deals.

Fiscally Responsible Government with Low Taxes to Promote Growth - low deficits and
low taxes will help U.S. companies as global environment evolves.

Transportation Investments to Facilitate Movement of Goods and People - our national
transportation system is in need of increased investment.

Expand Worker Dislocation Benefits to Include Service Sector Employees - TAA (Trade
Adjustment Assistance) law will be reauthorized this year.

Workforce Training - new training approaches to help workers adjust and remain
productive within a changing employment landscape.
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Wisconsin Economic Statistics

Trade

In 2006 Wisconsin exports were valued at $17.2 billion. This is an increase of 15 percent
over the 2005 which itself showed a 17.4 percent increase over 2004, Since 2001, state
exports have increased by 64 percent. :

Leading components of Wisconsin's 2006 exports are as follows:

Machinery Manufacturing- 26.5 percent

Computers and electronics production - 18.3 percent
Transportation Equipment - 13.7 percent

Electric Appliances and Part - 5.2 percent

Paper - 4.5 percent

00000

Canada remains the top market for Wisconsin exports. Mexico has been a strong market
for Wisconsin with exports increasing by 177 percent over 2001 levels,

China has passed Japan to become with Wisconsin's third largest market with exports
increasing 172 percent over 2001,

Other export destinations of note include Saudi Arabia (transportation equipment) which
increased its purchases of Wisconsin products by 202 percent over 2005, Bangladesh has
become the fifth largest importer of Wisconsin produced electrical equipment and
applicances.

Wisconsin's top five export destinations and percentage of export volume:

Canada - 31.7 percent
Mexico - 10.8 percent

China - 5.1 percent

Japan - 4.3 percent

United Kingdom - 4.0 percent

O 0 00O

Manufacturing Facts

Wisconsin GDP $216.3 billion

Manufacturing portion of GDP - $44.6 billion (21 percent)

Manufacturing employment (2006) - 504,600

Annual manufacturing wages (2005) - $44,457 (Average state wage - $35,115)
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Wisconsin Economic Qutlook

Wisconsin's unemployment rate was at 5.0 percent in June, higher than the national
average of 4.5 percent.

The WI Department of Revenue expects employment growth to remain slow in the
state, citing the slowdown in the housing market, increased risks from sub-prime
mortgage markets, and peak gasoline prices which hurt consumption.

Modest gains in manufacturing employment that were expected in 2006 have mostly
evaporated. The sector produced 100 new jobs during the year for growth of less than
0.1 percent. :

U.S. Labor Department figures show 2006 personal income to have grown in
Wisconsin by 4.8 percent, lower than national income growth (6.3 percent), but equal
to regional growth. )

Per capita income in the state increased 4.3 percent, again lower than the national rate
(5.2 percent), and in this case below the regional rate of growth (4.5 percent).

The Revenue Estimate, based upon the forecasts of Global Insights, Inc., expects the
Wisconsin economy to remain slow during the third and fourth quarter of 2007 with a
return to moderate growth in 2008 and 2009.
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THOMAS E. PETR] 2462 Ravsuan HOUSE OFFICE BULDING
87TH DisTAICT, WisCansiN WaskinaTon, DC 20516-4906
{202} 225~2478

Congress of the Tnited States romoutsam
BHouse of Wepresentatives -
(920) 231-6333

Waghington, BE 20515-4906
August 8, 2013

Dr, Susan Hedman

Regional Administrator

U. 8. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) ~ Region 5
77 West Jackson Boulevard

Mail Code: R-19J

Chicago, IL 60604-3507

Dear Regional Administrator Hedman:

P’m writing regarding a request being submitted by Manitowoc Cranes, part of The Manitowoc
Company, Inc,, for an economic hardship exemption under the Tier IV emission standards for
diesel engines.

It is my understanding that Manitowoc contacted EPA over two years ago regarding the
possibility of a technical hardship exemption because of concerns that they might not be able to
meet the Tier IV standards as a result of difficulties with engine suppliers. The company reached
out well ahead of what they understood the deadline to be for such an exemption in order to
ensure that the exemption was processed with ample time to avoid supply distuptions.

Manitowoc contacted my office almost a year ago requesting assistance with this process. At the
time, the company had been told by EPA that their application would not be processed until
ninety days before the scheduled engine delivery date, roughly in the third quarter of 2013 given
that the engines are supposed to be delivered in early 2014. The company expressed great
concern that if they were turned down for an exemption at that point, they would face significant
revenue losses (on the order of several hundred million dollars) because of, among other reasons,
an inability to fulfill orders beginning in 2014. They were therefore seeking some kind of
preliminary review from EPA to ensure that their application appeared to be in good order,
assuming the circumstances did not change between then and the time the application was
processed. EPA staff indicated that there were no anticipated difficulties with the application
and that they would maintain monthly or quarterly contact to ensure things stayed on track.

I was contacted again recently by Manitowoc regarding this process. It is my understanding that
EPA notified Manitowoc that, due to peculiarities of this case, the company was required to
submit a technical hardship exemption application at least two years prior to the engine delivery
date in order to be eligible. Because the engine delivery date is roughly five months away, this
type of exemption is no longer an option at this point, Therefore, EPA has now encouraged
Manitowoc to pursue an economic hardship exemption, Manitowoc has indicated that they plan
to file the necessary paperwotk for such an exemption as soon as possible,
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ﬁ“\
1 strongly urge that full consideratioh be given to Manitowoc's application for an exemption £
under this process. Iunderstand that the company has worked proactively on this process for ;
over two years and, from what I have been told, significant revenue and jobs are at stake should
they not be able to fulfill orders early next year. ‘ -
Please don’t hesitate to contact Kevin James in my office at-@mail.house.gov or o
202-225-2476 if we can be of assistance in any way. -
Sincerely, .,

=

Thomas E. Petri
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