CONFIDENTIAL

Subject to the Nondisclosure Provisions of H. Res. 895 of the 110" Congress as Amended

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

REPORT
Review No. 13-9784

The Board of the Office of Congressional Ethics (the “Board™), by a vote of no less than four
members, on May 31, 2013, adopted the following report and ordered it to be transmitted to the
Committee on Ethics of the United States House of Representatives.

SUBIJECT: Representative Peter Roskam

NATURE OF THE ALLEGED VIOLATION: In October 2011, Representative Peter Roskam
and his wife visited Taiwan on an officially connected trip. According to the travel disclosure
forms filed by Representative Roskam, the sponsor of the trip was the Chinese Culture
University, an educational institution founded in 1962, located in Taipei, Taiwan. However, the
trip appears to have been organized and conducted by the government of Taiwan, with little to no
involvement by the University.

[f Representative Peter Roskam accepted payment of travel expenses for an officially connected
trip to Taiwan from an impermissible source, resulting in an impermissible gift, then he may
have violated federal law and House rules,

RECOMMENDATION: The OCE Board recommends that the Committee on Ethics further
review the allegation, as there is substantial reason to believe that Representative Roskam
accepted payment of travel expenses for an officially connected trip to Taiwan from an
impermissible source, resulting in an impermissible gift, in violation of federal law and House
rules.

VOTES IN THE AFFIRMATIVE: 6
VOTES IN THE NEGATIVE: 0
ABSTENTIONS: 0

MEMBER OF THE BOARD OR STAFF DESIGNATED TO PRESENT THIS REPORT TO
THE COMMITTEE ON ETHICS: Omar S. Ashmawy, Staff Director & Chief Counsel.
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OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CITATIONS TO LAW

Review No. 13-9784

On May 31, 2013, the Board of the Office of Congressional Ethics (the “Board”) adopted the
following findings of fact and accompanying citations to laws, regulations, rules, and standards
of conduct (in italics).

The Board notes that these findings do not constitute a determination of whether or not a
violation actually occurred.

I. INTRODUCTION

1.

In October 2011, Representative Peter Roskam and his wile visited Taiwan on an
officially connected trip.

According to the travel disclosure forms filed by Representative Roskam, the sponsor of
the trip was the Chinese Culture University, an educational institution founded in 1962,
located in Taipei, Taiwan.

. However, the trip appears to have been organized and conducted by the government of

Taiwan, with little to no invelvement by the University.

A. Summary of Allegations

Representative Peter Roskam may have violated federal law and Housc rules by
accepting payment of travel expenses for an officially connected trip to Taiwan from an
impermissible source, resulting in an impermissible gift.

The Board recommends that the Committee on Ethics further review the allegation, as
there is substantial reason to believe that Representative Roskam accepted payment of
travel expenses for an officially connected trip to Taiwan from an impermissible source,
resulting in an impermissible- gift, in violation of federal law and House rules.

B. Jurisdictional Statement

The allegations that were the subject of this review concern Representative Peter
Roskam, a Member of the United States House of Representatives from the 6th District
of Ilinois. The Reselution the United States House of Representatives adopted creating
the Office of Congressional Ethics directs that, “[n]o review shall be undertaken. . by the
board of any alleged viclation that occurred before the date of adoption of this
resolution.” The House adopted this Resolution on March 11, 2008. Because the

" H. Ros 8095, 110th Cong. §1(¢) (2008) (as amended).
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

is.

conduct under review occurred after March 11, 2008, review by the Board is in
accordance with the Resolution.

C. Proccedural History

The OCE received a written request for a preliminary review in this matter signed by at
least two members of the Board on January 25, 2013, The preliminary review

commenced on January 26, 2013.% The preliminary review was scheduled to end on
February 24, 2013.

At least three members of the Board voted to initiate a second-phase review in this matter
on February 22, 2013. The second-phase review commenced on Febraary 25, 20132
The second-phase review was scheduled 10 end on April 10, 2013.

The Board voted to extend the second-phase review by an additional period of fourteen
days on March 22, 2013. The additional period ended on April 24, 2013.

Pursuant to Rule 9(B) of the OCE Rules for the Conduct of Investigations, Representative
Roskam presented a statement to the Board on May 31, 2013,

The Board voted to refer the matter to the Committee on Ethics for further review and
adopted these findings on May 31, 2013.

The report and its findings in this matter were transmitted to the Committee.on Ethics on
June 13, 2013.

D. Summary of Investigative Activity

The OCE requested and received testimonial and, in some cases, documentary
information from the following sources:

(1} Representative Peter Roskam; and
(2) Represeniative Roskam’s Executive Assistant.

The Chinese Culture University declined to provide documentary or testimonial
information in response to a Request for Information and was determined to be a non-
cooperating witness. The University provided a statement in response to the Request for
Information, which is discussed below.

The OCE also requested documentary and testimonial evidence from the Taipei
Economic and Cultural Representative Office in the United States (“TECRO”). TECRO
declined to provide documents or to make officials available for interviews.

% A preliminary review is “requested” in writing by members of the Board of the OCE. The request fora
preliminary review is “received” by the OCE on a date certain. According to the Resolution, the timeframe for
conducting a preliminary review is thirty days from the date of receipt of the Board’s request.

* According to the Resolution, the Board must vote on whether to conduct a second-phase review in a matter before
the expiraticn of the thirty-day preliminary review. If the Board votes for a second-phase, the second-phase begins
when the preliminary review ends. The second-phase review does not begin on the date of the Board vote.
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REPRESENTATIVE ROSKAM MAY HAVE ACCEPTED PAYMENT OF TRAVEL
EXPENSES FOR AN OFFICIALLY CONNECTED TRIP TO TATWAN FROM AN
IMPERMISSIBLE SOURCE, RESULTING IN AN IMPERMISSIBLE GIFT, IN
VIOLATION OF FEDERAL LAW AND HOUSE RULES

16.

17.

18.

19.

A. Laws, Regulations, Rules, and Standards of Conduct

United States Constitution, Atticle I, Section 9, Clause 8§

“No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States: and no person holding any
office of profit or trust under them, shall, without the consent of the Congress, accept of
any present, emolument, office, or title, of any kind whatever, from any king, prince, or
foreign state.”

Mutual Educational and Cultural Exchange Act

“Congress consenty to the acceptance by a Federal employee of grants and other forms
of assistance provided by a foreign government to facilitate the participation of such
Federal employee in a cultural exchange...but the Congress does not consent to the
acceptance by any Federal employee of any portion of any such grant or other form of
assistance which provides assistance with respect to any expenses incurred by or for any
member of the family or household of such Federal employee. ™

House Rules

House Rule 23, clause I states that *“{a] Member . . . of the House shall conduct himself
at all times in a manner that shall reflect creditably on the House.”

House Rule 23, clause 2 states that “[a] Member . . . of the House shall adhere (o the
spirit and the letter of the Rules of the House and to the rules of duly constituted
committees thereof.”

House Rule 23, clause 4 states that “{a] Member . . . of the House may not accept gifts
except as provided by clause 5 of rule XXV.”

House Bthics Manual

“[T]he Constitution prohibits federal government officials from accepting any gift from a
Joreign government without the consent of Congress, and Congress has consented to the
acceptance of certain gifis from foreign governments — including travel in limited
circumstances — in two enactments: the Foreign Gifts and Decorations Act ('FGDA’) and
the Mutual Educational and Cultural Exchange Act (‘MECEA’), A Member, officer, or

#22U.8.C. § 2458a(a)(1). For purposes of this provision, “Federal employec” is defined to include Members of
Congress. Seeid. § 2458a{a){2).
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employee may accept travel expenses from a unit of foreign government only under one
of these two statutory grants of authority.””

“Under MIECEA . . . the tmveh’ng Member or employee may not accept travel expenses
Jor a spouse or family member.”

“The rule requires that a private entity (or enfities) that pays for officially-connected
travel will organize and conduct the trip, rather than merely pay for a trip that is in fact
organized and conducted by another entity.””

20. House Travel Guidelines and Regulations

“Expenses may only be accepted from an entity or entities that have a significani role in
organizing and conducting a trip, and that also have a clear and defined organizational
interest in the purpose of the trip or location being visited, Expenses may not be
accepted from a source that has merely donated monetary or in-kind support to the trip
but does not have a significant role in organizing or condicting the trip.”

21. Committee on Standards of Official Conduct Report on the Investigation into Officially
Connected Travel of House Members to Attend the Carib News Foundation Multi-
National Business Conference in 2007 and 2008

“To be permissible, a private source must both organize and conduct the trip, rather than
merely pay for a trip that is in fact organized and conducted by someone else.””

B. Representative Roskam Could Not Have Accepted Pavment of Travel Expenses
“for His Trip to Taiwan from Either the Government of Taiwan or the Chinesc
Culture University

22. From October 15 to 22, 2011, Representative Peter Roskam and his wife visited Taiwan
on an officially connected ‘[rip.10

23, According to the travel disclosure forms that Representative Roskam filed with the
Committee on Ethics, the sponsor of the trip was the Chinese Culture University,'" an
educational institution founded in 1962, located in Taipei, Taiwan.'?

* House Ethics Manual (2008) at 108 {citations omiticd; emphasis in original).

8 Jd. at 110 {citation omitted; emphasis in ori ginal).

" Id. at98.

¥ Memorandum to All Members, Officers, and Employees from the Committee on Standards of Official Conduct,
“Travel Guidelines and Regulations,” at 3 (Feb. 20, 2007).

? Comm. on Standards of Official Conduct, In the Matter of the Investigation into Officially Connected Travel of
House Members to Attend the Carib News Foundation Multi-Nafional Business Conference in 2007 and 2008, H,
Rep. 111-422, 111th Cong,, 2d Sess., al 157 (2010) (citations omitied) (“Carib News Report™).

1% See Rep. Peter Roskam’s Post-Travel Disclosure Forms, filed Nov. 2, 2011 (“Travel Disclosure Forms™) (Exhibit
1 at 13-9784_0002-0020); Memorandum of Interview of Rep. Peter Roskam, April 18, 2013 (“Rep. Roskam MOI™)
(Bxhibif 2 at 13-9784 0022-0025).

"I Fravel Disclosure Forms (Exhibit 1 at 13-9784_0002).

2 Chinesc Culture Unjversity Educational Ideals and Characteristics, http:/fwww.pecu.edutw/intl/index-e.htm.
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24. While the Chinese Culture University was identified as the sole sponsor of
Representative Roskam’s trip to Taiwan, information obtained by the OCE during the
course of its review indicates that the trip was actually organized and conducted by the
government of Taiwan.

1. The government of Tatwan was not a permissible sponsor of Representative
Roskam’s trip to Taiwan, as the Mutual Fducational and Cultural Exchange Act
(“MECEA”) did not apply to his trip

25, Representative Roskam had been invited to travel to Taiwan by TECRO officials
numerous times since he was elected to the House of Representatives.

26. TECRO is the government of Taiwan’s 4pl‘incipal representative in the United States,
serving as Taiwan’s de facto embassy.!

27, The invitation for the trip that is the subject of this referral came from TECRO in May
2011, when TECRO official Gordon Yang sent an email to Representative Roskam’s
Executive Assistant, inviting Representative Roskam and other Members of Congress “to
join the congressional delegation (o vigit Taiwan,” as authorized by MECEA, in June or
July 2011.°

----------- Forbardad HESSAgE o wwvmnn—
From: "Gordon €. H. Yang" <HSGLzcry. usy
! agr

Senky Pri, 13 Moy 3011 16:38:2% 8406
Subject: Cobwl fo Talwsn In June or July

Degr Frdonds,
How sre you? | hope this esall finds you #11 well,

¥ would Like to dnvibe younr Cangr@.s’smm op Congressvoman 0 doin the congressional delegation
to vwisit Teiwas during the perlod either from June 25 to July 2 or the perdod From July 318 to
23, The specific dates of travel arg subfest 4o change to accommodate the fmcividual Manber' s
sthadule.

The teip $5 sutliorized uader the State Department’s Mutusl Bducatioral and Cultupal Exchanges
ACt{MBCEAY snd sponsorad by the doverament of Talwan, It ulse follows the west updated ethlc
rules of both the Senpre and the Hause.

The delegation will be composed of 12-12 House Mewbers and thedr staff. Each Member can bring
phe staffar aleng, The itineray will be arranged {0 address the Merhers®

interests, providing them with the opportunity to understand mors abost Talwan while
ephancing the Bilatersl relations Between their respective constitnencies and Taiwan.

please 1ot me know 1f your boss san attend the Cobel at your carly ronvenience, hopelfully by
Toesday, May 31, Fleage alss fael Free to contact we (information as

below) if you bave any question about the trip, 1 Jook forward to hearlag frow you soeoi.
Thank youd

With bast regards,

gardon

13 Rep. Roskam MOI (Exhibit 2 at 13-9784 _0022); Memorandum of Interview of Exccutive Assistant, Office of
Rep. Peter Roskam, April 12, 2013 (“Executive Assistant MOI™) (Iixhibit 3 at 13-9784 0028).

14 About TECRO, http://www.talwanembassy.org/us.

¥ Executive Assistant MOI (Exhibit 3 at 13-9784 0028); email from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Excoutive
Assistant, et al., May 13, 2011 (Exhibit 4 at 13-9784_0033).
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28

29.

30.

31

32.

33.

34,

35.

. Representative Roskam could not recall when he first learned about this invitation to

travel to Taiwan, or any specific conversation about the invitation.'® He said that he
likely was told that he had received an invitation to travel to Taiwan and given a
proposed itinerary."”

Represcntauve Roskam did not recall any discussion about the sponsor of the proposed

trip.'® He told the OCE that he “has come to understand that there were two proposed
sponsors” for his trip to Ta1wan Whom he identified as the government of Taiwan and
the Chinese Culture University.' He d1d not recall any specific conversations about the
distinction between the two sponsors.®® He did not recall any discussion about whether
the proposed trip would be planned under MECEA or privately sponsored.”’

Representative Roskam said that he did not have a sense of who was paying for the trip,
and did not recall if that issue was dlscussed Rather, he said that his office relied on
Ethics Committee approval of the trip.”

Representative Roskam ultimately decided to travel to Taiwan with his wife, but he could
not recall when this decision was made.** -

As indicated in the invitation email from Mr. Yang, the Taiwan trip was initially to be
organized and paid for by the government of Taiwan under MECEA. >

Representative Roskam’s Exccutive Assistant said that, at some point after receiving the
invitation from TECRQO, Represcntatlvc Roskam told him that he wanted to take his wife
with him on the trip to Talwan This prompted the Executive Assistant to have a
conversation with Mr. Yang.”’ Hc could not recall when this conversation took place.”

According to the Executive Assistant, as a result of this conversation with Mr. Yang, it
was determined that Representative Roskam’s trip would not be conducted under
MECEA, but would be privately sponsored instead.”

The Executive Assistant believes he would have discussed with Mr. Yang the need for a
private sponsor for the trip, but he did not recall if he knew who the private sponsor wag
at the time of this conversation.®

'8 Rep. Roskam MOT (Exhibit 2 at 13-9784_0022-0023).
' 1d. at 13-9784 0023,

B,

P,

21,
a1 Id

2 Id. al 13-9784_0024.

B

* I at 13-9784_0023,

? Email from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant, ef af,, May 13, 2011 (Exhibit 4 at 13-
9784_0033),

*6 Exceutive Assistant MOI (Iixhibit 3 at 13-9784 0028).

7 Id.
%I,
I
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36. Because Representative Roskam’s wife traveled with him to Taiwan, the trip could not
have been conducted under MECEA. Representative Roskam therefore could not have
accepted payment of travel expenses from the government of Taiwan.’!

2. Because Representative Roskam's trip to Taiwan was orcanized and conducted by
the government of Taiwan, not the Chinese Culture University, the University was
not ¢ permissible sponsor of the trip

37. Representative Roskam, throngh his Executive Assistant, formally accepted TECRQ’s

invitation 13(3? travel to Taiwan on June 7, 2011.% At the time, the trip was scheduled for
July 2011.

38. According to Representative Roskam, the purpose of the trip was to lcarn more about the
relationship between the United States and Taiwan.>*

39. Representative Roskam said that his congressional staff, primarily his Executive
Assistant, was involved in planning the trip.* He did not recall any specific discussions
about the trip, but did recall some general discussion of the proposed itinerary, mostly
about the timing of the trip and his interest in secing his daughter while in Taiwan.*®

40. Representative Roskam told the OCE that he assumed that his staff was working with the
House Ethics Committee and “those submitting the invitation” while planning the trip.%’
When asked who he meant by “those submitting the invitation,” Representative Roskam
said that was the Chinese Culture University and the government of Taiwan.*®

41. Representative Roskam said that he had a “high level of confidence” that his staff was
regularly checking with the House Ethics Committee while planning the trip.*

42. On June 7, 2011, Mr, Yang sent a tentative itinerary to Representative Roskam’s
Executive Assistant.”’ Mr. Yang advised the Executive Assistant that he “will work with

3 Jd. at 13-9784_0028-0029,

! Representative Roskam could have accepted travel exponses from the government of Taiwan only under ene of
two grants of autherity: the Foreign Gifts and Decorations Act (“I'GDA™) or the Mutual Educational and Cultyral
Exchange Act (“MECEA™). See House Ethics Manual at 148, Under the FGDA, travel paid for by a foreign
government must take place totally cutside the United States; because Representative Roskam’s trip to Taiwan
criginated in the United States, the FGDA would not apply. Id. at 109.

32 Email from Rep. Roskam’s Bxeoutive Assistant to Gordon Yang, June 7, 2011 (Exhibit 5 at 13-9784 0036);
BExecutive Assistant MOL (Uxhibit 3 at 13-9784 0029).

3 See Tentative Program for the Visit of U.S, Congressional Members Delegation to the Republic of China
(Taiwan), July 17-23, 2011 (Exhibit 5 at 13-9784_0038).

* Rep. Roskam MOT (Exhibit 2 at 13-9784 0023).

» 1d, at 13-9784_0022.

14, at 13-9784_0023.

37 1d, at 13-9784_0024.

38 I

* Id at 13-9784 0023,

0 Bmail from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant, June 7, 2011 (Exhibit 5 at 13-9784_0036-0041).

9
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Taipel and get all the paperwork for you asap.... Please let me know if Mr. and Mrs.
Roskam want to add or take out any event....”"" :

43. The Executive Assistant did not know to whom Mr. Yang was referring when speaking
of “Taipei,” nor did he recall focusing on that reference.*

44. Representative Roskam’s Executive Assistant first learned that the Chinese Culture
University would be the private sponsor of Representative Roskam’s trip to Taiwan when
he read that in the tentative itinerary sent to him by Mr. Yang.*

‘Tuesday, July 19, 2011

09:30  Briefing by the American Institute in Taiwan/Teipel Office
(ATT/T) {de fucto US Embassy in Taiwan)

P00 Call on T, Shin-yuan LAT, Chairwormal, Mainland Affnirs
Councit (MAC), Executive Yran (the Cabinet)

12:30  Luneb with faculties and swmdents of the Chinese Culivre
University (CCU) (Host of the frip) -

1400 Vigit Campns of CCLT

45. The Exccutive Assistant said that he did not know who prepared the tentative itinerary. ™

46. At the time he received the tentative itinerary, the Executive Assistant was not familiar
with the Chinese Culture University.*” He did not have any conversations with Mr. Yang
about who the Chinese Culture University was.*

47. While the Chinese Culture University was identified as the private sponsor of
Representative Roskam’s trip, the travel arrangements and itinerary continued to be
organized and planned by Taiwanese government officials,

48. On June 15, 2011, Mr. Yang emailed the Executive Assistant that he had “all the
docuranets [sic] for you to file to the ethics committee.”” He later emailed that he “will
bring the invitation and private sponsor certification form signed by the Chinese Culture
University” to the Executive Assistant’s office.®

49. The Executive Assistant told the OCE that, while he understood at this time that the
Chinese Culture University was the private sponsor of Representative Roskam’s trip,

M 14 at 13-9784 0036,

* Executive Assistant MOT (Exhibit 3 at 13-9784_0029).

“ Executjve Assistant MOI (Exhibit 3 at 13-9784_0028); Tentative Program for the Visit of U.S. Congressional

Members Delegation {o the Republic of China (Taiwan), July 17-23, 2011 (Exhibit 5 at 13-9784_0038).

* Executive Assistant MOI (Exhibit 2 at 13-9784_0029),

® 1d. at 13-9784_0028.

A

:z Email from Gordon Yang to Rep, Roskam’s Executive Assistant, Tunc 15, 2011 (Exhibit 6 at 13-9784_0043),
id,

10
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neither he nor anyone in his office had had any contact with the University.* He did not
discuss the private sponsor certification form with anyone from the University.*®

50. On July 11, 2011, Representative Roskam, his wife, and the Executive Assistant had a
“pre-trip lunch” with the TECRO Representative in the United States, during which they
discussed the Roskams’ coming trip to Taiwan.”!

51. Around this same time, changes in the congressional schedule necessitated a change in
travel dates for Representative Roskam.>* On July 20, 2011, the Executive Assistant
emailed Mr. Yang with new travel dates of September 24 to 30, 2011.%

52. The Executive Assistant told the OCE that he did not discuss scheduling with anyone
from the Chinese Culture University.**

53. TECRO officials were responsible for making the logistical arrangements for
Representative Roskam’s trip. For example, on June 6, 2011, the Executive Assistant
had asked Mr. Yang if the proposed date of departure could be moved by one day.>® Mr.
Yang responded that he would “change flights booking at once.”

54. On July 28, 2011, Mr. Yang emailed the Executive Assistant to inform him that he had
“book[ed] the flight from San Francisco to Taipei in early morning (around 1 am) on
September 24th. That means that Mr. and Mrs. Roskam need to flight [sic] out from DC
or Chicago to San Francisco in the ¢vening of the 23rd. Do you think if it would work
for their schedule? Let me know.”’

55, Mr. Yang was also inchuded in emails from China Airlincs to the Executive Assistant
regarding the flight arrangements for Representative Roskam and his wife.”®

< 56. The Executive Assistant told the OCE that the only person he spoke with regarding the
logistics for Representative Roskam’s trip was Mr. Yang.*

:z Executive Assistant MOI (Exhibit 3 at 13-9784_0029).

Id.
*! Bmail from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant, June 9, 2011 (Exhibit 6 at 13-9784_0043); email
from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant, July 11, 2011 (Exhibit 7 at 13-97864_0052). Rep.
Roskam’s Executive Assistant also recalled a pre-trip bricfing held at the TECRO offices in Washington, DC, with
the TECRO ambassador and other TECRO officials, attended by the Executive Assistant, Rep. Roskam, his wife,
and his daughter, who was interning at TECRO at the time. See Executive Assistant MO (Exhibit 3 at 13-
9784 _0029). Rep. Roskam did not recall a pre-trip briefing at TECRO. See Rep. Roskam MOI (Exhibit 2 at 13-
9784_0024). It is unclear whether such a pre-trip briefing occurred.
* Bmail from Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant to Gordon Yang, July 8, 2011 (Exhibit 8 at 13-9784_0054).
* Bmail from Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant to Gordon Yang, July 20, 2011 (Exhibit 7 at 13-9784_0052).
™ Executive Assistant MOI (Exhibit 3 at 13-9784_0029).
% Email from Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant to Gordon Yang, Tune 6, 2011 (Exhibit 9 at 13-9784 0057,
38 Email from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Iixecutive Assistant, June 6, 2011 {Exhibit 9 at 13_5784 0057).
f? Email from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant, July 28, 2011 (BExhibit 10 at 13-9784 0060).
% See email from Ken Chong to Rep. Roskam’s Exccutive Assistant, copied to Gordon Yang, Sept. 27, 2011
(Exhibit 11 at 13-9784_0063}); email from Ken Chong to Rep. Roskam’s Bxecutive Assistant and Gordon Yang,
Oct. 11, 2011 (Exhibit 12 at 13-9784 0066); see alse email from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Executive
Agssistant, Oct, 12, 2011 (Exhibit 13 at 13-9784 0069} (“1’ve also seen that Ken [Chong of China Airlines] has
already sent the E-tickets to you.™) .

11
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57.

58.

59.

© 60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

On August 3, 2011, Mr. Yang emailed an updated tentative itinerary, with travel
scheduled for September 23 to 30, 2011, to the Executive Assistant, asking him to “[1]et
me know if there’s any question on your end.”®

On August 4, 2011, the Executive Assistant emailed Mr. Yang fo request another change
in travel dates to avoid the potential for conflicts with congressional business.®! Mr.
Yang responded the next day, telling the Executive Assistant, “For now, I will contact
travel agent to book flights for the new dates and give Taipei a heads-up that the
Congressman might change the dates of his visit.”?

When the Executive Assistant emailed Mr. Yang on August 22, 2011, to confirm the new
dates for the trip, Mr. Yang responded, “I'm now in Taiwan and have told our guys here
about the change of dates. They understand Mr. Roskam’s concern and would change
everything based on the new dates October 15-21. I will get back to you with the new
ethics form from the sponsor sometime next week.”®

The Executive Assistant told the OCE that he did not know to whom Mr, Yang was
referring when he spoke of “our guys.”*

On August 26, 2011, Mr. Yang emailed another updated tentative itinerary, with new
travel dates of October 15 to 22, 2011, to the Executive Assistant.®

On September 2, 2011, Mr. Yang emailed the Executive Assistant to let him know that he
“got the new ethics form from the Chinese Culture University. I plan to stop by vour
office on Tuesday to deliver it to you....”*® The jnvitation letter from the Chinese Culture
University to Representative Roskam included in Representative Roskam’s travel filings
is dated September 2, 201 1.9 '

The Executive Assistant said that, on or around September 15, 2011, Representative
Roskam asked him to get in contact with the people organizing the Taiwan trip to arrange
time for him to visit his daughter while he was in Taiwan.®

On September 15, 2011, Representative Roskam’s Executive Assistant emailed Mr, Yang
to request that TECRO arrange for Representative Roskam to watch his daughter teach

% Executive Assistant MOY (Lxhibit 3 at 13-9784_0029).

% Email from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Exccutive Assistant, Aug. 3, 2011 (Exhibit 14 at 13-9784_0072).
®! Pmail from Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant to Gordon Yang, Aug. 4, 2011 (Exhibit 15 at 13-9784 0079-
0080).
%2 Email from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant, Aug. 3, 2011 (Exhibit 15 at 13-9784 0079).
 Email from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant, Aug. 22, 2011 (Exhibit 15 at 13-9784 0078).
 Executive Assistant MOI (Exhibit 3 at 13-9784_0029).

% Email from Gordon Yang to Rep. Roskam’s Executive Assistant, Aug. 26, 2011 (Exhibit 15 at 13-9784_0078).
% Bmail from Gordon Yang to Rep, Roskam’s Executive Assistant, Sept. 2, 2011 (Exhibit 16 at 13-9784 0088).

57 Letter from Wennyih Wu, President, Chinese Culturo University, to Rep. Peter Roskam, Sept. 2, 2011 (Exhibit 1
at 13-9784_0011).

% Executive Assistant MOI (Exhibit 3 at 13-9784_0030).
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class and have dinner with his danghter’s host family in Taiwan.” Mr. Yang responded
that TECRO could make arrangements for both requests.”

On September 27, 2011, the Executive Assistant emailed Mr. Yang concerning “[a]
couple more things for the trip,” including a request from Representative Roskam that his
daughter join him for some of his meetings in Taipei.”! When Mr. Yang suggested that
“[t]he host may be ablc to cover her cost as well,”"* the Executive Assistant told him that
he had “talked to someone in the ethics office this morning and confirmed
[Representative Roskam] has to pay the costs associated with her being there. The
Congressman is fine with that so no need to inquire