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At the suggestion of the Chairman of a non-profit government watchdog organization, 
with whom I have consulted regarding a big ongoing scandal within the U.S. Dept. of 
Transportation, in late October 2006 I requested copies of all of Mr. Mineta's Form SF 
278, “Public Financial Disclosure Reports,” from Ms. Denise Shelton, Ethics Assistant at 
the U.S. Office of Government Ethics (OGE).  (In reviewing those reports and discussing 
their contents with my advisor, we noticed that major “red flag” in which Mr. Mineta 
failed to disclose the details of his capital gains profit in Trimble Navigation stock 
options on Schedule B of his calendar year 2000 disclosure.) 
 
However, in reviewing both the cover sheet and page 6 of his cy2000 disclosure, it 
became clear that the Schedule B in which he erroneously marked “none” as to any 
transactions was dated over a year after the rest of the report.  I came to believe, after 
discussing this anomaly with Tom Zorn, the Deputy Associate Director for Financial 
Disclosures at the OGE, that Mr. Mineta had likely amended this page 6 after he 
originally filed that disclosure, since the date of the page 6 in the report that OGE sent to 
me, April 18, was almost a year after his cy2000 was due in to the OGE (May 15, 2001).  
Mr. Zorn seemed to agree with this observation during my conversation with him. 
 
I mentioned to the non-profit Project on Government Oversight (POGO) that I thought it 
was likely that the cy2000 disclosure the OGE had sent me was an amended version, and 
that Mr. Mineta's initial and possibly other earlier cy2000 disclosures might have 
provided more details of his Trimble Navigation stock options transaction on Schedule B.  
In other words, I thought that he might have disclosed information about those 
transactions that would have shown he received an excessive amount of stock options, 
and then tried to hide those details later with his April 18th Schedule B amendment. 
 
On January 17, 2007, POGO issued a Freedom of Information Act Request to the OGE 
(attached), asking to receive Mr. Mineta's initial cy2000 financial disclosure and any 
other ones earlier than the April 19, 2002 report that they had sent me last October.  The 
OGE's response (also attached), dated February 12, tried to imply that Mr. Mineta's 
cy2000 disclosure had been destroyed because the agency was only required to keep such 
disclosures for six years.  Quoting directly from the first paragraph of that response:  
“Our file review has not located any such other copies or versions of that schedule or the 
CY 2000 report itself” (emphasis added). 
 
That letter also says that “copies of SF 278 reports are available to the public for six years 
after receipt” (emphasis added).  Since Mr. Mineta's cy2000 disclosure was received by 
OGE from him on April 18, 2002 (and dated April 19, 2002), it should not have been 
destroyed until April, 2008, more than one year after the date on the OGE's FOIA 
response letter.  



 
When POGO FAXed me that response I was amazed that the OGE had seemingly lost the 
one report that could potentially incriminate Mr. Mineta for what I believe was his 
fraudulent omission of the details of his Trimble Navigation stock options transaction(s).  
On February 23, 2007, I called up Ms. Shelton at the OGE to find out from her what had 
happened to the report that she had sent me four months earlier.  She told me that she had 
no record at all of Mr. Mineta's cy2000 report.  When I asked her who within the OGE 
was responsible for destroying disclosures that were more than 6 years old, she said that 
she was, and confirmed that she kept a record of which disclosures she destroyed.  I 
asked her to look at that record to see if she had, in fact, destroyed Mr. Mineta's cy2000 
disclosure, and she did and said she had no record of destroying it.  So the bottom line is 
that on February 23, the OGE had absolutely no record that Mr. Mineta's cy2000 
disclosure had ever existed.  Not only was it not in the system, but it had not been 
destroyed, either. 
 
I believed (and still believe) that someone at the OGE, in an effort to help Mr. Mineta by 
“losing” this potentially incriminating disclosure, deliberately tried to remove all traces of 
it from their system.  On March 12, 2007, POGO's General Counsel Scott Amey, with 
whom I've been working, issued an appeal of OGE's FOIA response (attached).  That 
letter recounted what Ms. Shelton had told me in our recent phone conversation and 
asked to receive copies of her logs over the previous 6 months that would presumably 
show that Mr. Mineta's cy2000 disclosure had not been destroyed. 
 
The OGE's April 12 response to POGO's FOIA appeal letter (attached) is truly amazing, 
and indicated that Mr. Mineta's CY2000 had magically reappeared, just as it had 
magically disappeared earlier. 
 
The OGE's April 12 response also tried to blame the agency's incompetence for the 
anomalies related to their initial acquisition of that disclosure.  The OGE said that the 
"source of confusion" regarding the April 19, 2002 date on Mr. Mineta's CY2000 
disclosure stemmed from the fact that until April 2002, almost a year after that report was 
due in to OGE, nobody realized that he hadn't filed that cy2000 report.  Thus our 
assumption that the April 2002 version was an amended version was apparently not the 
case because the report, in fact, wasn't even filed until someone noticed almost a year 
after it was due that it hadn't been filed.  Of course, if this explanation is the truth it points 
out monumental incompetence on the part of the very agency that is supposed to be a 
watchdog over our federal officials' ethics. 
 
I believe that someone with access to these disclosures at the OGE indeed tried to “lose” 
Mr. Mineta's potentially incriminating cy2000 disclosure, but that POGO's FOIA appeal 
letter caused that same person to “re-find” Mr. Mineta's disclosure.  This attempted cover 
up not only shows how important that disclosure is, but how hard Mr. Mineta is 
apparently willing to go to try to hide the details contained in it. 
 



January 17, 2007           

  

OGE FOIA Officer 

Office of Government Ethics, Suite 500 

1201 New York Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20005 

  

Re: Freedom of Information Act Request 

  

To Whom It May Concern: 

  

I am making this request under the Freedom Of Information Act (FOIA), 5 U.S.C. § 552.  Please 
provide the original Year End Public Financial Disclosure Report (OGE SF 278 Form) from Calendar 
Year 2000 for former Secretary of Commerce Norman Y. Mineta, filed sometime in early 2001.  
Specifically, please provide all copies–including but not limited to the original copy–of Mr. Mineta’s 
Schedule B filings, which can be found on page 7 of the Report.  If the Schedule B filing was amended 
multiple times prior to the existence of the latest version that OGE provides upon request (which is 
dated April 18, 2002), please provide copies of each of these versions.    

  

I request a waiver of all costs associated with fulfilling this submission pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 
552(a)(4)(A)(iii).  Disclosure of the requested records will further the “public interest because it is 
likely to contribute significantly to public understanding of the operations or activities of the 
government and is not primarily in the commercial interest” of the requester, the Project On 
Government Oversight (POGO).  Specifically, POGO intends to use the requested records to 
investigate Secretary Mineta’s financial dealings.  POGO is researching Secretary Mineta’s behavior 
during his tenure as Secretary of Transportation, and we need his complete financial disclosure forms 
in order to fully understand his connections to the transportation industry.  POGO’s research will help 
the public become more informed about the relationship between a prominent public official and the 
private sector. 

  

Founded in 1981, POGO is an independent nonprofit that investigates and exposes corruption in order 
to achieve a more accountable federal government.  POGO disseminates information about its activities 
to thousands of concerned citizens, policymakers, and the media via email, direct mail, and its web site 
http://www.pogo.org, which receives 75,000 visitors monthly.  The information provided by the agency 
will be used for the following activities: publication by email and on our website; publication in reports 
and newsletters issued by POGO; publication in the newsletters of affiliated nonprofit organizations; 
efforts to educate Congress, the Executive Branch, and other policymakers in Washington, DC; or 
investigational projects conducted in conjunction with the news media. 

  

If this request is denied in full or in part, please cite the exemptions pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 552(b) that 
justify the denial.  If an exemption applies, however, please consider exercising the agency’s 



discretionary release powers to disclose the records.  Additionally, please release all reasonably 
segregable portions of the records that do not meet an exemption. 

  

I look forward to your response within 20 days of the receipt of this request, unless, in the case of  
“unusual circumstances,” the time limitation is “extended by written notice.”   I may appeal this request 
if it is wholly or partially denied or if the agency fails to respond within 20 days. I am aware that, if 
successful, a federal district court may assess “reasonable attorney fees and other litigation costs” per 5 
U.S.C. § 552(a)(4)(E). 

  

Please contact me if this request requires further clarification.  Thank you for your prompt attention to 
this matter. 

  

Sincerely, 

  

Michael Smallberg 

Research Associate 

msmallberg@pogo.org

(202) 347-1122 
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