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Petri Responds to Ethics Committee Decision to Continue 

Review 
 

Washington, D.C.—Today, U.S. Representative Tom Petri (R-WI) responded to the 

announcement by the House Ethics Committee that it will continue to review the allegations 

against him that were included in a report from the Office of Congressional Ethics (OCE), 

which is being made public: 

 

“I am deeply disappointed that the Ethics Committee has not yet resolved this case once and for 

all.   

 

“But I remain hopeful that the Ethics Committee – and anyone objectively reviewing the record 

– will conclude that I have acted properly and complied with House rules; any suggestion to the 

contrary by the Office of Congressional Ethics (OCE) report is untrue, biased and incomplete. 

 

“The OCE’s findings turn common sense upside down, attempt to rewrite specific House rules, 

and ignore the well-documented record of my office’s interactions with the House Ethics 

Committee, in which I sought the Committee’s advice, received the Committee’s advice and 

followed the Committee’s advice.  Yet, somehow, five years after the fact, the OCE has 

reviewed this record and concludes I “may have violated House rules and standards of conduct.”    

 

“Let me offer some important perspectives, ignored utterly by the flawed OCE report:    

 

“I have always taken pains to disclose my investments publicly, as required by the rules of the 

House, and they have been reported regularly in the local press.  Indeed, I was proud to let 

people know I owned stock in several of our district’s largest employers.   

 

“I routinely sought and took advice from the House Ethics Committee (the final say on all ethics 

matters) on issues regarding my stock ownership.  On each of those occasions, the Committee 

staff approved my actions.  Apparently, seeking advice, getting advice and following advice 

from the Ethics Committee is not good enough.  Now, the OCE seems intent on imposing 

arbitrary new standards and rules on actions I took years ago.  All Members of the House are at 

risk by the creation and application of standards and rules that have no basis in law. 

 

“The only reason I – and the entire Wisconsin delegation – became involved in the Oshkosh 

Corporation case five years ago was because the Texas delegation, representing a company from 
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its state, tried to step in and exert political influence – after its company lost the bid to Oshkosh.  

The local Wisconsin press at the time reported on these actions not once but several times, and 

understandably so.  The contract led to thousands of good paying jobs for my constituents and 

very substantial savings to the taxpayer.  I and my Wisconsin colleagues were not going to let the 

Sixth District suffer because another state wanted to play politics.   

 

“The only reason that my staff and I became involved in matters regarding Manitowoc was to 

ensure fair treatment and to obtain status updates.  The actions taken were fully in keeping with 

House rules. 

 

“Some news stories have suggested that my actions on behalf of Oshkosh have resulted in vast 

personal gain, implying a cause and effect.  There is none.  Has the stock value of Oshkosh gone 

up since 2009?  Yes, 10%, if looked at today.  But virtually the entire market has gone up since 

the recession. Meanwhile, what about Manitowoc?  In fact, it’s gone down by 10%.  Stock prices 

by nature go up and down.  And had I been interested in lining my pockets, as implied by some, I 

would have traded on the basis of my actions.  In fact, I have not sold a single share of Oshkosh 

or Manitowoc stock in the past five years, or ever. 

 

“There is no rule in the House of Representatives that bans Members of Congress from owning 

stock in employers they choose to support.  Some wish that Members not be allowed to own 

stock or that they be required to place all their investments in a blind trust.  I have no problem 

with either proposal.  But those are not and were not the rules of the House.  

 

“I can only hope that the Ethics Committee takes these facts into consideration, stands behind the 

advice it gave me, and acts before the end of the year.  Allowing the OCE report to stand as the 

so-called last word is certainly unfair to my record of public service.” 
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