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Foundation routinely comments on all pro-
posed rules governing use of Federal grass-
lands issued by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment. BLM may require an employee to re-
sign his uncompensated position as Vice 
President of the Foundation as a condition 
of his promotion to a policy-level position 
within the Bureau rather than allowing him 
to rely on disqualification in particular 
cases. 

(d) Reasonable period to divest or termi-
nate. Whenever an agency directs dives-
titure of a financial interest under 
paragraph (a) or (b) of this section, the 
employee shall be given a reasonable 
period of time, considering the nature 
of his particular duties and the nature 
and marketability of the interest, 
within which to comply with the agen-
cy’s direction. Except in cases of un-
usual hardship, as determined by the 
agency, a reasonable period shall not 
exceed 90 days from the date divesti-
ture is first directed. However, as long 
as the employee continues to hold the 
financial interest, he remains subject 
to any restrictions imposed by this 
subpart. 

(e) Eligibility for special tax treatment. 
An employee required to sell or other-
wise divest a financial interest may be 
eligible to defer the tax consequences 
of divestiture under subpart J of part 
2634 of this chapter. 

[57 FR 35042, Aug. 7, 1992, as amended at 59 
FR 4780, Feb. 2, 1994; 60 FR 6391, Feb. 2, 1995; 
60 FR 66858, Dec. 27, 1995; 61 FR 40951, Aug. 7, 
1996; 62 FR 48748, Sept. 17, 1996] 

Subpart E—Impartiality in 
Performing Official Duties 

§ 2635.501 Overview. 
(a) This subpart contains two provi-

sions intended to ensure that an em-
ployee takes appropriate steps to avoid 
an appearance of loss of impartiality in 
the performance of his official duties. 
Under § 2635.502, unless he receives 
prior authorization, an employee 
should not participate in a particular 
matter involving specific parties which 
he knows is likely to affect the finan-
cial interests of a member of his house-
hold, or in which he knows a person 
with whom he has a covered relation-
ship is or represents a party, if he de-
termines that a reasonable person with 
knowledge of the relevant facts would 

question his impartiality in the mat-
ter. An employee who is concerned that 
other circumstances would raise a 
question regarding his impartiality 
should use the process described in 
§ 2635.502 to determine whether he 
should or should not participate in a 
particular matter. 

(b) Under § 2635.503, an employee who 
has received an extraordinary sever-
ance or other payment from a former 
employer prior to entering Government 
service is subject, in the absence of a 
waiver, to a two-year period of dis-
qualification from participation in par-
ticular matters in which that former 
employer is or represents a party. 

NOTE: Questions regarding impartiality 
necessarily arise when an employee’s official 
duties impact upon the employee’s own fi-
nancial interests or those of certain other 
persons, such as the employee’s spouse or 
minor child. An employee is prohibited by 
criminal statute, 18 U.S.C. 208(a), from par-
ticipating personally and substantially in an 
official capacity in any particular matter in 
which, to his knowledge, he, his spouse, gen-
eral partner or minor child has a financial 
interest, if the particular matter will have a 
direct and predictable effect on that interest. 
The statutory prohibition also extends to an 
employee’s participation in a particular 
matter in which, to his knowledge, an orga-
nization in which the employee is serving as 
officer, director, trustee, general partner or 
employee, or with whom he is negotiating or 
has an arrangement concerning prospective 
employment has a financial interest. Where 
the employee’s participation in a particular 
matter would affect any one of these finan-
cial interests, the standards set forth in sub-
parts D or F of this part apply and only a 
statutory waiver or exemption, as described 
in §§ 2635.402(d) and 2635.605(a), will enable the 
employee to participate in that matter. The 
authorization procedures in § 2635.502(d) may 
not be used to authorize an employee’s par-
ticipation in any such matter. Where the em-
ployee complies with all terms of the waiver, 
the granting of a statutory waiver will be 
deemed to constitute a determination that 
the interest of the Government in the em-
ployee’s participation outweighs the concern 
that a reasonable person may question the 
integrity of agency programs and operations. 
Similarly, where the employee meets all pre-
requisites for the application of one of the 
exemptions set forth in subpart B of part 2640 
of this chapter, that also constitutes a deter-
mination that the interest of the Govern-
ment in the employee’s participation out-
weighs the concern that a reasonable person 
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may question the integrity of agency pro-
grams and operations. 

[57 FR 35042, Aug. 7, 1992, as amended at 62 
FR 48748, Sept. 17, 1997] 

§ 2635.502 Personal and business rela-
tionships. 

(a) Consideration of appearances by the 
employee. Where an employee knows 
that a particular matter involving spe-
cific parties is likely to have a direct 
and predictable effect on the financial 
interest of a member of his household, 
or knows that a person with whom he 
has a covered relationship is or rep-
resents a party to such matter, and 
where the employee determines that 
the circumstances would cause a rea-
sonable person with knowledge of the 
relevant facts to question his impar-
tiality in the matter, the employee 
should not participate in the matter 
unless he has informed the agency des-
ignee of the appearance problem and 
received authorization from the agency 
designee in accordance with paragraph 
(d) of this section. 

(1) In considering whether a relation-
ship would cause a reasonable person 
to question his impartiality, an em-
ployee may seek the assistance of his 
supervisor, an agency ethics official or 
the agency designee. 

(2) An employee who is concerned 
that circumstances other than those 
specifically described in this section 
would raise a question regarding his 
impartiality should use the process de-
scribed in this section to determine 
whether he should or should not par-
ticipate in a particular matter. 

(b) Definitions. For purposes of this 
section: 

(1) An employee has a covered rela-
tionship with: 

(i) A person, other than a prospective 
employer described in § 2635.603(c), with 
whom the employee has or seeks a 
business, contractual or other financial 
relationship that involves other than a 
routine consumer transaction; 

NOTE: An employee who is seeking employ-
ment within the meaning of § 2635.603 shall 
comply with subpart F of this part rather 
than with this section. 

(ii) A person who is a member of the 
employee’s household, or who is a rel-
ative with whom the employee has a 
close personal relationship; 

(iii) A person for whom the employ-
ee’s spouse, parent or dependent child 
is, to the employee’s knowledge, serv-
ing or seeking to serve as an officer, di-
rector, trustee, general partner, agent, 
attorney, consultant, contractor or 
employee; 

(iv) Any person for whom the em-
ployee has, within the last year, served 
as officer, director, trustee, general 
partner, agent, attorney, consultant, 
contractor or employee; or 

(v) An organization, other than a po-
litical party described in 26 U.S.C. 
527(e), in which the employee is an ac-
tive participant. Participation is ac-
tive if, for example, it involves service 
as an official of the organization or in 
a capacity similar to that of a com-
mittee or subcommittee chairperson or 
spokesperson, or participation in di-
recting the activities of the organiza-
tion. In other cases, significant time 
devoted to promoting specific pro-
grams of the organization, including 
coordination of fundraising efforts, is 
an indication of active participation. 
Payment of dues or the donation or so-
licitation of financial support does not, 
in itself, constitute active participa-
tion. 

NOTE: Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to suggest that an employee should 
not participate in a matter because of his po-
litical, religious or moral views. 

(2) Direct and predictable effect has the 
meaning set forth in § 2635.402(b)(1). 

(3) Particular matter involving specific 
parties has the meaning set forth in 
§ 2637.102(a)(7) of this chapter. 

Example 1: An employee of the General 
Services Administration has made an offer 
to purchase a restaurant owned by a local 
developer. The developer has submitted an 
offer in response to a GSA solicitation for 
lease of office space. Under the cir-
cumstances, she would be correct in con-
cluding that a reasonable person would be 
likely to question her impartiality if she 
were to participate in evaluating that devel-
oper’s or its competitor’s lease proposal. 

Example 2: An employee of the Department 
of Labor is providing technical assistance in 
drafting occupational safety and health leg-
islation that will affect all employers of five 
or more persons. His wife is employed as an 
administrative assistant by a large corpora-
tion that will incur additional costs if the 
proposed legislation is enacted. Because the 
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