INDIHANA |
STATE ETHICS COMMISSION

315 WEST OHIO STREET. ROOM 104, INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46202 317.232.3850

Minutes of the
Indiana State Ethics Commission
Thursday, March 13, 2025
10:00 a.m.

Commission Members Present:

Katherine Noel, Chair (in person)
Robert Duncan (in person)
Rafael Sanchez (in person)

Sue Anne Gilroy (in person)
Corinne Finnerty (via telephone)

0]G Members Present:
Regan Perrodin, State Ethics Commission Director
Adam Garrigus

Teresa Henson

Jared Prentice

Tiffany Mulligan
Doreen Clark

Elaine Vullmahn

Will Deane

JJ Fajt

Samuel Stearley

Mark Day

Mark Mitchell

Mike Lepper

L. Call to Order and Establishment of Quorum 10:00 a.m.
Katherine Noel calls meeting to order.
11, Adoption of the Agenda

Commissioner Sanchez made a motion to adopt the agenda, Commissioner Duncan
seconded.

Approved via roll-call vote: 5-0-0.

HIB Approval of Minutes of February 13, 2025



Iv.

VI.

Commissioner Sanchez made a motion to adopt the agenda. Commissioner Duncan
seconded.

Approved via roll-call vote: 4-0-1. Commissioner Gilroy abstained from the vote.

Consideration of LSA #25-4
No comments on the rule. Commissioner Sanchez made a motion to approve the rule.
Commissioner Gilroy seconded the motion.
Approved via roll-call votes: 5-0-0.
State Ethics Commission Director’s Report
e Wil provide rule binder to the OAG by the end of the week.
¢ 32 TAOs this month with most of them being post-employment, gifts, and
conflicts of interest.
e OIG staff assistance to Commission:
o Regan Perrodin, State Ethics Commission Director
o Adam Garrigus, Paralegal—introduction of Adam
Adjournment
Commissioner Sanchez made a motion to adjourn. Commissioner Duncan seconded.
Approved via roll call vote: 5-0-0.

The meeting adjourned at approximately 10:05 am.



SPOR

INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRAN ATION

100 Nerth Senate Avenue PHONE: {855} 463-6848 Michael Braun, Governor

Room N758-Executive Office Kent Abernathy, Commissioner
indianapolis, Indiana 46204

March 19, 2025

Katherine Noel, Chair

Indiana State Ethics Commission
315 West Ohio Street, Room 104
Indianapolis, IN 46202

IC 4-2-6-11
Post-employment waiver — Madeline Mettler

As the Appointing Authority of the Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT?), I am filing this waiver of the application
of the Code of Ethics post-employment restriction as it applies to Madeline Mettler in her post-employment with ECMS.

I understand I must file and present this waiver to the State Ethics Commission at its next meeting on April 13, 2025. 1
further understand that this waiver is not final until approved by the State Ethics Commission.

Madeline Mettler, a six-year employee of INDOT, accepted the Environmental/NEPA Specialist role at ECMS and started
her new position on March 17. 2025. After seeking an informal advisory opinion, INDOT is filing this waiver to address
potential areas of applicability of post-employment restrictions.

This waiver is regarding the part of the “cooling off” period as indicated below. This waiver does not include a waiver from
the particular matter restriction under IC 4-2-6-11(c) related to the transportation projects Ms. Mettler was assigned during
her employment at INDOT. Ms. Mettler has received an informal advisory opinion from the Office of the Inspector General
regarding these matters.

A, This waiver is provided pursuant to IC 4-2-6-11(g) and explicitly waives the application of
(Please indicate the specific restriction in 42 IAC 1-5-14 (1C 4-2-6-11) you are walving):

[] 1C4-2-6-11(b)(1): 365 day required “cooling off” period before serving as a lobbyist.

-l IC 4-2-6-11(b)(2): 365 day required “cooling off” period before receiving compensation from an employer for
“= whom the state employee or special state appointee was engaged in the negotiation or administration of a contract
and was in a position to make a discretionary decision affecting the outcome of such negotiation or administration.

[::l IC 4-2-6-11(b)(3): 365 day required “cooling off” period before receiving compensation from an employer for
which the former state employee or special state appointee made a directly applicable regulatory or licensing
decision,

IC 4-2-6-11(c): Particular matter restriction prohibiting the former state employee or special state appointee from

[:] representing or assisting a person in a particular matter involving the state if the former state officer, employee, or
special state appointee personally and substantially participated in the matter as a state worker. (Please provide a
brief description of the specific particular matter(s) to which this waiver applies below):

www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer N’ HE&%&EVG]



B.

IC 4-2-6-11(g)(2) requires that an agency’s appoinfing authority, when authorizing a waiver of the
application of the post-employment restrictions in IC 4-2-6-11(b)-(c), also include specific information
supporting such authorization. Please provide the requested information in the following five (5) sections to
fulfill this requirement.

Please explain whether the employee’s prior job duties involved substantial decision-making aunthority over
policies, rules, or contracts:

Madeline Mettler has not had policymaking, regulatory, licensing, or rule-making authority at INDOT. However,
she was in a position to make a discretionary decision affecting the outcome of a negotiation. Ms. Metter has not
worked with EMCS or made any regulatory or licensing decisions while working for INDOT that applied to EMCS.

Ms. Mettler served as the Environmental Manager II (“Manager™) in the Fort Wayne District at INDOT., Ms.
Mettler’s primary roles and responsibilities were assuring transportation projects comply with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), identifying environmental concerns in the early stages of transportation
projects, making waters and wetlands determinations regarding the Clean Water Act (CWA), analyzing present
programs for process improvement and assisting in the evaluation of consuitant proposals. As a Manager, Ms.
Metter’s job duties and authority included reviewing project information submitted through the Information for
Planning and Coordination (IPaC) website for United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) coardination,
which is required for all federally funded projects due to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA). Ms,
Mettler was not in a position at INDOT to decide/vote for anything in which EMCS would have a financial interest.
Her last day at INDOT was February 28, 2025,

Ms. Mettler was involved with one current project and scored one Letter of Intent (LOI) for EMCS. Her work on
the current project included, but was not limited to, completing the required USFWS coordination and answering
several questions regarding the submittal process for the final environmental documentation for contract DES. No.
2100736 (Contract regarding SR 19 Bridge Deck Overlay). She reviewed the form containing the necessary project
information and other information about potential impacts on any endangered, threatened, or rare species to ensure
that project information and poteatial impacts were accurate and critical. Once she found the project information
sufficient, she sent the form to the USWES Fish and Wildlife Biologist/Transportation Liaison for review and
provide any additional comments. The USWES sent comments indicating the need for updates to the original form,
which Ms. Mettler communicated to EMCS, and then resubmitted their revised form to USWFS for another review.,
After the second submission, USWFS concurred with the determination, and the process was complete. On the
LOI for EMCS, Ms. Mettler was one of the scorers for an RFP, but EMCS was not selected as a consultant or a sub-
consuitant,

ECMS provides environmental permitting and compliance services, ecological services, and environmental
documentation on several INDOT projects.

Please describe the nature of the duties to be performed by the employee for the prospective employer:

Ms. Mettler will serve as an Environmental/NEPA Specialist (Specialist) for ECMS. Her new position has similar
respensibility to her past role at INDOT. Ms. Mettler will not be reviewing or approving work completed by
consultanis for the State of Indiana related to INDOT projects. She will take part in marketing initiatives, as well as
potentially help draft Letters of Intent (LOIs) for scoring. Many of her future projects with EMCS may involve
INDOT or other transportation-related projects. Ms. Mettler would not engage in executive-branch lobbying with
EMCS. Ms. Mettler would be performing her job duties in Michigan.

Please explain whether the prospective employment is likely to involve substantial contact with the
employee's former agency and the extent to which any such contact is possible to include matfers where the
agency has the discretion to make decisions based on the work of the employee:

ECMS currently has 13 active or on-call contracts with INDOT. One of the consulting services that ECMS provides
is comprehensive environmental services with experts in NEPA studies, ecological restoration, cultural resources,
endangered species monitoring, and permitting for various organizations, including INDOT. Because Ms. Mettler
will serve in a similar role, she anticipates that she could have contact with various INDOT personnel in the



execution of transportation design projects, identical to any other specialist providing services to INDOT. However,
Ms. Mettler has indicated that she will not work on any matters she previously worked on while employed at INDOT
nor on new issues with INDOT in her role with ECMS during the required periods outlined in the State Ethics Code.

Please explain whether the prospective employment may be beneficial to the state or the public, explicitly
stating how the intended employment is consistent with the public interest:

Ms. Mettler served INDOT for six (6) years as the Environmental Manager IT related to NEPA documentation on
projects. NEPA documentation is required for all federally funded projects, and she reviewed documents to ensure
they met regulatory requirements. As the Environmental Manager, Ms. Mettler had the opportunity to collaborate
with several consulting firms that have done business with INDOT and many of their partners. Given Ms. Mettler’s
role as Environmental Manager and the number of consultants that have worked on INDOT projects, it would be
difficult for Ms. Mettler to find employment suitable to her skills that did not include an actual or perceived conflict
or need for a waiver of post-employment restrictions. Ms. Mettler has accepted employment from an organization
for which she did not regulate or negotiate any contract and to whom she did not bestow any benefit or government
funding,

It is in the public’s interest and beneficial to the state, local governments, and other public entities to have Ms.
Mettler’s unique experience to guide ECMS as it provides relevant environmental documentation required for all
federally funded projects. Ms. Mettler’s position with ECMS would utilize her expertise to provide a better product
for Indiana and other public agencies. Not awarding a waiver in this situation would mean that a waiver is not
awardable to Ms, Mettler for work at any other company in the Indiana transportation industry and would trap Ms.
Mettler in state employment for the remainder of her career. Trapping Ms. Mettler at INDOT is against public
policy. Every citizen deserves to choose their career path. INDOT will not be able to attract suitable talent to fill
its many roles if the State cannot allow someone who has worked with so many ditferent consultants that provide
environmental services for INDQOT to continue her career in the industry for another employer. Allowing Ms.
Mettler to take a role at a company with whom she had minimal interaction as a State employee is consistent with
the public interest.

Please explain the extent of economic hardship to the employee if the request for a waiver is denied:

For all of the same reasons, keeping Ms. Mettler at INDOT by not awarding this waiver will create economic
hardship for Ms, Mettler, Ms, Mettler has spent six (6) years of her career at INDOT earning state wages. Ms.
Mettler earns a salary that is, in some cases, lower than other environmental managers. Additionally, there are few
opportunities for advancement of position and salary for Ms. Mettler. She has no experience outside of INDOT in
her field and has found it difficult to find similar work outside the transportation industry.  Ms. Mettler will nof be
able to continue progressing her career and earnings further without seeking external employment. Ms. Mettler was
offered employment by a consultant in the transportation industry with whom Ms. Mettler has had minimal
involvement, to whom she did not award any contracts, and for whom she did not oversee or sign any contracts. It
would be difficult to find another situation where Ms. Mettler could continue her career progression with minimal
impact on the agency.

Signatures
Appointing Authority/state officer of the agency
By signing below, I authorize the waiver of the above-specified post-employment restrictions pursuant to 1C 4-2-

6-11(g)(1)Y(A). In addition, I acknowledge that this waiver is limited to an employee who obtains the waiver before
engaging in the conduct that would give rise to a violation.

/Lt 312012025

KenyAbernathy, Commissiéner DATE
INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION




2. Ethics Officer of agency

By signing below, I attest to the form of this waiver of the above-specified post-employment restrictions pursuant
to IC 4-2-6-11(g)(1)}(B).

3/19/2025
Michele Steele, Ethics Officer DATE
INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

D. Approval by the State Fthics Commission

Maii to:

Office of Inspector General
315 West Qhio Street, Room 104
Indianapoiis, IN 46202
OR

Email scanned copy to: infofdig.in.gov

Upon receipt you will be contacted with
details regarding the presentation of this
waiver fo the State Fthics Commission.




INDIANR DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

100 North Senate Avenus, PHONE: (855) 463-6648 Michael Braun, Governor

Room N758 Lyndsay Quist, Commissioner
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

ETHICS OFFICER DESIGNATION

|, Lyndsay Quist, Commissioner of the Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT"), under the
requirements of the Indiana Ethics Code, Indiana Code § 4-2-6 ef. seq., hereby designate the
following individuals as Ethics Officers for INDOT:

1. Alison Grand, Chief Legal Counsel
2. Michele Steele, Director of Compliance
3. Deborah Law, Senior Attorney

Each individual shall serve as the INDOT Ethics Officer for any INDOT ethics matter, with authority to
file all documents, make all appearances, effectuate all representations, and make ail waivers under
the Indiana Ethics Code, within the authority allowable under law and rule, including under 42 IAC 1-
5-1(d). These individuals shall exercise their authority in accordance with the requirements of the
State Ethics Commission.

All previous designations of INDOT Ethics Officers are hereby revoked. This appoiniment,
designation, and delegation are effective immediately and shall remain in effect until revoked or
amended by the undersigned or his successor.

Upon the execution of this Ethics Officer Designation, the same shall be filed with the State Ethics
Commission as required by 42 IAC 1-5-1(d).

By: Dﬁm%w

Lynds’ay Quist/ Commissioner
Date: April 3, 2025

www. in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer mgﬁ%':ﬁ"e'






INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

100 North Senate Avenue PHONE: (855) 463-6848 Michael Braun, Governor

Room N758 Kent Abernathy, Commissioner
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

March 25, 2025

Katherine Noel, Chair

Indiana State Ethics Commission
315 West Ohio Street, Room 104
Indianapolis, IN 46202

IC 4-2-6-11
Post-employment waiver — Tyler Kovacs

As the Appointing Authority of the Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), I am filing this waiver of the application
of the Code of Ethics post-employment restriction as it applies to Tyler Kovacs in his post-employment with Milestone
Contractors.

I understand I must file and present this waiver to the State Ethics Commission at its next meeting on April 10, 2025. 1
further understand that this waiver is not final until approved by the State Ethics Commission (“SEC™).

Tyler Kovacs, a nine-year employee of INDOT, accepted the Project Manager role at Milestone Contractors. Mr. Kovacs
sought and received an informal advisory opinion from the SEC, which recommended this post-employment waiver. INDOT
is filing this waiver to address post-employment restrictions.

This waiver is regarding the part of the “cooling off” period as indicated below. This waiver does not include a waiver from
the particular matter restriction under IC 4-2-6-11(c) related to the transportation projects Mr. Kovacs was assigned during
his employment at INDOT.

A, This waiver is provided pursnant to IC 4-2-6-11(g) and explicitly waives the application of
(Please indicate the specific restriction in 42 1AC 1-5-14 (IC 4-2-6-11) you are waiving):

[:| 1C 4-2-6-11(b)(1): 365 day required “cooling off” period before serving as a lobbyist,

-J IC 4-2-6-11(b)}(2): 365 day required “cooling off” period before receiving compensation from an employer for
" whom the state employee or special state appointee was engaged in the negotiation or administration of a contract
and was in a position to make a discretionary decision affecting the outcome of such negotiation or administration.

[:] 1C 4-2-6-11(b)(3): 365 day required “cooling off” period before receiving compensation from an employer for
which the former state employee or special state appointee made a directly applicable regulatory or licensing
decision.

IC 4-2-6-11{(c): Particular matter restriction prohibiting the former state employee or special state appointee from

D representing or assisting a person in a particular matter involving the state if the former state officer, employee, or
special state appointee personally and substantially participated in the matter as a state worker. (Please provide a
brief description of the specific particular matter(s) to which this waiver applies below):

www. in. gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer N“ N??S'i, Aeve[




B,

1C 4-2-6-11(g)(2) requires that an agency’s appointing authority, when authorizing a waiver of the
application of the post-employment restrictions in 1C 4-2-6-11(b)~(c), aiso include specific information
supporting such authorization. Please provide the requested information in the following five (5) sections to
fulfill this requirement,

Please expiain whether the employee’s prior job duties involved substantial decision-making authority over
policies, rules, or contracts:

Tyler Kovacs has not had policymaking, regulatory, licensing, or rule-making authority at INDOT, However, he
was in a position to make a discretionary decision affecting the outcome of a negotiation. Mr, Kovacs has not made
any regulatory or licensing decisions while working for INDOT that applied to Milestone.

Milestone Contractors provides asphalt, concrete, bridge, and site development services on several INDOT projects.

Mr, Kovacs served as the Construction Engineer (“Engineer”) in the Seymour at INDOT. Mr. Kovac’s primary
roles and responsibilities were for daily oversight of field construction work that is performed on INDOT contracts.
The contracts are obfained through the low-bid system process established at INDOT for years. Mr, Kovacs was
not involved in awarding contracts and did not decide which contracts he managed. Although Mr. Kovacs was able
to express an opinion or a preference, it was his manager who made the ultimate decision. Mr. Kovacs coordinated
with the contractors on their daily work activities and schedules, He was responsible for any highway technicians
that reporied 1o him. That includes reviewing and approving their daily work reports. The daily work reports contain
pay items that are measurement based. The pay items are decided by the design team prior to contract award so he
was “record keeping” what is paid and how it is paid. He also participated in plan reviews for future INDOT
construction projects and provided recommendations and suggestions on whether there are things that need to be
changed or adjusted. As such, Mr. Kovacs had the ability to see plans for future projects that contractors have not
yet seen. Mr. Kovacs did not have the ability to significantly alter the course of the projects, or the work included
in those projects. The same documents that Mr. Kovacs saw in advance are the documents that became available to
the contractor one month prior to their letting dates,

Mr. Kovacs was involved with one project for Milestone in 2024, His work on the project included, but was not
limited to, daily communications with the contractors to ensure that they were executing the construction contracts.
When Milestone was onsite, Mr. Kovacs oversaw their daily operations to make certain they aligned with their
schedule, INDOT’s standard specifications and the plan sheets provided to them. Mr. Kovacs confirmed that the
necessary pay items, established by the contract they were awarded, were executed and listed for payment properly.
His role included payment to contractors that might involve a change order, which is reviewed and approved by
Mr. Kovac’s manager or the district final review officer at the end of the project. Mr. Kovacs coordinated weekly
and/or bi-weekly progress meetings as needed for project status updates.

Please describe the nature of the dufties o be performed by the employee for the prospective employer:

Mr, Kavacs will serve as a Project Manager for Milestone Contractors, His new position has a similar responsibility
to his past role at INDOT. Mr., Kovacs’ role with Milestone Contractors will be performing and completing the
work as opposed to having any oversight of the work., Mr. Kovacs would not be involved nor have any control with
the bidding process for INDOT construction contracts. There are no active projects that Mr. Kovacs would work
on at Milestone that he worked on while at INDOT. Mr. Kovacs would not engage in executive-branch lobbying
with Milestone.

Please explain whether the prospective employment is likely to involve substantial contact with the
employee's former agency and the extent to which any such contact is possible to include matters where the
agency has the discretion {o make decisions based on the work of the employee:

Milestone currently has 27 active contracts with INDOT. Because Mr, Kovacs will serve in a similar role, he
anticipates that he could have contact with various INDOT personnel in the execution of fransportation projects,
identical to any other project manager providing services to INDOT. However, Mr., Kovacs has indicated that he
will not work on any matters he previously worked on while employed at INDOT or any future projects where he



has performed plan reviews while working for INDOT in his role with Milestone during the required periods
outlined in the State Ethics Code.

Please explain whether the prospective employment may be beneficial to the state or the public, explicitly
stating how the intended employment is consistent with the public interest:

Mr. Kovacs served INDOT for nine (9) years as the Construction Engineer related to daily oversight of field
construction on projects. Project management is necessary for all federal and state-funded projects, and he ensured
that the projects were completed on schedule and made sure that the daily work reports contained pay items. He
made sure that all items were paid correctly and on time. As the Construction Engineer, Mr. Kovacs had the
opportunity to collaborate with several contractors that have done business with INDOT and many of their partners.
Given Mr. Kovacs’s role as Construction Engineer and the number of contractors that have worked on INDOT
projects, it would be difficult for Mr. Kovacs to find employment suitable to his skills that did not include an actual
or perceived conflict or need for a waiver of post-employment restrictions. Mr., Kovacs has accepted employment
from an organization for which he did not regulate or negotiate any contract and to whom he did not bestow any
benefit or government funding.

It is in the public’s interest and it is beneficial to the state, local governments, and other public entities to have Mr.
Kovac’s unique experience to guide Milestone as it provides the labor needed for all federally and state funded
projects. Mr. Kovac’s position with Milestone would utilize his expertise to provide a better product for Indiana
and other public agencies. Not awarding a waiver in this situation would mean that a waiver is not awardable to
Mr., Kovacs for work at any other company in the Indiana transportation industry and would trap Mr. Kovacs in
state employment for the remainder of his career, Trapping Mr. Kovacs at INDOT is against public policy. Every
citizen deserves to choose their career path. INDOT will not be able to attract suitable talent to fill its many roles
if the State cannot allow someone who has worked with so many different contractors that provide project
management services for INDOT to continue his career in the industry for another employer. Allowing Mr. Kovacs
to take a role at a company with whom he had minimal interaction as a State employee is consistent with the public
interest,

Please explain the extent of economic hardship to the employee if the request for a waiver is denied:

For all of the same reasons, keeping Mr. Kovacs working at INDOT by not awarding this waiver will create
economic hardship for Mr, Kovacs. Mr. Kovacs has spent nine (9) years of his career at INDOT earning state
wages. Mr. Kovacs earns a salary that is, in some cases, fower than other project managers and construction
engineers. Additionally, there are few opportunities for the advancement of position and salary for Mr. Kovacs. He
has no experience outside of INDOT in his field and has found it difficult to find similar work outside the
transportation industry. Mr. Kovacs will not be able to continue progressing his career and earnings further without
seeking external employment, Mr, Kovacs was offered employment by a contractor in the transportation industry
with whom Mr, Kovacs has had minimal involvement, to whom he did not award any contracts, and for whom he
did not oversee or sign any contracts. It would be difficult to find another sitnation where Mr. Kovacs could continue
his career progression with minimal impact on the agency.

Signatures
Appointing Authority/state officer of the agency
By signing below, I authorize the waiver of the above-specified post-employment restrictions pursuant to [C 4-2-

6-11(2)(1)X(A). In addition, [ acknowledge that this waiver is limited to an employee who obtains the waiver before
engaging in the conduct that would give rise to a violation,

. i
%%W _ 04/01/2025

Lyndsay Quist, Commiskibner DATE
INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION




2. FEthics Officer of agency

By signing below, I attest to the form of this waiver of the above-specified post-employment restrictions pursuant
to IC 4-2-6-11(g)(1)(B).

3/31/2025
Michele Steele, Ethics Officer DATE
INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

D. Approval by the State Ethics Commission

Mail to:

Office of Inspector General
315 West Ohio Street, Room 104
Indianapolis, IN 46202
OR

Email scanned copy fo: info@ig.in.gov

Upon receipt you will be contacted with
details regarding the presentation of this
waiver to the State Ethics Commission.




INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

100 North Senate Avenue, PHONE: (855) 463-6848 Michael Braun, Governor

Reom N768 Lyndsay Quist, Commissioner
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

ETHICS OFFICER DESIGNATION

I, Lyndsay Quist, Commissioner of the Indiana Department of Transportation (“INDOT"), under the
requirements of the Indiana Ethics Code, Indiana Code § 4-2-8 ef seq., hereby designate the
following individuals as Ethics Officers for INDOT:

1. Alison Grand, Chief Legal Counsel
2. Michele Steele, Director of Compliance
3. Deborah Law, Senior Attorney

Each individual shall serve as the INDOT Ethics Officer for any INDOT ethics matter, with authority to
file all documents, make all appearances, effectuate all representations, and make all waivers under
the Indiana Ethics Code, within the authority allowable under law and rule, including under 42 |AC 1-
5-1(d). These individuals shall exercise their authority in accordance with the requirements of the
State Ethics Commission.

All previous designations of INDOT Ethics Officers are hereby revoked. This appointment,
designation, and delegation are effective immediately and shall remain in effect until revoked or
amended by the undersigned or his successor,

Upon the execution of this Ethics Officer Designation, the same shall be filed with the State Ethics
Commission as required by 42 IAC 1-5-1(d).

By: Oﬁ/)’ndda%&adt

Lyndsay Quist; Commissioner
Date: April 3, 2025

www.in.gov/dot/ N‘ avel

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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