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: Bears Ears Proposal Trust Lands Mineral Ownership Other Federal

State of Utah

BEARS EARS
EXCHANGE

September, 2016

mmm  Bears Fars Proposal (Boundary Line Revision) FFull Mineral Military Reservations and Corps of Engineers

,,,,,
,,,,,

s Federal Boundary -} Partial Mineral Private

o S " County Boundaries Land Ownership and Administration State Trust Lands
1 \ \ 1 | Miles

| Citizen's Wildemess Proposal Bureau of Land Management State Sovereign Land
0 25,000 50,000
———— | Fect | BLM Wilderness Study Areas National Recreation Area State Parks and Recreation

0 2.5 8 10

=T F———— Kilometers 7//// BLM Wilderness Character National Parks, Monuments & Historic Sites State Wildlife Reserve/Management Area

Bears Ears Exchange National Forest Other State

1:240,000

! Federal L.ands Proposed to Transfer to SITLA - National Wildemess Area Tribal I.ands
- Federal Mineral Lands Proposed to Transfer to SITLA

Data represented on this map is for REFERENCE USE ONLY and is not suitable for legal, engineering, or surveying purposes. Users of this - Federal Surface L ands PTOpO Sed to TranSfer to SITLA

information should review or consult the primary data and information sources to ascertain the usability of the information. SITLA provides

this data in good faith and shall in no event be liable for any incorrect results, or any special, indirect or consequential damages to any party,
arising out of or in connection with the use or the inability to use the data hereon. SITLA L andS Proposed to Traﬂ Sfer to Federal

Land parcels, lease boundaries and associated SITLA data layers may have been adjusted to allow for visual “best fit.” The Surface - :
Ownership Land Status data (if present) are maintained by SITLA to reflect current trust land status and surface ownership. Lakes, rivers, SITLA Mlneral LandS Proposed to TranSfer to Federal
streams, highways, roads, county and state boundaries are distributed by the Utah Automated Geographic Reference Center and/or other

For Reference Use Only

sources as specified. Contour lines (if present) were generated from USGS 10 meter DEM. - SITLA Surface L aﬂdS Proposed to Transfer to Federal Prcl)\IdJced:BSepteEmberFllﬁjgl2681:1[;.;&.
ame: BearsEars X
Please Note: While SITLA seeks to verify data for accuracy and content, discrepancies may exist within the data. Acquiring the most Coordinate System: NAD 1983 UTM Zone 12N

updated SITLA ownership GIS data may require contacting the GIS staff directly §01-538-5100 or TL A-GIS@utah gov. The SITLA GIS ~ Projection: Transverse Mercator State of Utah
department welcomes your comments and concerns regarding the data and will attempt to resolve issues as they are brought to our attention. Trust Lands Administration, 675 East 500 South, Ste. 500, SLC, UT, 84102 School & Institutional _
www.trustlands.com Trust Lands Administration
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mmm  Bears Fars Proposal (Boundary Line Revision) FFull Mineral Military Reservations and Corps of Engineers
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o S " County Boundaries Land Ownership and Administration State Trust Lands
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| Citizen's Wildemess Proposal Bureau of Land Management State Sovereign Land
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———— | Fect | BLM Wilderness Study Areas National Recreation Area State Parks and Recreation
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=T F———— Kilometers 7//// BLM Wilderness Character National Parks, Monuments & Historic Sites State Wildlife Reserve/Management Area

Bears Ears Exchange National Forest Other State

1:240,000

! Federal L.ands Proposed to Transfer to SITLA - National Wildemess Area Tribal I.ands
- Federal Mineral Lands Proposed to Transfer to SITLA

Data represented on this map is for REFERENCE USE ONLY and is not suitable for legal, engineering, or surveying purposes. Users of this - Federal Surface L ands PTOpO Sed to TranSfer to SITLA

information should review or consult the primary data and information sources to ascertain the usability of the information. SITLA provides

this data in good faith and shall in no event be liable for any incorrect results, or any special, indirect or consequential damages to any party,
arising out of or in connection with the use or the inability to use the data hereon. SITLA L andS Proposed to Traﬂ Sfer to Federal

Land parcels, lease boundaries and associated SITLA data layers may have been adjusted to allow for visual “best fit.” The Surface - :
Ownership Land Status data (if present) are maintained by SITLA to reflect current trust land status and surface ownership. Lakes, rivers, SITLA Mlneral LandS Proposed to TranSfer to Federal
streams, highways, roads, county and state boundaries are distributed by the Utah Automated Geographic Reference Center and/or other

For Reference Use Only

sources as specified. Contour lines (if present) were generated from USGS 10 meter DEM. - SITLA Surface L aﬂdS Proposed to Transfer to Federal Prcl)\IdJced:BSepteEmberFllﬁjgl2681:1[;.;&.
ame: BearsEars X
Please Note: While SITLA seeks to verify data for accuracy and content, discrepancies may exist within the data. Acquiring the most Coordinate System: NAD 1983 UTM Zone 12N

updated SITLA ownership GIS data may require contacting the GIS staff directly §01-538-5100 or TL A-GIS@utah gov. The SITLA GIS ~ Projection: Transverse Mercator State of Utah
department welcomes your comments and concerns regarding the data and will attempt to resolve issues as they are brought to our attention. Trust Lands Administration, 675 East 500 South, Ste. 500, SLC, UT, 84102 School & Institutional _
www.trustlands.com Trust Lands Administration
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Conversation Contents

?

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 14:30:22 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: codystewart@utah.gov

Subject: ?

What happened?

Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 14:50:03 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: ?

What do you mean?

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 20, 2016, at 4:30 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

What happened?

Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 14:52:13 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: ?

Isn't meeting at 5:157

00074272-0OS-BATCH003-DOCO0007-EML-20240 Page 1 of 3
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Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 20, 2016, at 4:30 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

What happened?

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 15:13:27 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Subject: Re: ?

Our scheduler accidentally deleted it. We were all confused. It's on!

On Tue, Sep 20, 2016 at 4:52 PM, Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov> wrote:
Isn't meeting at 5:157?

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 20, 2016, at 4:30 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

What happened?

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 15:14:43 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: ?

00074272-0OS-BATCH003-DOCO007-EML-20240 Page 2 of 3
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Ok. We're 5 blocks away, but in traffic

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 20, 2016, at 5:13 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Our scheduler accidentally deleted it. We were all confused. It's on!

On Tue, Sep 20, 2016 at 4:52 PM, Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
wrote:
Isn't meeting at 5:157

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 20, 2016, at 4:30 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

What happened?

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

00074272-0OS-BATCH003-DOCO0007-EML-20240 Page 3 of 3
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Conversation Contents

Declined: Weekly UT Check-in Call @ Wed Sep 21, 2016 9:30am - 10am
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)

Attachments:

/104. Declined: Weekly UT Check-in Call @ Wed Sep 21, 2016 9:30am - 10am
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)/1.1 invite.ics
/104. Declined: Weekly UT Check-in Call @ Wed Sep 21, 2016 9:30am - 10am
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)/1.2 invite.ics

Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 12:57:07 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Declined: Weekly UT Check-in Call @ Wed Sep 21, 2016
9:30am - 10am (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)

Attachments: invite.ics invite.ics

Subject:

Cody Stewart has declined this invitation.

Weekly UT Check-in Call
When Wed Sep 21, 2016 9:30am — 10am Eastern Time

Where Dial-in_and code:-(mag)

Calendar nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Who « nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov - organizer
+ gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov - creator
- chris_prandoni@lee.senate.gov
« devin.wiser@mail.house.gov
« Cody Stewart
+ fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov
« casey.snider@mail.house.gov
« wendy_baig@lee.senate.gov
« john_tanner@hatch.senate.gov

Invitation from Google Calendar

You are receiving this email at the account nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on
calendar nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov.

00074272-OS-BATCH003-DOC0008-EML-20240 Page 1 of 2
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To stop receiving these emails, please log in to https://www.google.com/calendar/ and change your notification settings for this
calendar.

Forwarding this invitation could allow any recipient to modify your RSVP response. Learn More.

00074272-0OS-BATCHO003-DOCO0008-EML-20240 Page 2 of 2
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From: Cody Stewart
To: nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov; Cody Stewart
Subject: Weekly UT Check-in Call

00074272-0OS-BATCHO003-DOCO0009-ATT-20240 Page 1 of 1
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Conversation Contents

Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native Americans plan D.C. rally against monument

"Kershaw, Jessica" <jessica_kershaw@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Kershaw, Jessica" <jessica_kershaw@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 11:05:26 GMT-0600 (MDT)

Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>, John Blair <john_blair@ios.doi.gov>,
"interior_press@ios.doi.gov" <interior_press@ios.doi.gov>, Blake Androff
<blake_androff@ios.doi.gov>, Kate Kelly <kate_kelly@ios.doi.gov>, Tommy Beaudreau
<tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>, Craig Leff
<cleff@blm.gov>, Kimberly Brubeck <kbrubeck@blm.gov>, Sarah Neimeyer
<sarah_neimeyer@ios.doi.gov>, Felipe Mendoza <felipe_mendoza@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native Americans plan D.C. rally against monument

Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native
Americans plan D.C. rally against
monument

By Amy Joi O'Donoghue  @amyjoi16 Leave a comment
Published: Sept. 20, 2016 10:20 a.m.
Updated: 41 minutes ago

To:

10of 1

Deseret News/Shutterstock composite photo

Gov. Gary Herbert and the state's congressional delegation will be joined by Utah Native Americans opposed to the
Bears Ears monument at a press event in the nation's capitol.
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SALT LAKE CITY — Opponents of a proposed national monument in southeastern
Utah are rallying together Wednesday at a press conference in Washington, D.C.,
featuring Utah's governor, the state's congressional delegation and Utah Native
Americans.

The media event is planned for midafternoon at the Capitol Swamp and will highlight
opposition to the push for President Barack Obama to create the 1.9-million-acre Bears
Ears National Monument in San Juan County.

Frenzy over a possible new monument for Utah that critics say would lock up a
significant chunk of already federally controlled land is taking on a new pitch as fears
heighten over the president acting during his last few months in office.

Last week, Obama designated the first ever national marine monument, extending
federal protections to nearly 5,000 square miles of ocean off the coast of Cape Cod,
Massachusetts, despite opposition by several regional fishing organizations.

The designation will lead to a ban on drilling, mining and commercial fishing — although
lobster and crab harvesters will have seven years to cease operations.

The marine monument is the 27th time Obama has used his authority under the
Antiquities Act to create or expand national monuments, setting aside 553 million acres
of land or water through presidential proclamation.

Utah opponents to a Bears Ears monument are even more fearful the president will act
given his designation last week that puts deep underwater canyons off-limits to fisheries
despite pleas for a compromise.

Utah's political leaders and rural elected officials in the impacted region instead want
the Obama administration to let Congress take action on a massive public lands bill
sponsored by Reps. Rob Bishop and Jason Chaffetz, both R-Utah.

That measure proposes to establish a Bears Ears National Conservation area in the
region, as well as the Indian Creek Conservation area for a total of 1.4 million acres.
Under the proposal, new mining or drilling would be off-limits in the Bears Ears, but
historical uses of the land, such as grazing and designated off-highway vehicle routes,
would continue.

Bishop argues that a national conservation area provides a co-management option for
Native American tribes that cannot be achieved through monument designation and
allows for greater flexibility and access for sacred ceremonies or traditions. The Bears
Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition says the proposal falls short of needed protections and a new
monument is the only way to assure destruction of the landscape won't continue.

BrandView
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Sponsored by Renaissance Ranch

How important is spirituality to
addiction recovery?

Addiction is a devastating disease. But, just as difficult as it
is to see what addiction is can do to a person, it is equally

as miraculous to witness recovery, especially when
completed with the key aspect of spirituality.

The issue of how much protection should be extended to the remote and rugged region
dominated by pinyon and juniper and sprawling vistas has created dissent and
disagreement among some members and leaders of the Native American community.

While the coalition is made up of leaders of five tribes — the Navajo, Ute Mountain Ute,
Zuni, Hopi and Ute — and the monument proposal has the endorsement of 26 tribes
nationwide, key Utah Navajo chapters remain opposed.

On Wednesday, members of the Aneth Chapter and Blue Mountain Dine’ of the Navajo
Nation will deliver an opposition packet to Interior Secretary Sally Jewell that includes
anti-monument resolutions from their groups and a petition from the Descendants of
Kaayelli.

The packet will also include resolutions from the cities of Blanding and Monticello, the
San Juan County County Commission and the Utah Legislature, which states its
objection to the unilateral use of the Antiquities Act in Utah. A letter of opposition from
members of the Utah Wildlife Board is part of the packet as well.

Last week, Sens. Mike Lee and Orrin Hatch, both R-Utah, introduced the Utah National
Monument Parity Act, which seeks to have Utah exempted from any future designations
like its neighbor Wyoming.

On Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 7:35 PM, Kershaw, Jessica <jessica_kershaw@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Daily Progress: Governor in NY, NJ to
try to lure businesses to Utah

©)

SALT LAKE CITY (AP) — Gov. Gary Herbert is holding a series of meetings in New York and New Jersey this
week to try to lure businesses to Utah.

The Governor's Office of Economic Development said Herbert met Monday in New York City with Starr

Companies, a large insurance and financial entity, before traveling to New Jersey to meet with aircraft maker

Dassault Falcon and medical device maker C.R. Bard.
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The Republican governor is scheduled to meet Tuesday with real estate firm CBRE, which helps businesses
find new places to relocate, and financial firm KPMG.

Herbert is scheduled to be Washington, D.C. Tuesday afternoon. He'll stay through Thursday and meet with
House Speaker Paul Ryan, and Interior Secretary Sally Jewell.

He's scheduled to join Utah's congressional delegation for a Wednesday afternoon press conference to speak

against a proposed Bears Ears National Monument.

http://www.dailyprogress.com/governor-in-ny-nj-to-try-to-lure-businesses-to/article_ecb6dfe2-a837-5c0e-9a00-
b79879d0b653.html

Jessica Kershaw

Senior Adviser & Press Secretary
U.S. Dept of the Interior
@DOIPressSec

202-208-6416

Jessica Kershaw

Senior Adviser & Press Secretary
U.S. Dept of the Interior
@DOIPressSec

202-208-6416

"Beaudreau, Tommy" <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Beaudreau, Tommy" <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 11:34:07 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native Americans plan D.C. rally against monument

Bring this to our meeting with Sally

—————————— Forwarded message ----------

From: Kershaw, Jessica <jessica_kershaw@ios.doi.gov>

Date: Tue, Sep 20, 2016 at 1:05 PM

Subject: Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native Americans plan D.C. rally against monument

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>, John Blair <john_blair@ios.doi.gov>, "interior_press@ios.doi.gov"
<interior_press@ios.doi.gov>, Blake Androff <blake_androff@ios.doi.gov>, Kate Kelly <kate_kelly@ios.doi.gov>, Tommy
Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>, Craig Leff <cleff@blm.gov>, Kimberly
Brubeck <kbrubeck@blm.gov>, Sarah Neimeyer <sarah_neimeyer@ios.doi.gov>, Felipe Mendoza

<felipe_mendoza@ios.doi.gov>

Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native
Americans plan D.C. rally against
monument

By Amy Joi O'Donoghue  @amyjoi16
Published: Sept. 20, 2016 10:20 a.m.
Updated: 41 minutes ago

Leave a comment
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Deseret News/Shutterstock composite photo

Gov. Gary Herbert and the state's congressional delegation will be joined by Utah Native Americans opposed to the
Bears Ears monument at a press event in the nation's capitol.

SALT LAKE CITY — Opponents of a proposed national monument in southeastern
Utah are rallying together Wednesday at a press conference in Washington, D.C.,
featuring Utah's governor, the state's congressional delegation and Utah Native
Americans.

The media event is planned for midafternoon at the Capitol Swamp and will highlight
opposition to the push for President Barack Obama to create the 1.9-million-acre Bears
Ears National Monument in San Juan County.

Frenzy over a possible new monument for Utah that critics say would lock up a
significant chunk of already federally controlled land is taking on a new pitch as fears
heighten over the president acting during his last few months in office.

Last week, Obama designated the first ever national marine monument, extending
federal protections to nearly 5,000 square miles of ocean off the coast of Cape Cod,
Massachusetts, despite opposition by several regional fishing organizations.

The designation will lead to a ban on drilling, mining and commercial fishing — although
lobster and crab harvesters will have seven years to cease operations.

The marine monument is the 27th time Obama has used his authority under the
Antiquities Act to create or expand national monuments, setting aside 553 million acres
of land or water through presidential proclamation.

Utah opponents to a Bears Ears monument are even more fearful the president will act
given his designation last week that puts deep underwater canyons off-limits to fisheries
despite pleas for a compromise.

Utah's political leaders and rural elected officials in the impacted region instead want
the Obama administration to let Congress take action on a massive public lands bill

00074272-0OS-BATCHO003-DOC0010-EML-20240 Page 6 of 31



FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY
sponsored by Reps. Rob Bishop and Jason Chaffetz, both R-Utah.

That measure proposes to establish a Bears Ears National Conservation area in the
region, as well as the Indian Creek Conservation area for a total of 1.4 million acres.
Under the proposal, new mining or drilling would be off-limits in the Bears Ears, but
historical uses of the land, such as grazing and designated off-highway vehicle routes,
would continue.

Bishop argues that a national conservation area provides a co-management option for
Native American tribes that cannot be achieved through monument designation and
allows for greater flexibility and access for sacred ceremonies or traditions. The Bears
Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition says the proposal falls short of needed protections and a new
monument is the only way to assure destruction of the landscape won't continue.

BrandView

Sponsored by Renaissance Ranch

How important is spirituality to addiction
recovery?

Addiction is a devastating disease. But, just as difficult as it
is to see what addiction is can do to a person, it is equally as

miraculous to witness recovery, especially when completed
with the key aspect of spirituality.

The issue of how much protection should be extended to the remote and rugged region
dominated by pinyon and juniper and sprawling vistas has created dissent and
disagreement among some members and leaders of the Native American community.

While the coalition is made up of leaders of five tribes — the Navajo, Ute Mountain Ute,
Zuni, Hopi and Ute — and the monument proposal has the endorsement of 26 tribes
nationwide, key Utah Navajo chapters remain opposed.

On Wednesday, members of the Aneth Chapter and Blue Mountain Dine’ of the Navajo
Nation will deliver an opposition packet to Interior Secretary Sally Jewell that includes
anti-monument resolutions from their groups and a petition from the Descendants of
Kaayelli.

The packet will also include resolutions from the cities of Blanding and Monticello, the
San Juan County County Commission and the Utah Legislature, which states its
objection to the unilateral use of the Antiquities Act in Utah. A letter of opposition from
members of the Utah Wildlife Board is part of the packet as well.

Last week, Sens. Mike Lee and Orrin Hatch, both R-Utah, introduced the Utah National
Monument Parity Act, which seeks to have Utah exempted from any future designations
like its neighbor Wyoming.

On Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 7:35 PM, Kershaw, Jessica <jessica_kershaw@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
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Daily Progress: Governor in NY, NJ to
try to lure businesses to Utah

©)

SALT LAKE CITY (AP) — Gov. Gary Herbert is holding a series of meetings in New York and New Jersey this
week to try to lure businesses to Utah.

The Governor's Office of Economic Development said Herbert met Monday in New York City with Starr
Companies, a large insurance and financial entity, before traveling to New Jersey to meet with aircraft maker
Dassault Falcon and medical device maker C.R. Bard.

The Republican governor is scheduled to meet Tuesday with real estate firm CBRE, which helps businesses
find new places to relocate, and financial firm KPMG.

Herbert is scheduled to be Washington, D.C. Tuesday afternoon. He'll stay through Thursday and meet with
House Speaker Paul Ryan, and Interior Secretary Sally Jewell.

He's scheduled to join Utah's congressional delegation for a Wednesday afternoon press conference to speak
against a proposed Bears Ears National Monument.

http://www.dailyprogress.com/governor-in-ny-nj-to-try-to-lure-businesses-to/article_ecb6dfe2-a837-5c0e-9a00-
b79879d0b653.html

Jessica Kershaw

Senior Adviser & Press Secretary
U.S. Dept of the Interior
@DOIPressSec

202-208-6416

Jessica Kershaw

Senior Adviser & Press Secretary
U.S. Dept of the Interior
@DOIPressSec

202-208-6416

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 11:35:53 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy" <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Re: Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native Americans plan D.C. rally against monument
OK
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On Tue, Sep 20, 2016 at 1:34 PM, Beaudreau, Tommy <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Bring this to our meeting with Sally

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Kershaw, Jessica <jessica_kershaw@ios.doi.gov>

Date: Tue, Sep 20, 2016 at 1:05 PM

Subject: Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native Americans plan D.C. rally against monument

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>, John Blair <john_blair@ios.doi.gov>, "interior_press@ios.doi.gov"
<interior_press@ios.doi.gov>, Blake Androff <blake_androff@ios.doi.gov>, Kate Kelly <kate_ kelly@ios.doi.gov>,
Tommy Beaudreau <tommy beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>, Craig Leff <cleff@blm.gov>,
Kimberly Brubeck <kbrubeck@blm.gov>, Sarah Neimeyer <sarah_neimeyer@ios.doi.gov>, Felipe Mendoza
<felipe_mendoza@ios.doi.gov>

Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native
Americans plan D.C. rally against
monument

By Amy Joi O'Donoghue  @amyjoi16 Leave a comment
Published: Sept. 20, 2016 10:20 a.m.
Updated: 41 minutes ago
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Gov. Gary Herbert and the state's congressional delegation will be joined by Utah Native Americans opposed to the
Bears Ears monument at a press event in the nation's capitol.

SALT LAKE CITY — Opponents of a proposed national monument in southeastern
Utah are rallying together Wednesday at a press conference in Washington, D.C.,
featuring Utah's governor, the state's congressional delegation and Utah Native
Americans.

The media event is planned for midafternoon at the Capitol Swamp and will highlight
opposition to the push for President Barack Obama to create the 1.9-million-acre
Bears Ears National Monument in San Juan County.

Frenzy over a possible new monument for Utah that critics say would lock up a
significant chunk of already federally controlled land is taking on a new pitch as fears
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heighten over the president acting during his last few months in office.

Last week, Obama designated the first ever national marine monument, extending
federal protections to nearly 5,000 square miles of ocean off the coast of Cape Cod,
Massachusetts, despite opposition by several regional fishing organizations.

The designation will lead to a ban on drilling, mining and commercial fishing —
although lobster and crab harvesters will have seven years to cease operations.

The marine monument is the 27th time Obama has used his authority under the
Antiquities Act to create or expand national monuments, setting aside 553 million
acres of land or water through presidential proclamation.

Utah opponents to a Bears Ears monument are even more fearful the president will
act given his designation last week that puts deep underwater canyons off-limits to
fisheries despite pleas for a compromise.

Utah's political leaders and rural elected officials in the impacted region instead want
the Obama administration to let Congress take action on a massive public lands bill
sponsored by Reps. Rob Bishop and Jason Chaffetz, both R-Utah.

That measure proposes to establish a Bears Ears National Conservation area in the
region, as well as the Indian Creek Conservation area for a total of 1.4 million acres.
Under the proposal, new mining or drilling would be off-limits in the Bears Ears, but
historical uses of the land, such as grazing and designated off-highway vehicle
routes, would continue.

Bishop argues that a national conservation area provides a co-management option for
Native American tribes that cannot be achieved through monument designation and
allows for greater flexibility and access for sacred ceremonies or traditions. The Bears
Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition says the proposal falls short of needed protections and a
new monument is the only way to assure destruction of the landscape won't continue.

BrandView

Sponsored by Renaissance Ranch

How important is spirituality to addiction
recovery?

Addiction is a devastating disease. But, just as difficult as it
is to see what addiction is can do to a person, it is equally as

miraculous to witness recovery, especially when completed
with the key aspect of spirituality.

The issue of how much protection should be extended to the remote and rugged
region dominated by pinyon and juniper and sprawling vistas has created dissent and
disagreement among some members and leaders of the Native American community.

While the coalition is made up of leaders of five tribes — the Navajo, Ute Mountain
Ute, Zuni, Hopi and Ute — and the monument proposal has the endorsement of 26
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tribes nationwide, key Utah Navajo chapters remain opposed.

On Wednesday, members of the Aneth Chapter and Blue Mountain Dine’ of the
Navajo Nation will deliver an opposition packet to Interior Secretary Sally Jewell that
includes anti-monument resolutions from their groups and a petition from the
Descendants of Kaayelli.

The packet will also include resolutions from the cities of Blanding and Monticello, the
San Juan County County Commission and the Utah Legislature, which states its
objection to the unilateral use of the Antiquities Act in Utah. A letter of opposition from
members of the Utah Wildlife Board is part of the packet as well.

Last week, Sens. Mike Lee and Orrin Hatch, both R-Utah, introduced the Utah
National Monument Parity Act, which seeks to have Utah exempted from any future
designations like its neighbor Wyoming.

On Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 7:35 PM, Kershaw, Jessica <jessica_kershaw@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Daily Progress: Governor in NY, NJ to
try to lure businesses to Utah

(0)

Jessica Kershaw

SALT LAKE CITY (AP) — Gov. Gary Herbert is holding a series of meetings in New York and New Jersey this
week to try to lure businesses to Utah.

The Governor's Office of Economic Development said Herbert met Monday in New York City with Starr
Companies, a large insurance and financial entity, before traveling to New Jersey to meet with aircraft maker
Dassault Falcon and medical device maker C.R. Bard.

The Republican governor is scheduled to meet Tuesday with real estate firm CBRE, which helps businesses
find new places to relocate, and financial firm KPMG.

Herbert is scheduled to be Washington, D.C. Tuesday afternoon. He'll stay through Thursday and meet with
House Speaker Paul Ryan, and Interior Secretary Sally Jewell.

He's scheduled to join Utah's congressional delegation for a Wednesday afternoon press conference to speak
against a proposed Bears Ears National Monument.

http://www.dailyprogress.com/governor-in-ny-nj-to-try-to-lure-businesses-to/article_ecb6dfe2-a837-5c0e-9a00-
b79879d0b653.html

00074272-0OS-BATCHO003-DOC0010-EML-20240 Page 12 of 31



FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY

Senior Adviser & Press Secretary
U.S. Dept of the Interior
@DOIPressSec

202-208-6416

Jessica Kershaw

Senior Adviser & Press Secretary
U.S. Dept of the Interior
@DOIPressSec

202-208-6416

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 11:36:36 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native Americans plan D.C. rally against monument

Anything else | should flag for Sally? | am meeting with her this afternoon to prep her for tonight.

Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native
Americans plan D.C. rally against
monument

By Amy Joi O'Donoghue @amyjoi16
Published: Sept. 20, 2016 10:20 a.m.
Updated: 41 minutes ago

Leave a comment

1 of 1
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Deseret News/Shutterstock composite photo

Gov. Gary Herbert and the state's congressional delegation will be joined by Utah Native Americans opposed to the
Bears Ears monument at a press event in the nation's capitol.

SALT LAKE CITY — Opponents of a proposed national monument in southeastern
Utah are rallying together Wednesday at a press conference in Washington, D.C.,
featuring Utah's governor, the state's congressional delegation and Utah Native
Americans.

The media event is planned for midafternoon at the Capitol Swamp and will highlight
opposition to the push for President Barack Obama to create the 1.9-million-acre Bears
Ears National Monument in San Juan County.

Frenzy over a possible new monument for Utah that critics say would lock up a
significant chunk of already federally controlled land is taking on a new pitch as fears
heighten over the president acting during his last few months in office.

Last week, Obama designated the first ever national marine monument, extending
federal protections to nearly 5,000 square miles of ocean off the coast of Cape Cod,
Massachusetts, despite opposition by several regional fishing organizations.

The designation will lead to a ban on drilling, mining and commercial fishing — although
lobster and crab harvesters will have seven years to cease operations.

The marine monument is the 27th time Obama has used his authority under the
Antiquities Act to create or expand national monuments, setting aside 553 million acres
of land or water through presidential proclamation.

Utah opponents to a Bears Ears monument are even more fearful the president will act
given his designation last week that puts deep underwater canyons off-limits to fisheries
despite pleas for a compromise.

Utah's political leaders and rural elected officials in the impacted region instead want
the Obama administration to let Congress take action on a massive public lands bill
sponsored by Reps. Rob Bishop and Jason Chaffetz, both R-Utah.

That measure proposes to establish a Bears Ears National Conservation area in the
region, as well as the Indian Creek Conservation area for a total of 1.4 million acres.
Under the proposal, new mining or drilling would be off-limits in the Bears Ears, but
historical uses of the land, such as grazing and designated off-highway vehicle routes,
would continue.

Bishop argues that a national conservation area provides a co-management option for
Native American tribes that cannot be achieved through monument designation and
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allows for greater flexibility and access for sacred ceremonies or traditions. The Bears
Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition says the proposal falls short of needed protections and a new
monument is the only way to assure destruction of the landscape won't continue.

BrandView

Sponsored by Renaissance Ranch

How important is spirituality to addiction
recovery?

Addiction is a devastating disease. But, just as difficult as it
is to see what addiction is can do to a person, it is equally as

miraculous to witness recovery, especially when completed
with the key aspect of spirituality.

The issue of how much protection should be extended to the remote and rugged region
dominated by pinyon and juniper and sprawling vistas has created dissent and
disagreement among some members and leaders of the Native American community.

While the coalition is made up of leaders of five tribes — the Navajo, Ute Mountain Ute,
Zuni, Hopi and Ute — and the monument proposal has the endorsement of 26 tribes
nationwide, key Utah Navajo chapters remain opposed.

On Wednesday, members of the Aneth Chapter and Blue Mountain Dine’ of the Navajo
Nation will deliver an opposition packet to Interior Secretary Sally Jewell that includes
anti-monument resolutions from their groups and a petition from the Descendants of
Kaayelli.

The packet will also include resolutions from the cities of Blanding and Monticello, the
San Juan County County Commission and the Utah Legislature, which states its
objection to the unilateral use of the Antiquities Act in Utah. A letter of opposition from
members of the Utah Wildlife Board is part of the packet as well.

Last week, Sens. Mike Lee and Orrin Hatch, both R-Utah, introduced the Utah National
Monument Parity Act, which seeks to have Utah exempted from any future designations
like its neighbor Wyoming.

On Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 7:35 PM, Kershaw, Jessica <jessica_kershaw@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Daily Progress: Governor in NY, NJ to
try to lure businesses to Utah

©)

SALT LAKE CITY (AP) — Gov. Gary Herbert is holding a series of meetings in New York and New Jersey this
week to try to lure businesses to Utah.
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The Governor's Office of Economic Development said Herbert met Monday in New York City with Starr
Companies, a large insurance and financial entity, before traveling to New Jersey to meet with aircraft maker

Dassault Falcon and medical device maker C.R. Bard.

The Republican governor is scheduled to meet Tuesday with real estate firm CBRE, which helps businesses

find new places to relocate, and financial firm KPMG.

Herbert is scheduled to be Washington, D.C. Tuesday afternoon. He'll stay through Thursday and meet with

House Speaker Paul Ryan, and Interior Secretary Sally Jewell.

He's scheduled to join Utah's congressional delegation for a Wednesday afternoon press conference to speak

against a proposed Bears Ears National Monument.

http://www.dailyprogress.com/governor-in-ny-nj-to-try-to-lure-businesses-to/article _ecb6dfe2-a837-5c0e-9a00-
b79879d0b653.html

Jessica Kershaw

Senior Adviser & Press Secretary
U.S. Dept of the Interior
@DOIPressSec

202-208-6416

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 11:41:20 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Re: Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native Americans plan D.C. rally against monument

Only other thing | can think of is that the Ute Indians are going ballistic on us and SITLA right now. We may raise that as
an issue tonight just to flag it, but their most recent actions are new enough that we're not exactly sure how we're going to
handle it going forward.

Cody Stewart

Director of Federal Affairs
Governor Gary Herbert
801 513-8991

On Tue, Sep 20, 2016 at 1:36 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
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Anything else | should flag for Sally? | am meeting with her this afternoon to prep her for tonight.

Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native
Americans plan D.C. rally against
monument

By Amy Joi O'Donoghue @amyjoi16
Published: Sept. 20, 2016 10:20 a.m.
Updated: 41 minutes ago

Leave a comment
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Gov. Gary Herbert and the state's congressional delegation will be joined by Utah Native Americans opposed to the
Bears Ears monument at a press event in the nation's capitol.

SALT LAKE CITY — Opponents of a proposed national monument in southeastern
Utah are rallying together Wednesday at a press conference in Washington, D.C.,
featuring Utah's governor, the state's congressional delegation and Utah Native
Americans.

The media event is planned for midafternoon at the Capitol Swamp and will highlight
opposition to the push for President Barack Obama to create the 1.9-million-acre
Bears Ears National Monument in San Juan County.

Frenzy over a possible new monument for Utah that critics say would lock up a
significant chunk of already federally controlled land is taking on a new pitch as fears
heighten over the president acting during his last few months in office.

Last week, Obama designated the first ever national marine monument, extending
federal protections to nearly 5,000 square miles of ocean off the coast of Cape Cod,
Massachusetts, despite opposition by several regional fishing organizations.

The designation will lead to a ban on drilling, mining and commercial fishing —
although lobster and crab harvesters will have seven years to cease operations.
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The marine monument is the 27th time Obama has used his authority under the
Antiquities Act to create or expand national monuments, setting aside 553 million
acres of land or water through presidential proclamation.

Utah opponents to a Bears Ears monument are even more fearful the president will
act given his designation last week that puts deep underwater canyons off-limits to
fisheries despite pleas for a compromise.

Utah's political leaders and rural elected officials in the impacted region instead want
the Obama administration to let Congress take action on a massive public lands bill
sponsored by Reps. Rob Bishop and Jason Chaffetz, both R-Utah.

That measure proposes to establish a Bears Ears National Conservation area in the
region, as well as the Indian Creek Conservation area for a total of 1.4 million acres.
Under the proposal, new mining or drilling would be off-limits in the Bears Ears, but
historical uses of the land, such as grazing and designated off-highway vehicle
routes, would continue.

Bishop argues that a national conservation area provides a co-management option for
Native American tribes that cannot be achieved through monument designation and
allows for greater flexibility and access for sacred ceremonies or traditions. The Bears
Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition says the proposal falls short of needed protections and a
new monument is the only way to assure destruction of the landscape won't continue.

BrandView

Sponsored by Renaissance Ranch

How important is spirituality to addiction
recovery?

Addiction is a devastating disease. But, just as difficult as it
is to see what addiction is can do to a person, it is equally as

miraculous to witness recovery, especially when completed
with the key aspect of spirituality.

The issue of how much protection should be extended to the remote and rugged
region dominated by pinyon and juniper and sprawling vistas has created dissent and
disagreement among some members and leaders of the Native American community.

While the coalition is made up of leaders of five tribes — the Navajo, Ute Mountain
Ute, Zuni, Hopi and Ute — and the monument proposal has the endorsement of 26
tribes nationwide, key Utah Navajo chapters remain opposed.

On Wednesday, members of the Aneth Chapter and Blue Mountain Dine’ of the
Navajo Nation will deliver an opposition packet to Interior Secretary Sally Jewell that
includes anti-monument resolutions from their groups and a petition from the
Descendants of Kaayelli.

The packet will also include resolutions from the cities of Blanding and Monticello, the
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San Juan County County Commission and the Utah Legislature, which states its
objection to the unilateral use of the Antiquities Act in Utah. A letter of opposition from
members of the Utah Wildlife Board is part of the packet as well.

Last week, Sens. Mike Lee and Orrin Hatch, both R-Utah, introduced the Utah
National Monument Parity Act, which seeks to have Utah exempted from any future
designations like its neighbor Wyoming.

On Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 7:35 PM, Kershaw, Jessica <jessica_kershaw@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Daily Progress: Governor in NY, NJ to
try to lure businesses to Utah

©)

Jessica Kershaw

SALT LAKE CITY (AP) — Gov. Gary Herbert is holding a series of meetings in New York and New Jersey this
week to try to lure businesses to Utah.

The Governor's Office of Economic Development said Herbert met Monday in New York City with Starr
Companies, a large insurance and financial entity, before traveling to New Jersey to meet with aircraft maker
Dassault Falcon and medical device maker C.R. Bard.

The Republican governor is scheduled to meet Tuesday with real estate firm CBRE, which helps businesses
find new places to relocate, and financial firm KPMG.

Herbert is scheduled to be Washington, D.C. Tuesday afternoon. He'll stay through Thursday and meet with
House Speaker Paul Ryan, and Interior Secretary Sally Jewell.

He's scheduled to join Utah's congressional delegation for a Wednesday afternoon press conference to speak
against a proposed Bears Ears National Monument.

http://www.dailyprogress.com/governor-in-ny-nj-to-try-to-lure-businesses-to/article_ecb6dfe2-a837-5c0e-9a00-
b79879d0b653.html

Senior Adviser & Press Secretary
U.S. Dept of the Interior
@DOIPressSec

202-208-6416
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Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861

nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 11:48:21 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native Americans plan D.C. rally against monument
FYI.

---------- Forwarded message --------—--

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

Date: Tue, Sep 20, 2016 at 1:41 PM

Subject: Re: Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native Americans plan D.C. rally against monument
To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Only other thing | can think of is that the Ute Indians are going ballistic on us and SITLA right now. We may raise that as
an issue tonight just to flag it, but their most recent actions are new enough that we're not exactly sure how we're going to
handle it going forward.

Cody Stewart

Director of Federal Affairs
Governor Gary Herbert
801 513-8991

On Tue, Sep 20, 2016 at 1:36 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native
Americans plan D.C. rally against
monument

By Amy Joi O'Donoghue  @amyjoi16 Leave a comment
Published: Sept. 20, 2016 10:20 a.m.
Updated: 41 minutes ago

10f1
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Deseret News/Shutterstock composite photo

Gov. Gary Herbert and the state's congressional delegation will be joined by Utah Native Americans opposed to the
Bears Ears monument at a press event in the nation's capitol.

SALT LAKE CITY — Opponents of a proposed national monument in southeastern
Utah are rallying together Wednesday at a press conference in Washington, D.C.,
featuring Utah's governor, the state's congressional delegation and Utah Native
Americans.

The media event is planned for midafternoon at the Capitol Swamp and will highlight
opposition to the push for President Barack Obama to create the 1.9-million-acre
Bears Ears National Monument in San Juan County.

Frenzy over a possible new monument for Utah that critics say would lock up a
significant chunk of already federally controlled land is taking on a new pitch as fears
heighten over the president acting during his last few months in office.

Last week, Obama designated the first ever national marine monument, extending
federal protections to nearly 5,000 square miles of ocean off the coast of Cape Cod,
Massachusetts, despite opposition by several regional fishing organizations.

The designation will lead to a ban on drilling, mining and commercial fishing —
although lobster and crab harvesters will have seven years to cease operations.

The marine monument is the 27th time Obama has used his authority under the
Antiquities Act to create or expand national monuments, setting aside 553 million
acres of land or water through presidential proclamation.

Utah opponents to a Bears Ears monument are even more fearful the president will
act given his designation last week that puts deep underwater canyons off-limits to
fisheries despite pleas for a compromise.

Utah's political leaders and rural elected officials in the impacted region instead want
the Obama administration to let Congress take action on a massive public lands bill
sponsored by Reps. Rob Bishop and Jason Chaffetz, both R-Utah.

That measure proposes to establish a Bears Ears National Conservation area in the
region, as well as the Indian Creek Conservation area for a total of 1.4 million acres.
Under the proposal, new mining or drilling would be off-limits in the Bears Ears, but
historical uses of the land, such as grazing and designated off-highway vehicle
routes, would continue.
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Bishop argues that a national conservation area provides a co-management option for
Native American tribes that cannot be achieved through monument designation and
allows for greater flexibility and access for sacred ceremonies or traditions. The Bears
Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition says the proposal falls short of needed protections and a
new monument is the only way to assure destruction of the landscape won't continue.

BrandView

Sponsored by Renaissance Ranch

How important is spirituality to addiction
recovery?

Addiction is a devastating disease. But, just as difficult as it
is to see what addiction is can do to a person, it is equally as

miraculous to witness recovery, especially when completed
with the key aspect of spirituality.

The issue of how much protection should be extended to the remote and rugged
region dominated by pinyon and juniper and sprawling vistas has created dissent and
disagreement among some members and leaders of the Native American community.

While the coalition is made up of leaders of five tribes — the Navajo, Ute Mountain
Ute, Zuni, Hopi and Ute — and the monument proposal has the endorsement of 26
tribes nationwide, key Utah Navajo chapters remain opposed.

On Wednesday, members of the Aneth Chapter and Blue Mountain Dine’ of the
Navajo Nation will deliver an opposition packet to Interior Secretary Sally Jewell that
includes anti-monument resolutions from their groups and a petition from the
Descendants of Kaayelli.

The packet will also include resolutions from the cities of Blanding and Monticello, the
San Juan County County Commission and the Utah Legislature, which states its
objection to the unilateral use of the Antiquities Act in Utah. A letter of opposition from
members of the Utah Wildlife Board is part of the packet as well.

Last week, Sens. Mike Lee and Orrin Hatch, both R-Utah, introduced the Utah
National Monument Parity Act, which seeks to have Utah exempted from any future
designations like its neighbor Wyoming.

On Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 7:35 PM, Kershaw, Jessica <jessica_kershaw@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Daily Progress: Governor in NY, NJ to
try to lure businesses to Utah

(©)

Jessica Kershaw
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SALT LAKE CITY (AP) — Gov. Gary Herbert is holding a series of meetings in New York and New Jersey this

week to try to lure businesses to Utah.

The Governor's Office of Economic Development said Herbert met Monday in New York City with Starr
Companies, a large insurance and financial entity, before traveling to New Jersey to meet with aircraft maker

Dassault Falcon and medical device maker C.R. Bard.

The Republican governor is scheduled to meet Tuesday with real estate firm CBRE, which helps businesses

find new places to relocate, and financial firm KPMG.

Herbert is scheduled to be Washington, D.C. Tuesday afternoon. He'll stay through Thursday and meet with

House Speaker Paul Ryan, and Interior Secretary Sally Jewell.

He's scheduled to join Utah's congressional delegation for a Wednesday afternoon press conference to speak

against a proposed Bears Ears National Monument.

http://www.dailyprogress.com/governor-in-ny-nj-to-try-to-lure-businesses-to/article_ecb6dfe2-a837-5c0e-9a00-
b79879d0b653.html

Senior Adviser & Press Secretary
U.S. Dept of the Interior
@DOIPressSec

202-208-6416

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861

nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861

nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
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From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 20 2016 11:48:33 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

Subject: Re: Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native Americans plan D.C. rally against monument
Roger.

On Tue, Sep 20, 2016 at 1:41 PM, Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov> wrote:
Only other thing | can think of is that the Ute Indians are going ballistic on us and SITLA right now. We may raise that as
an issue tonight just to flag it, but their most recent actions are new enough that we're not exactly sure how we're going
to handle it going forward.

Cody Stewart

Director of Federal Affairs
Governor Gary Herbert
801 513-8991

On Tue, Sep 20, 2016 at 1:36 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Anything else | should flag for Sally? | am meeting with her this afternoon to prep her for tonight.

Deseret News: Herbert, Utah Native
Americans plan D.C. rally against
monument

By Amy Joi O'Donoghue  @amyjoi16 Leave a comment
Published: Sept. 20, 2016 10:20 a.m.
Updated: 41 minutes ago

1 0f1
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Deseret News/Shutterstock composite photo

Gov. Gary Herbert and the state's congressional delegation will be joined by Utah Native Americans opposed to the
Bears Ears monument at a press event in the nation's capitol.

SALT LAKE CITY — Opponents of a proposed national monument in southeastern
Utah are rallying together Wednesday at a press conference in Washington, D.C.,
featuring Utah's governor, the state's congressional delegation and Utah Native

Americans.
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The media event is planned for midafternoon at the Capitol Swamp and will
highlight opposition to the push for President Barack Obama to create the 1.9-
million-acre Bears Ears National Monument in San Juan County.

Frenzy over a possible new monument for Utah that critics say would lock up a
significant chunk of already federally controlled land is taking on a new pitch as
fears heighten over the president acting during his last few months in office.

Last week, Obama designated the first ever national marine monument, extending
federal protections to nearly 5,000 square miles of ocean off the coast of Cape Cod,
Massachusetts, despite opposition by several regional fishing organizations.

The designation will lead to a ban on drilling, mining and commercial fishing —
although lobster and crab harvesters will have seven years to cease operations.

The marine monument is the 27th time Obama has used his authority under the
Antiquities Act to create or expand national monuments, setting aside 553 million
acres of land or water through presidential proclamation.

Utah opponents to a Bears Ears monument are even more fearful the president will
act given his designation last week that puts deep underwater canyons off-limits to
fisheries despite pleas for a compromise.

Utah's political leaders and rural elected officials in the impacted region instead
want the Obama administration to let Congress take action on a massive public
lands bill sponsored by Reps. Rob Bishop and Jason Chaffetz, both R-Utah.

That measure proposes to establish a Bears Ears National Conservation area in the
region, as well as the Indian Creek Conservation area for a total of 1.4 million acres.
Under the proposal, new mining or drilling would be off-limits in the Bears Ears, but
historical uses of the land, such as grazing and designated off-highway vehicle
routes, would continue.

Bishop argues that a national conservation area provides a co-management option
for Native American tribes that cannot be achieved through monument designation
and allows for greater flexibility and access for sacred ceremonies or traditions. The
Bears Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition says the proposal falls short of needed protections
and a new monument is the only way to assure destruction of the landscape won't
continue.

BrandView

Sponsored by Renaissance Ranch

How important is spirituality to addiction
recovery?

Addiction is a devastating disease. But, just as difficult as it
is to see what addiction is can do to a person, it is equally as

miraculous to witness recovery, especially when completed
with the key aspect of spirituality.
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The issue of how much protection should be extended to the remote and rugged
region dominated by pinyon and juniper and sprawling vistas has created dissent
and disagreement among some members and leaders of the Native American
community.

While the coalition is made up of leaders of five tribes — the Navajo, Ute Mountain
Ute, Zuni, Hopi and Ute — and the monument proposal has the endorsement of 26
tribes nationwide, key Utah Navajo chapters remain opposed.

On Wednesday, members of the Aneth Chapter and Blue Mountain Dine’ of the
Navajo Nation will deliver an opposition packet to Interior Secretary Sally Jewell that
includes anti-monument resolutions from their groups and a petition from the
Descendants of Kaayelli.

The packet will also include resolutions from the cities of Blanding and Monticello,
the San Juan County County Commission and the Utah Legislature, which states its
objection to the unilateral use of the Antiquities Act in Utah. A letter of opposition
from members of the Utah Wildlife Board is part of the packet as well.

Last week, Sens. Mike Lee and Orrin Hatch, both R-Utah, introduced the Utah
National Monument Parity Act, which seeks to have Utah exempted from any future
designations like its neighbor Wyoming.

On Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 7:35 PM, Kershaw, Jessica <jessica_kershaw@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Daily Progress: Governor in NY, NJ to
try to lure businesses to Utah

)

Jessica Kershaw

SALT LAKE CITY (AP) — Gov. Gary Herbert is holding a series of meetings in New York and New Jersey this
week to try to lure businesses to Utah.

The Governor's Office of Economic Development said Herbert met Monday in New York City with Starr
Companies, a large insurance and financial entity, before traveling to New Jersey to meet with aircraft maker

Dassault Falcon and medical device maker C.R. Bard.

The Republican governor is scheduled to meet Tuesday with real estate firm CBRE, which helps businesses

find new places to relocate, and financial firm KPMG.
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Herbert is scheduled to be Washington, D.C. Tuesday afternoon. He'll stay through Thursday and meet with

House Speaker Paul Ryan, and Interior Secretary Sally Jewell.

He's scheduled to join Utah's congressional delegation for a Wednesday afternoon press conference to speak

against a proposed Bears Ears National Monument.

http://www.dailyprogress.com/governor-in-ny-nj-to-try-to-lure-businesses-to/article_ecb6dfe2-a837-5c0e-9a00-
b79879d0b653.html

Senior Adviser & Press Secretary
U.S. Dept of the Interior
@DOIPressSec

202-208-6416

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861

nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861

nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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Conversation Contents

DRAFT Bears Ears presser

"Prandoni, Chris (Lee)" <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>

From: "Prandoni, Chris (Lee)" <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>
Sent: Mon Sep 19 2016 14:29:20 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: DRAFT Bears Ears presser

Hey Nikki,

Another fun email...

This press event, which at one point seemed unlikely to occur, is coming to fruition. It is a draft release
but has all the important details you are sure to love. Not sure when or how the local Utah participants
will deliver the resolutions/petitions/letter to you all — happy to find out if you would like.

Again, just trying to be candid and open.

Chris

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Monday, September 19, 2016

Utah Navajo to Voice Opposition to Monument Designation

WASHINGTON - On Wednesday, September 21, at 4:00 p.m. EDT, the Utah
congressional delegation, Utah Gov. Gary Herbert, and members of the Navajo Nation
from Utah, will hold a press conference at the Capitol Swamp highlighting united state
and local opposition to a national monument designation in southwest Utah.

Earlier in the day, members of the Aneth Chapter of the Navajo Nation and the Blue
Mountain Dine’ will deliver an opposition packet to Interior Secretary Sally Jewell that
includes:

A resolution from the Blue Mountain Dine’ opposing the proposed Bears Ears
National Monument.

A petition from the Descendants of Kaayelii opposing the proposed Bears Ears
National Monument.

A resolution from the Aneth Chalpter of the Navajo Nation opposing the proposed
Bears Ears National Monument

A resolution from the City of Blanding, Utah opposing the proposed Bears Ears
National Monument.
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- Aresolution from the City of Monticello opposing the proposed Bears Ears National
Monument.

- Aresolution from the San Juan County Board of Commissioners opposing the
proposed Bears Ears National Monument.

- Aletter from the Utah Wildlife Board opposing the proposed Bears Ears National
Monument.

- Aresolution from the Utah State Legislature opposing the unilateral use of the
Antiquities Act in Utah.

Members of the media wishing to attend the event must RSVP to Emily Long
(Emily_Long@lee.senate.gov).

Who

Navajo residents of Utah Lewis and Donna Singer, Susie Philemon, and Danielle Shirley
Utah Governor Gary Herbert

Senator Orrin Hatch (R-UT)

Senator Mike Lee (R-UT)

Representative Rob Bishop (R-UT)

Representative Chris Stewart (R-UT)

Representative Mia Love (R-UT)

What
Local resident opposition to national monument designation in southwest Utah.

When
Wednesday, Sept. 21, 2016 at 4:00 p.m. EDT

Where
Capitol Swamp

Communications Director
Conn Carroll
Conn_Carroll@lee.senate.gov
202-224-5444

Press Secretary

Emily Long

Emily _Long@lee.senate.gov
202-224-5444

HiH

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Mon Sep 19 2016 14:57:02 GMT-0600 (MDT)
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To: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fwd: DRAFT Bears Ears presser
Whelp.

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Prandoni, Chris (Lee)" <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>
Date: September 19, 2016 at 1:29:20 PM PDT

To: "nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: DRAFT Bears Ears presser

Hey Nikki,
Another fun email. ..

This press event, which at one point seemed unlikely to occur, is coming to fruition. It is a
draft release but has all the important details you are sure to love. Not sure when or how
the local Utah participants will deliver the resolutions/petitions/letter to you all — happy to
find out if you would like.

Again, just trying to be candid and open.

Chris

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Monday, September 19, 2016

Utah Navajo to Voice Opposition to Monument Designation

WASHINGTON - On Wednesday, September 21, at 4:00 p.m. EDT, the Utah
congressional delegation, Utah Gov. Gary Herbert, and members of the
Navajo Nation from Utah, will hold a press conference at the Capitol Swamp
highlighting united state and local opposition to a national monument
designation in southwest Utah.

Earlier in the day, members of the Aneth Chapter of the Navajo Nation and the
Blue Mountain Dine’ will deliver an opposition packet to Interior Secretary
Sally Jewell that includes:
- Aresolution from the Blue Mountain Dine’ opposing the proposed
Bears Ears National Monument.
- A petition from the Descendants of Kaayelii opposing the proposed
Bears Ears National Monument.
- Aresolution from the Aneth Chalpter of the Navajo Nation opposing
the proposed Bears Ears National Monument
- Aresolution from the City of Blanding, Utah opposing the proposed
Bears Ears National Monument.
- Aresolution from the City of Monticello opposing the proposed
Bears Ears National Monument.
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- Aresolution from the San Juan County Board of Commissioners
opposing the proposed Bears Ears National Monument.

- A letter from the Utah Wildlife Board opposing the proposed Bears
Ears National Monument.

- Aresolution from the Utah State Legislature opposing the unilateral
use of the Antiquities Act in Utah.

Members of the media wishing to attend the event must RSVP to Emily
Long (Emily_Long@lee.senate.gov).

Who

Navajo residents of Utah Lewis and Donna Singer, Susie Philemon, and
Danielle Shirley

Utah Governor Gary Herbert

Senator Orrin Hatch (R-UT)

Senator Mike Lee (R-UT)

Representative Rob Bishop (R-UT)

Representative Chris Stewart (R-UT)

Representative Mia Love (R-UT)

What
Local resident opposition to national monument designation in southwest
Utah.

When
Wednesday, Sept. 21, 2016 at 4:00 p.m. EDT

Where
Capitol Swamp

Communications Director
Conn Carroll
Conn_Carroll@lee.senate.qgov
202-224-5444

Press Secretary

Emily Long
Emily_Long@lee.senate.gov
202-224-5444

Hith

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Mon Sep 19 2016 15:00:46 GMT-0600 (MDT)
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John Blair <john_blair@ios.doi.gov>, Lindsey Wagner-

To: Oveson <lindsey wagner-oveson@ios.doi.gov>,
madelyn_morrison@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Fwd: DRAFT Bears Ears presser

Please include this DRAFT press release in SJ's book and indicate that it's a draft release and
tentative event. Thanks!

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Monday, September 19, 2016

Utah Navajo to Voice Opposition to Monument Designation

WASHINGTON - On Wednesday, September 21, at 4:00 p.m. EDT, the Utah
congressional delegation, Utah Gov. Gary Herbert, and members of the
Navajo Nation from Utah, will hold a press conference at the Capitol Swamp
highlighting united state and local opposition to a national monument
designation in southwest Utah.

Earlier in the day, members of the Aneth Chapter of the Navajo Nation and the
Blue Mountain Dine’ will deliver an opposition packet to Interior Secretary
Sally Jewell that includes:
- Aresolution from the Blue Mountain Dine’ opposing the proposed
Bears Ears National Monument.
- A petition from the Descendants of Kaayelii opposing the proposed
Bears Ears National Monument.
- Aresolution from the Aneth Chalpter of the Navajo Nation opposing
the proposed Bears Ears National Monument
- Aresolution from the City of Blanding, Utah opposing the proposed
Bears Ears National Monument.
- Aresolution from the City of Monticello opposing the proposed
Bears Ears National Monument.
- Aresolution from the San Juan County Board of Commissioners
opposing the proposed Bears Ears National Monument.
- A letter from the Utah Wildlife Board opposing the proposed Bears
Ears National Monument.
- Aresolution from the Utah State Legislature opposing the unilateral
use of the Antiquities Act in Utah.

Members of the media wishing to attend the event must RSVP to Emily
Long (Emily_Long@lee.senate.gov).

Who

Navajo residents of Utah Lewis and Donna Singer, Susie Philemon, and
Danielle Shirley

Utah Governor Gary Herbert
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Senator Orrin Hatch (R-UT)

Senator Mike Lee (R-UT)
Representative Rob Bishop (R-UT)
Representative Chris Stewart (R-UT)
Representative Mia Love (R-UT)

What
Local resident opposition to national monument designation in southwest
Utah.

When
Wednesday, Sept. 21, 2016 at 4:00 p.m. EDT

Where
Capitol Swamp

Communications Director
Conn Carroll
Conn_Carroll@lee.senate.gov
202-224-5444

Press Secretary

Emily Long

Emily Long@lee.senate.gov
202-224-5444

HHH

"Morrison, Madelyn™ <madelyn_morrison@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Morrison, Madelyn" <madelyn_morrison@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Mon Sep 19 2016 15:13:56 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

cc: John Blair <john_blair@ios.doi.gov>, Lindsey Wagner-
) Oveson <lindsey_wagner-oveson@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Re: DRAFT Bears Ears presser

Thanks Nikki -- uploading now.

Madelyn Morrison

Special Assistant

Office of the Secretary
Department of the Interior
202-208-4591 (o)
202-716-4081 (c)
madelyn_morrison@ios.doi.gov

On Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 5:00 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

00074272-0OS-BATCH003-DOC0011-EML-20240 Page 6 of 8



FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY

Please include this DRAFT press release in SJ's book and indicate that it's a draft release and
tentative event. Thanks!

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Monday, September 19, 2016

Utah Navajo to Voice Opposition to Monument Designation

WASHINGTON - On Wednesday, September 21, at 4:00 p.m. EDT, the
Utah congressional delegation, Utah Gov. Gary Herbert, and members of
the Navajo Nation from Utah, will hold a press conference at the Capitol
Swamp highlighting united state and local opposition to a national
monument designation in southwest Utah.

Earlier in the day, members of the Aneth Chapter of the Navajo Nation and
the Blue Mountain Dine’ will deliver an opposition packet to Interior
Secretary Sally Jewell that includes:

- Aresolution from the Blue Mountain Dine’ opposing the proposed Bears Ears
National Monument.

- A petition from the Descendants of Kaayelii opposing the proposed Bears Ears
National Monument.

- Aresolution from the Aneth Chalpter of the Navajo Nation opposing the proposed
Bears Ears National Monument

- Aresolution from the City of Blanding, Utah opposing the proposed Bears Ears
National Monument.

- Aresolution from the City of Monticello opposing the proposed Bears Ears National
Monument.

- Aresolution from the San Juan County Board of Commissioners opposing the
proposed Bears Ears National Monument.

- A letter from the Utah Wildlife Board opposing the proposed Bears Ears National
Monument.

- Aresolution from the Utah State Legislature opposing the unilateral use of the
Antiquities Act in Utah.

Members of the media wishing to attend the event must RSVP to Emily
Long (Emily_Long@lee.senate.gov).

Who

Navajo residents of Utah Lewis and Donna Singer, Susie Philemon, and
Danielle Shirley

Utah Governor Gary Herbert

Senator Orrin Hatch (R-UT)

00074272-0OS-BATCH003-DOC0011-EML-20240 Page 7 of 8



FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY

Senator Mike Lee (R-UT)
Representative Rob Bishop (R-UT)
Representative Chris Stewart (R-UT)
Representative Mia Love (R-UT)

What
Local resident opposition to national monument designation in southwest
Utah.

When
Wednesday, Sept. 21, 2016 at 4:00 p.m. EDT

Where
Capitol Swamp

Communications Director
Conn Carroll
Conn_Carroll@lee.senate.gov
202-224-5444

Press Secretary

Emily Long
Emily_Long@lee.senate.gov
202-224-5444

Hi#
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Conversation Contents

Nikki's out of the office Re: DRAFT Bears Ears presser

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Mon Sep 19 2016 14:29:45 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: chris_prandoni@lee.senate.gov

Subject: Nikki's out of the office Re: DRAFT Bears Ears presser

| will be out of the office until Tuesday, September 20th. If you need immediate assistance
please contact Tommy Beaudreau (tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov) or Benjamin
Milakofsky (benjamin_milakofsky@ios.doi.gov).

Thank you,
Nikki

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior<br>202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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Conversation Contents

Weekly UT Check-in Call

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Wed Sep 14 2016 06:04:48 GMT-0600 (MDT)

codystewart@utah.gov, fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov,
devin.wiser@mail.house.gov,
casey.snider@mail.house.gov,

i john_tanner@hatch.senate.gov,
chris_prandoni@lee.senate.gov,
wendy_baig@lee.senate.gov

CC: Gisella Ojeda-dodds <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Weekly UT Check-in Call

Hi team - you all still available at 930am? Or are you in hearing prep?

Weekly UT Check-in Call
Scheduled: Wednesday, Sep 14, 2016 from 9:30 AM to 10:00 AM

Location: Dial-in: and code:_

Invitees: Cody Stewart, fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov, devin.wiser@mail.house.gov,
casey.snider@mail.house.gov, john_tanner@hatch.senate.gov, chris_prandoni@lee.senate.gov,
wendy _baig@lee.senate.qov

"Prandoni, Chris (Lee)" <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>

From: "Prandoni, Chris (Lee)" <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>
Sent: Wed Sep 14 2016 07:12:46 GMT-0600 (MDT)

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>,
"codystewart@utah.gov" <codystewart@utah.gov>,
"fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>,
"devin.wiser@mail.house.gov"
<devin.wiser@mail.house.gov>,
"casey.snider@mail.house.gov"
<casey.snider@mail.house.gov>, "Tanner, John (Hatch)
<John_Tanner@hatch.senate.gov>, "Baig, Wendy (Lee)"
<Wendy_Baig@lee.senate.gov>

Subject: Re: Weekly UT Check-in Call

To:
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Happy to chat if others are available.

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2016 at 8:04 AM

To: "codystewart@utah.gov" <codystewart@utah.gov>, "fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "devin.wiser@mail.house.gov" <devin.wiser@mail.house.gov>,
"casey.snider@mail.house.gov" <casey.snider@mail.house.gov>, "Tanner, John (Hatch)"
<John_Tanner@hatch.senate.gov>, Chris Prandoni <chris_prandoni@lee.senate.gov>, "Baig,
Wendy (Lee)" <Wendy_Baig@lee.senate.gov>

Cc: Gisella Ojeda-dodds <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Weekly UT Check-in Call

Hi team - you all still available at 930am? Or are you in hearing prep?

Weekly UT Check-in Call

Scheduled: Wedwma from 9:30 AM to 10:00 AM
Location: Dial-in: nd code {SIICIIEN
Invitees: Cody Stewart?, fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov?, devin.wiser@mail.house.gov?,

casey.snider@mail.house.qov?, john_tanner@hatch.senate.qov?, chris_prandoni@lee.senate.qov?,
wendy baig@lee.senate.qgov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Wed Sep 14 2016 07:13:14 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Prandoni, Chris (Lee)" <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>

"codystewart@utah.gov" <codystewart@utah.gov>,
"fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>,
"devin.wiser@mail.house.gov"

ce: <devin.wiser@mail.house.gov>,

' "casey.snider@mail.house.gov"
<casey.snider@mail.house.gov>, "Tanner, John (Hatch)"
<John_Tanner@hatch.senate.gov>, "Baig, Wendy (Lee)"
<Wendy_Baig@lee.senate.gov>, Gisella Ojeda-dodds
<gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Re: Weekly UT Check-in Call

K! I'll be on.

On Wed, Sep 14, 2016 at 9:12 AM, Prandoni, Chris (Lee) <Chris_Prandoni@|ee.senate.gov> wrote:
Happy to chat if others are available.

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2016 at 8:04 AM

To: "codystewart@utah.gov" <codystewart@utah.gov>, "fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "devin.wiser@mail.house.gov"
<devin.wiser@mail.house.gov>, "casey.snider@mail.house.gov"
<casey.snider@mail.house.gov>, "Tanner, John (Hatch)" <John_Tanner@hatch.senate.gov>,
Chris Prandoni <chris_prandoni@lee.senate.gov>, "Baig, Wendy (Lee)"
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<Wendy_Baig@lee.senate.gov>
Cc: Gisella Ojeda-dodds <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Weekly UT Check-in Call

Hi team - you all still available at 930am? Or are you in hearing prep?

Weekly UT Check-in Call

Scheduled: Wednesday. Sep 14, 2016 from 9:30 AM to 10:00 AM

Location: Dial-in: nd code;

Invitees: Cody Stewart?, fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov?, devin.wiser@mail.house.gov?,
casey.snider@mail.house.gov?, john_tanner@hatch.senate.gov?, chris_prandoni@lee.senate.gov?
, wendy_baig@lee.senate.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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Conversation Contents

Lee-Hatch Antiquities exemption bill

"Prandoni, Chris (Lee)" <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>

From: "Prandoni, Chris (Lee)" <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>
Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 15:19:54 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Lee-Hatch Antiquities exemption bill

Hey Nikki,

Sorry for the late notice but Lee and Hatch are about to introduce a bill that would prohibit use of the
Antiquities Act within Utah. Since it is looking like Congress, the hardest working institution in America,
is going to get out of dodge next week, we may not have the opportunity to introduce PLI. The plan
has always been to defer to Bishop, let him work and move PLI through the House, and then introduce
in the Senate. With our new truncated calendar, that may not be possible. In order to insulate
ourselves from “what the hell are you guys doing!” accusations (threats?) we are introducing the Utah
exemption bill.

We are still reviewing your ta and deciding how to proceed. Just wanted to keep you informed since
you have been forthcoming with us.

Chris

Chris Prandoni

Legislative Assistant

Senator Mike Lee

361A Russell Senate Office Building |202 224 5444

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 15:22:23 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Prandoni, Chris (Lee)" <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>
Subject: Re: Lee-Hatch Antiquities exemption bill

| really appreciate the heads-up, Chris. | just banged my head against my desk, but I'm sure you guys
are doing the same. :)

Thanks again very much!

On Tue, Sep 13, 2016 at 5:19 PM, Prandoni, Chris (Lee) <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov> wrote:
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Hey Nikki,

Sorry for the late notice but Lee and Hatch are about to introduce a bill that would prohibit use of the
Antiquities Act within Utah. Since it is looking like Congress, the hardest working institution in
America, is going to get out of dodge next week, we may not have the opportunity to introduce PLI.
The plan has always been to defer to Bishop, let him work and move PLI through the House, and
then introduce in the Senate. With our new truncated calendar, that may not be possible. In order to
insulate ourselves from “what the hell are you guys doing!” accusations (threats?) we are
introducing the Utah exemption bill.

We are still reviewing your ta and deciding how to proceed. Just wanted to keep you informed since
you have been forthcoming with us.

Chris

Chris Prandoni

Legislative Assistant

Senator Mike Lee

361A Russell Senate Office Building |202 224 5444

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 15:22:36 GMT-0600 (MDT)

Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, Neil
Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Lee-Hatch Antiquities exemption bill

To:

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Prandoni, Chris (Lee) <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>
Date: Tue, Sep 13, 2016 at 5:19 PM

Subject: Lee-Hatch Antiquities exemption bill

To: "nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Hey Nikki,
Sorry for the late notice but Lee and Hatch are about to introduce a bill that would prohibit use of the

Antiquities Act within Utah. Since it is looking like Congress, the hardest working institution in America,
is going to get out of dodge next week, we may not have the opportunity to introduce PLI. The plan
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has always been to defer to Bishop, let him work and move PLI through the House, and then introduce
in the Senate. With our new truncated calendar, that may not be possible. In order to insulate
ourselves from “what the hell are you guys doing!” accusations (threats?) we are introducing the Utah
exemption bill.

We are still reviewing your ta and deciding how to proceed. Just wanted to keep you informed since
you have been forthcoming with us.

Chris

Chris Prandoni

Legislative Assistant

Senator Mike Lee

361A Russell Senate Office Building |202 224 5444

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 15:23:02 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Gisella Ojeda-dodds <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Lee-Hatch Antiquities exemption bill

Please add him to my contacts:

From: Prandoni, Chris (Lee) <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>
Chris Prandoni

Legislative Assistant

Senator Mike Lee

361A Russell Senate Office Building |202 224 5444

Nikki Buffa
Deputy Chief of Staff
US Department of the Interior
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202-219-3861
nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Prandoni, Chris (Lee)" <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>

From: "Prandoni, Chris (Lee)" <Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov>
Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 15:32:31 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Re: Lee-Hatch Antiquities exemption bill

| need all the brain cells | can get, but | hear ya. Our statement tomorrow, we aren't doing anything to
undermine the hearing, will praise PLI and the process. It will be clear that is our preferred alternative.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 13, 2016, at 5:22 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| really appreciate the heads-up, Chris. | just banged my head against my desk, but I'm
sure you guys are doing the same. :)

Thanks again very much!

On Tue, Sep 13, 2016 at 5:19 PM, Prandoni, Chris (Lee)
<Chris_Prandoni@lee.senate.gov> wrote:
Hey Nikki,

Sorry for the late notice but Lee and Hatch are about to introduce a bill that would
prohibit use of the Antiquities Act within Utah. Since it is looking like Congress, the
hardest working institution in America, is going to get out of dodge next week, we may
not have the opportunity to introduce PLI. The plan has always been to defer to Bishop,
let him work and move PLI through the House, and then introduce in the Senate. With
our new truncated calendar, that may not be possible. In order to insulate ourselves
from “what the hell are you guys doing!” accusations (threats?) we are introducing the
Utah exemption bill.

We are still reviewing your ta and deciding how to proceed. Just wanted to keep you
informed since you have been forthcoming with us.

Chris

Chris Prandoni

Legislative Assistant

Senator Mike Lee

361A Russell Senate Office Building |202 224 5444

Nikki Buffa
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Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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Conversation Contents
Book Cliffs
Attachments:

/110. Book Cliffs/9.1 book cliffs conservation area.pdf
/110. Book Cliffs/17.1 Book cliffs (1).pdf
/110. Book Cliffs/18.1 Book cliffs (1).pdf

"Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>

From: "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 12:38:54 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Book Cliffs

Nikki

Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA. Subject to valid existing rights,
the mineral estate in the non-Federal lands acquired by the United States under this title, and the
existing mineral estate in the Federal land, located in Grand County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps as
“Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is withdrawn from location, entry and patent under the mining laws
and the operation of the mineral leasing, mineral materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi_bookcliffsroadlessmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 12:42:24 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

Thank you!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM, Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov> wrote:
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Nikki
Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA. Subject to valid existing rights,
the mineral estate in the non-Federal lands acquired by the United States under this title, and the
existing mineral estate in the Federal land, located in Grand County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps
as “Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is withdrawn from location, entry and patent under the mining
laws and the operation of the mineral leasing, mineral materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.qgov/uploadedfiles/upi bookcliffsroadlessmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 12:42:58 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>, Liz Pardue
o:
<lpardue@blm.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Book Cliffs

| assume we are very supportive of what the PLI does in Book Cliffs, are we saying that in your
testimony, Neil?

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM

Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Nikki
Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs
Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA. Subject to valid existing rights,

the mineral estate in the non-Federal lands acquired by the United States under this title, and the
existing mineral estate in the Federal land, located in Grand County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps as
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“Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is withdrawn from location, entry and patent under the mining laws
and the operation of the mineral leasing, mineral materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi bookcliffsroadlessmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Laura (Liz) Pardue" <lpardue@blm.gov>

From: "Laura (Liz) Pardue" <Ipardue@blm.gov>

Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 13:24:29 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

CC: Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>, jpool@blm.gov
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

| checked with Jamie and there were some technical concerns with the drafting, | believe including
how it relates to a SMA we opposed. Ccing Jamie in case you want more specific info.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:43 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| assume we are very supportive of what the PLI does in Book Cliffs, are we saying that in
your testimony, Neil?

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM

Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Nikki
Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA. Subject to valid
existing rights, the mineral estate in the non-Federal lands acquired by the United States
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under this title, and the existing mineral estate in the Federal land, located in Grand
County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps as “Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is withdrawn
from location, entry and patent under the mining laws and the operation of the mineral
leasing, mineral materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi bookcliffsroadlessmineralwithd
rawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 13:34:30 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Laura (Liz) Pardue" <Ipardue@blm.gov>
i Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>, Jamie Pool
CC: .
<jpool@blm.gov>
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

Would be great to have some info to give back to Casey, Jamie. Thanks!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:24 PM, Laura (Liz) Pardue <Ipardue@blm.gov> wrote:
| checked with Jamie and there were some technical concerns with the drafting, | believe including
how it relates to a SMA we opposed. Ccing Jamie in case you want more specific info.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:43 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| assume we are very supportive of what the PLI does in Book Cliffs, are we saying that
in your testimony, Neil?

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM

Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
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Nikki
Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA. Subject to valid
existing rights, the mineral estate in the non-Federal lands acquired by the United
States under this title, and the existing mineral estate in the Federal land, located in
Grand County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps as “Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is
withdrawn from location, entry and patent under the mining laws and the operation of
the mineral leasing, mineral materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi bookcliffsroadl|
essmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>

From: "Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 18:28:07 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
. "Laura (Liz) Pardue" <Ipardue@blm.gov>, Neil Kornze
CC:
<nkornze@blm.gov>
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs
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Hi Nikki,

Pasted below is what we have on this area in the testimony:

"Title IV of Division A proposes four new Special Management Area (SMA) designations on approximately 108,200
acres of BLM-managed public lands for the Desolation Canyon, Nine Mile Canyon, White River, and Book Cliffs
areas, and two other SMAs on approximately 27,400 acres of national forest land. Under the bill, each of these
BLM-managed SMAs would be open to oil and gas development at the Secretary’s discretion and subject to surface
occupancy restrictions. The management guidance that comes with these new designations does not seem to differ
greatly from the BLM'’s existing authorities and management practices. As a result, we do not see a reason to
create this new category of public land designations. However, we do recognize the significant wildlife, cultural,
and other values contained in these areas and would like to work with the sponsors and Subcommittee on

provisions that would provide meaningful protection for these areas.”

The following is from our formal review of the bill, but we decided it was a better approach to have a broader
comment in the TA on how the purposes of the SMAs were very similar to how the BLM manages public lands

already:

"It is unclear as currently drafted how management of the proposed Book Cliffs SMA would
differ from the way that the BLM currently manages the area and the extent to which the
proposed area would be withdrawn from the public land, mining, and mineral leasing laws.
The Department notes, for example, that section 107 of Division B — relating to withdrawing
State mineral estate within the Book Cliffs SMA that would be exchanged to the United
States — is inconsistent with the proposed SMA withdrawal. The Department would like the
opportunity for further discussion on how best to ensure protection of the significant natural

resources of this area.”

| think that it's probably okay to share the second paragraph with Casey, but defer to Neil and Liz.

Jamie

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:34 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Would be great to have some info to give back to Casey, Jamie. Thanks!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:24 PM, Laura (Liz) Pardue <lpardue@blm.gov> wrote:
| checked with Jamie and there were some technical concerns with the drafting, | believe
including how it relates to a SMA we opposed. Ccing Jamie in case you want more specific info.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:43 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| assume we are very supportive of what the PLI does in Book Cliffs, are we saying
that in your testimony, Neil?

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM

Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

NikKki
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Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA. Subject to valid
existing rights, the mineral estate in the non-Federal lands acquired by the United
States under this title, and the existing mineral estate in the Federal land, located in
Grand County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps as “Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is
withdrawn from location, entry and patent under the mining laws and the operation of
the mineral leasing, mineral materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi bookcliffsroad|
essmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>

From: Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>
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Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 18:56:53 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>
"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>, "Laura (Liz)
CC: Pardue" <lpardue@blm.gov>, Patrick Wilkinson
<p2wilkin@blm.gov>
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

So, two questions:
1, what is casey's question? (Nikki)

2, did we wrongly describe all 4 SMAs as allowing oil and gas? And is book cliffs listed as an SMA in
the bill or is it yet another, different designation...a "conservation area"? (Jamie)

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:28 PM, Pool, Jamie <jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Nikki,

Pasted below is what we have on this area in the testimony:

"Title IV of Division A proposes four new Special Management Area (SMA) designations on approximately 108,200
acres of BLM-managed public lands for the Desolation Canyon, Nine Mile Canyon, White River, and Book Cliffs
areas, and two other SMAs on approximately 27,400 acres of national forest land. Under the bill, each of these
BLM-managed SMAs would be open to oil and gas development at the Secretary’s discretion and subject to surface
occupancy restrictions. The management guidance that comes with these new designations does not seem to differ
greatly from the BLM’s existing authorities and management practices. As a result, we do not see a reason to
create this new category of public land designations. However, we do recognize the significant wildlife, cultural,
and other values contained in these areas and would like to work with the sponsors and Subcommittee on
provisions that would provide meaningful protection for these areas."”

The following is from our formal review of the bill, but we decided it was a better approach to have a broader
comment in the TA on how the purposes of the SMAs were very similar to how the BLM manages public lands

already:

"It is unclear as currently drafted how management of the proposed Book Cliffs SMA would
differ from the way that the BLM currently manages the area and the extent to which the
proposed area would be withdrawn from the public land, mining, and mineral leasing laws.
The Department notes, for example, that section 107 of Division B — relating to withdrawing
State mineral estate within the Book Cliffs SMA that would be exchanged to the United
States — is inconsistent with the proposed SMA withdrawal. The Department would like the
opportunity for further discussion on how best to ensure protection of the significant natural
resources of this area.”

| think that it's probably okay to share the second paragraph with Casey, but defer to Neil and Liz.

Jamie

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:34 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Would be great to have some info to give back to Casey, Jamie. Thanks!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:24 PM, Laura (Liz) Pardue <Ipardue@blm.gov> wrote:
| checked with Jamie and there were some technical concerns with the drafting, | believe
including how it relates to a SMA we opposed. Ccing Jamie in case you want more specific info.
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Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:43 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| assume we are very supportive of what the PLI does in Book Cliffs, are we saying
that in your testimony, Neil?

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM

Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Nikki
Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA. Subject to valid
existing rights, the mineral estate in the non-Federal lands acquired by the United
States under this title, and the existing mineral estate in the Federal land, located in
Grand County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps as “Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is
withdrawn from location, entry and patent under the mining laws and the operation of
the mineral leasing, mineral materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi_bookcliffsroad|
essmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 19:04:29 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>
"Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>, "Laura (Liz) Pardue"
CC: <lpardue@blm.gov>, Patrick Wilkinson
<p2wilkin@blm.gov>
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

1. Casey just thinks what they are doing to protect book cliffs is really good and he hopes we will be
positive about it.

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:56 PM, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

So, two questions:

1, what is casey's question? (Nikki)

2, did we wrongly describe all 4 SMAs as allowing oil and gas? And is book cliffs listed as
an SMA in the bill or is it yet another, different designation...a "conservation area"?
(Jamie)

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:28 PM, Pool, Jamie <jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Nikki,

Pasted below is what we have on this area in the testimony:

"Title IV of Division A proposes four new Special Management Area (SMA) designations on
approximately 108,200 acres of BLM-managed public lands for the Desolation Canyon, Nine Mile
Canyon, White River, and Book Cliffs areas, and two other SMAs on approximately 27,400 acres of
national forest land. Under the bill, each of these BLM-managed SMAs would be open to oil and
gas development at the Secretary’s discretion and subject to surface occupancy restrictions. The
management guidance that comes with these new designations does not seem to differ greatly from
the BLM'’s existing authorities and management practices. As a result, we do not see a reason to
create this new category of public land designations. However, we do recognize the significant
wildlife, cultural, and other values contained in these areas and would like to work with the
sponsors and Subcommittee on provisions that would provide meaningful protection for these
areas.”

00074272-0OS-BATCHO003-DOC0015-EML-20240 Page 10 of 37



FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY

The following is from our formal review of the bill, but we decided it was a better approach to have
a broader comment in the TA on how the purposes of the SMAs were very similar to how the BLM
manages public lands already:

"It is unclear as currently drafted how management of the proposed Book Cliffs
SMA would differ from the way that the BLM currently manages the area and
the extent to which the proposed area would be withdrawn from the public land,
mining, and mineral leasing laws. The Department notes, for example, that
section 107 of Division B — relating to withdrawing State mineral estate within
the Book Cliffs SMA that would be exchanged to the United States — is
inconsistent with the proposed SMA withdrawal. The Department would like
the opportunity for further discussion on how best to ensure protection of the
significant natural resources of this area.”

| think that it's probably okay to share the second paragraph with Casey, but defer to Neil and Liz.

Jamie

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:34 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Would be great to have some info to give back to Casey, Jamie. Thanks!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:24 PM, Laura (Liz) Pardue <Ipardue@blm.gov> wrote:
| checked with Jamie and there were some technical concerns with the drafting, |
believe including how it relates to a SMA we opposed. Ccing Jamie in case you want
more specific info.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:43 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| assume we are very supportive of what the PLI does in Book Cliffs,
are we saying that in your testimony, Neil?

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM

Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Nikki
Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA.
Subiject to valid existing rights, the mineral estate in the non-Federal
lands acquired by the United States under this title, and the existing
mineral estate in the Federal land, located in Grand County, Utah, as
depicted on the Maps as “Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is withdrawn
from location, entry and patent under the mining laws and the operation
of the mineral leasing, mineral materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi_bookcliffsroadl
essmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf
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All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

"Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>

From: "Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>

Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 19:21:41 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>, "Laura (Liz) Pardue"

CC: <lpardue@blm.gov>, Patrick Wilkinson
<p2wilkin@blm.gov>

Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

Attachments: book cliffs conservation area.pdf

2. Book Cliffs is designated as an SMA in the bill, and it is open to oil and gas development at the
Secretary's discretion and subject to surface occupancy restrictions (sections 408 and 412[c] of
Division B). During our formal legislative review (and review of the maps), it appeared that the Book
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Cliffs withdrawal in the SITLA exchange that Casey is referring to (section 107 of Division B) was a
holdover from when it was being proposed as an NCA. As a result, we believed that the section 107
withdrawal conflicted with the oil and gas management provisions for the SMA.

| looked at the maps again, and | think that this is actually a separate designation (outside of the SMA
boundary) that isn't clearly referenced elsewhere in the bill. | have circled where the "conservation
area" is in relation to the SMA on the attached map. This definitely confused our GIS and lands review
team, and | missed it too.

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 9:04 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
1. Casey just thinks what they are doing to protect book cliffs is really good and he hopes we will be
positive about it.

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:56 PM, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

So, two questions:
1, what is casey's question? (Nikki)
2, did we wrongly describe all 4 SMAs as allowing oil and gas? And is book cliffs listed

as an SMA in the bill or is it yet another, different designation...a "conservation area"?
(Jamie)

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:28 PM, Pool, Jamie <jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Nikki,

Pasted below is what we have on this area in the testimony:

"Title IV of Division A proposes four new Special Management Area (SMA) designations on
approximately 108,200 acres of BLM-managed public lands for the Desolation Canyon, Nine
Mile Canyon, White River, and Book Cliffs areas, and two other SMAs on approximately 27,400
acres of national forest land. Under the bill, each of these BLM-managed SMAs would be open
to oil and gas development at the Secretary’s discretion and subject to surface occupancy
restrictions. The management guidance that comes with these new designations does not seem to
differ greatly from the BLM'’s existing authorities and management practices. As a result, we do
not see a reason to create this new category of public land designations. However, we do
recognize the significant wildlife, cultural, and other values contained in these areas and would
like to work with the sponsors and Subcommittee on provisions that would provide meaningful
protection for these areas."

The following is from our formal review of the bill, but we decided it was a better approach to
have a broader comment in the TA on how the purposes of the SMAs were very similar to how
the BLM manages public lands already:

"It is unclear as currently drafted how management of the proposed Book
Cliffs SMA would differ from the way that the BLM currently manages the
area and the extent to which the proposed area would be withdrawn from the
public land, mining, and mineral leasing laws. The Department notes, for
example, that section 107 of Division B — relating to withdrawing State
mineral estate within the Book Cliffs SMA that would be exchanged to the
United States — is inconsistent with the proposed SMA withdrawal. The
Department would like the opportunity for further discussion on how best to
ensure protection of the significant natural resources of this area.”

| think that it's probably okay to share the second paragraph with Casey, but defer to Neil and
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Liz.

Jamie

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:34 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Would be great to have some info to give back to Casey, Jamie. Thanks!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:24 PM, Laura (Liz) Pardue <Ipardue@blm.gov> wrote:
I checked with Jamie and there were some technical concerns with the drafting, |
believe including how it relates to a SMA we opposed. Ccing Jamie in case you
want more specific info.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:43 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| assume we are very supportive of what the PLI does in Book Cliffs,
are we saying that in your testimony, Neil?

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM

Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Nikki
Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA.
Subject to valid existing rights, the mineral estate in the non-Federal
lands acquired by the United States under this title, and the existing
mineral estate in the Federal land, located in Grand County, Utah, as
depicted on the Maps as “Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is
withdrawn from location, entry and patent under the mining laws and
the operation of the mineral leasing, mineral materials and
geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi bookcliffsroadl
essmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

Neil Kornze <nkornze@bim.gov>

From: Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 20:13:46 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>
Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>, "Laura (Liz)
CC: Pardue" <lpardue@blm.gov>, Patrick Wilkinson
<p2wilkin@blm.gov>
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

Jamie, thank you.

Nikki: Do you want to ask Kasey if they intended to have a Book Cliffs SMA and a separate Book Cliffs
Conservation Area, or should | just address the confusion during the hearing?

Neil
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On Sep 9, 2016, at 9:22 PM, Pool, Jamie <jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

2. Book Cliffs is designated as an SMA in the bill, and it is open to oil and gas development at the
Secretary's discretion and subject to surface occupancy restrictions (sections 408 and 412][c] of
Division B). During our formal legislative review (and review of the maps), it appeared that the Book
Cliffs withdrawal in the SITLA exchange that Casey is referring to (section 107 of Division B) was a
holdover from when it was being proposed as an NCA. As a result, we believed that the section 107
withdrawal conflicted with the oil and gas management provisions for the SMA.

| looked at the maps again, and | think that this is actually a separate designation (outside of the SMA
boundary) that isn't clearly referenced elsewhere in the bill. | have circled where the "conservation
area" is in relation to the SMA on the attached map. This definitely confused our GIS and lands review
team, and | missed it too.

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 9:04 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
1. Casey just thinks what they are doing to protect book cliffs is really good and he hopes we will be
positive about it.

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:56 PM, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

So, two questions:
1, what is casey's question? (Nikki)
2, did we wrongly describe all 4 SMAs as allowing oil and gas? And is book cliffs listed

as an SMA in the bill or is it yet another, different designation...a "conservation area"?
(Jamie)

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:28 PM, Pool, Jamie <jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Nikki,

Pasted below is what we have on this area in the testimony:

"Title IV of Division A proposes four new Special Management Area (SMA) designations on
approximately 108,200 acres of BLM-managed public lands for the Desolation Canyon, Nine
Mile Canyon, White River, and Book Cliffs areas, and two other SMAs on approximately 27,400
acres of national forest land. Under the bill, each of these BLM-managed SMAs would be open
to oil and gas development at the Secretary’s discretion and subject to surface occupancy
restrictions. The management guidance that comes with these new designations does not seem to
differ greatly from the BLM’s existing authorities and management practices. As a result, we do
not see a reason to create this new category of public land designations. However, we do
recognize the significant wildlife, cultural, and other values contained in these areas and would
like to work with the sponsors and Subcommittee on provisions that would provide meaningful
protection for these areas."

The following is from our formal review of the bill, but we decided it was a better approach to
have a broader comment in the TA on how the purposes of the SMAs were very similar to how
the BLM manages public lands already:

"It is unclear as currently drafted how management of the proposed Book
Cliffs SMA would differ from the way that the BLM currently manages the
area and the extent to which the proposed area would be withdrawn from the
public land, mining, and mineral leasing laws. The Department notes, for
example, that section 107 of Division B — relating to withdrawing State
mineral estate within the Book Cliffs SMA that would be exchanged to the
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United States — is inconsistent with the proposed SMA withdrawal. The
Department would like the opportunity for further discussion on how best to
ensure protection of the significant natural resources of this area."

| think that it's probably okay to share the second paragraph with Casey, but defer to Neil and
Liz.

Jamie

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:34 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Would be great to have some info to give back to Casey, Jamie. Thanks!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:24 PM, Laura (Liz) Pardue <|pardue@blm.gov> wrote:
| checked with Jamie and there were some technical concerns with the drafting, |
believe including how it relates to a SMA we opposed. Ccing Jamie in case you
want more specific info.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:43 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| assume we are very supportive of what the PLI does in Book Cliffs,
are we saying that in your testimony, Neil?

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM

Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Nikki
Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA.
Subiject to valid existing rights, the mineral estate in the non-Federal
lands acquired by the United States under this title, and the existing
mineral estate in the Federal land, located in Grand County, Utah, as
depicted on the Maps as “Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is
withdrawn from location, entry and patent under the mining laws and
the operation of the mineral leasing, mineral materials and
geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi bookcliffsroadl
essmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa
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Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

<book cliffs conservation area.pdf>

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From:
Sent:
To:

CC:

Subject:

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sat Sep 10 2016 07:10:40 GMT-0600 (MDT)
Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>

"Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>, "Laura (Liz) Pardue"
<Ipardue@blm.gov>, Patrick Wilkinson
<p2wilkin@blm.gov>

Re: Book Cliffs

Whatever you prefer. Just let me know.
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On Sep 9, 2016, at 10:13 PM, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

Jamie, thank you.

Nikki: Do you want to ask Kasey if they intended to have a Book Cliffs SMA and a
separate Book Cliffs Conservation Area, or should | just address the confusion during the
hearing?

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 9:22 PM, Pool, Jamie <jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

2. Book Cliffs is designated as an SMA in the bill, and it is open to oil and gas
development at the Secretary's discretion and subject to surface occupancy restrictions
(sections 408 and 412[c] of Division B). During our formal legislative review (and review
of the maps), it appeared that the Book Cliffs withdrawal in the SITLA exchange that
Casey is referring to (section 107 of Division B) was a holdover from when it was being
proposed as an NCA. As a result, we believed that the section 107 withdrawal conflicted
with the oil and gas management provisions for the SMA.

| looked at the maps again, and | think that this is actually a separate designation (outside
of the SMA boundary) that isn't clearly referenced elsewhere in the bill. | have circled
where the "conservation area" is in relation to the SMA on the attached map. This
definitely confused our GIS and lands review team, and | missed it too.

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 9:04 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
1. Casey just thinks what they are doing to protect book cliffs is really good and he
hopes we will be positive about it.

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:56 PM, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

So, two questions:

1, what is casey's question? (Nikki)

2, did we wrongly describe all 4 SMAs as allowing oil and gas? And is
book cliffs listed as an SMA in the bill or is it yet another, different
designation...a "conservation area"? (Jamie)

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:28 PM, Pool, Jamie <jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Nikki,

Pasted below is what we have on this area in the testimony:

"Title IV of Division A proposes four new Special Management Area (SMA)
designations on approximately 108,200 acres of BLM-managed public lands for
the Desolation Canyon, Nine Mile Canyon, White River, and Book Cliffs areas,
and two other SMAs on approximately 27,400 acres of national forest land.
Under the bill, each of these BLM-managed SMAs would be open to oil and gas
development at the Secretary’s discretion and subject to surface occupancy
restrictions. The management guidance that comes with these new designations
does not seem to differ greatly from the BLM'’s existing authorities and
management practices. As a result, we do not see a reason to create this new
category of public land designations. However, we do recognize the significant
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wildlife, cultural, and other values contained in these areas and would like to
work with the sponsors and Subcommittee on provisions that would provide
meaningful protection for these areas.”

The following is from our formal review of the bill, but we decided it was a better
approach to have a broader comment in the TA on how the purposes of the
SMAs were very similar to how the BLM manages public lands already:

"It is unclear as currently drafted how management of the
proposed Book Cliffs SMA would differ from the way that the
BLM currently manages the area and the extent to which the
proposed area would be withdrawn from the public land, mining,
and mineral leasing laws. The Department notes, for example,
that section 107 of Division B — relating to withdrawing State
mineral estate within the Book Cliffs SMA that would be
exchanged to the United States — is inconsistent with the
proposed SMA withdrawal. The Department would like the
opportunity for further discussion on how best to ensure
protection of the significant natural resources of this area.”

| think that it's probably okay to share the second paragraph with Casey, but
defer to Neil and Liz.

Jamie

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:34 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

wrote:
Would be great to have some info to give back to Casey, Jamie.

Thanks!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:24 PM, Laura (Liz) Pardue
<lpardue@blm.gov> wrote:
| checked with Jamie and there were some technical concerns with
the drafting, | believe including how it relates to a SMA we opposed.
Ccing Jamie in case you want more specific info.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:43 PM, Buffa, Nicole
<nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| assume we are very supportive of what the PLI does in
Book Cliffs, are we saying that in your testimony, Neil?

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM

Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Nikki

Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book
Cliffs
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Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS
CONSERVATION AREA. Subject to valid existing rights,
the mineral estate in the non-Federal lands acquired by
the United States under this title, and the existing
mineral estate in the Federal land, located in Grand
County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps as “Book Cliffs
Conservation Area” is withdrawn from location, entry
and patent under the mining laws and the operation of
the mineral leasing, mineral materials and geothermal
leasing laws.

Here is the map
http://robbishop.house.gov/upl

oadedfiles/upi_bookcliffsroadl
essmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov
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Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

<book cliffs conservation area.pdf>

"Kornze, Neil" <nkornze@blm.gov>

From: "Kornze, Neil" <nkornze@blm.gov>
Sent: Mon Sep 12 2016 10:13:00 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
"Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>, "Laura (Liz) Pardue"
CC: <Ipardue@blm.gov>, Patrick Wilkinson
<p2wilkin@blm.gov>
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

Sure. Please go ahead and ask him.

On Sat, Sep 10, 2016 at 9:10 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Whatever you prefer. Just let me know.

On Sep 9, 2016, at 10:13 PM, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

Jamie, thank you.

Nikki: Do you want to ask Kasey if they intended to have a Book Cliffs SMA and a
separate Book Cliffs Conservation Area, or should | just address the confusion during
the hearing?

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 9:22 PM, Pool, Jamie <jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

2. Book Cliffs is designated as an SMA in the bill, and it is open to oil and gas
development at the Secretary's discretion and subject to surface occupancy restrictions
(sections 408 and 412[c] of Division B). During our formal legislative review (and
review of the maps), it appeared that the Book Cliffs withdrawal in the SITLA exchange
that Casey is referring to (section 107 of Division B) was a holdover from when it was
being proposed as an NCA. As a result, we believed that the section 107 withdrawal
conflicted with the oil and gas management provisions for the SMA.

| looked at the maps again, and | think that this is actually a separate designation
(outside of the SMA boundary) that isn't clearly referenced elsewhere in the bill. | have
circled where the "conservation area" is in relation to the SMA on the attached map.
This definitely confused our GIS and lands review team, and | missed it too.

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 9:04 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
1. Casey just thinks what they are doing to protect book cliffs is really good and he
hopes we will be positive about it.

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:56 PM, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:
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So, two questions:

1, what is casey's question? (Nikki)

2, did we wrongly describe all 4 SMAs as allowing oil and gas? And is
book cliffs listed as an SMA in the bill or is it yet another, different
designation...a "conservation area"? (Jamie)

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:28 PM, Pool, Jamie <jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Nikki,

Pasted below is what we have on this area in the testimony:

"Title IV of Division A proposes four new Special Management Area (SMA)
designations on approximately 108,200 acres of BLM-managed public lands
for the Desolation Canyon, Nine Mile Canyon, White River, and Book CIiffs
areas, and two other SMAs on approximately 27,400 acres of national forest
land. Under the bill, each of these BLM-managed SMAs would be open to oil
and gas development at the Secretary’s discretion and subject to surface
occupancy restrictions. The management guidance that comes with these new
designations does not seem to differ greatly from the BLM’s existing
authorities and management practices. As a result, we do not see a reason to
create this new category of public land designations. However, we do
recognize the significant wildlife, cultural, and other values contained in these
areas and would like to work with the sponsors and Subcommittee on
provisions that would provide meaningful protection for these areas.”

The following is from our formal review of the bill, but we decided it was a
better approach to have a broader comment in the TA on how the purposes of
the SMAs were very similar to how the BLM manages public lands already:

"It is unclear as currently drafted how management of the
proposed Book Cliffs SMA would differ from the way that the
BLM currently manages the area and the extent to which the
proposed area would be withdrawn from the public land,
mining, and mineral leasing laws. The Department notes, for
example, that section 107 of Division B — relating to
withdrawing State mineral estate within the Book Cliffs SMA
that would be exchanged to the United States — is inconsistent
with the proposed SMA withdrawal. The Department would
like the opportunity for further discussion on how best to
ensure protection of the significant natural resources of this
area."”

| think that it's probably okay to share the second paragraph with Casey, but
defer to Neil and Liz.

Jamie

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:34 PM, Buffa, Nicole
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Would be great to have some info to give back to Casey, Jamie.
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Thanks!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:24 PM, Laura (Liz) Pardue
<|pardue@blm.gov> wrote:
| checked with Jamie and there were some technical concerns with
the drafting, | believe including how it relates to a SMA we
opposed. Ccing Jamie in case you want more specific info.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:43 PM, Buffa, Nicole
<nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| assume we are very supportive of what the PLI does
in Book Cliffs, are we saying that in your testimony,
Neil?

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Snider, Casey
<Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM

Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Nikki

Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the
Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS
CONSERVATION AREA. Subject to valid existing
rights, the mineral estate in the non-Federal lands
acquired by the United States under this title, and the
existing mineral estate in the Federal land, located in
Grand County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps as
“Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is withdrawn from
location, entry and patent under the mining laws and
the operation of the mineral leasing, mineral materials
and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map
http://robbishop.house.gov/upl

oadedfiles/upi_bookcliffsroadl
essmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

<book cliffs conservation area.pdf>

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 07:55:23 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

Hey Casey - We've been looking into Book Cliffs and have a question. Book Cliffs is designated as an
SMA in the bill, and it is open to oll

and gas development at the Secretary's discretion and subject to surface

occupancy restrictions (sections 408 and 412[c] of Division B). During our

formal legislative review (and review of the maps), it appeared that the

Book Cliffs withdrawal in the SITLA exchange

(section 107 of Division B) was a holdover from when it was being proposed
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as an NCA. As a result, we believed that the section 107 withdrawal
conflicted with the oil and gas management provisions for the SMA.

We now think that this is actually a separate
designation (outside of the SMA boundary) that isn't clearly referenced
elsewhere in the bill. Is that right?

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:39 PM, Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov> wrote:

Nikki
Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA. Subject to valid
existing rights, the mineral estate in the non-Federal lands acquired by the United States
under this title, and the existing mineral estate in the Federal land, located in Grand
County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps as “Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is withdrawn
from location, entry and patent under the mining laws and the operation of the mineral
leasing, mineral materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi_bookcliffsroadlessmineralwithdrawal 07131
6.pdf

All the best

Casey

"Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>

From: "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 08:16:51 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

It's a separate section in the bill that is referenced in the Sitla title. The state of Utah currently owns the
surface and subsurface estate and the proposal was for BLM to acquire the mineral estate and
withdraw it from oil and gas. | believe some variation of that would also work.

On Sep 13, 2016, at 7:55 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Hey Casey - We've been looking into Book Cliffs and have a question. Book Cliffs is
designated as an SMA in the bill, and it is open to oll

and gas development at the Secretary's discretion and subject to surface
occupancy restrictions (sections 408 and 412[c] of Division B). During our

formal legislative review (and review of the maps), it appeared that the

Book Cliffs withdrawal in the SITLA exchange

(section 107 of Division B) was a holdover from when it was being proposed

as an NCA. As a result, we believed that the section 107 withdrawal

conflicted with the oil and gas management provisions for the SMA.

We now think that this is actually a separate
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designation (outside of the SMA boundary) that isn't clearly referenced
elsewhere in the bill. Is that right?

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:39 PM, Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov> wrote:

Nikki
Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA.
Subiject to valid existing rights, the mineral estate in the non-Federal lands
acquired by the United States under this title, and the existing mineral estate
in the Federal land, located in Grand County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps
as “Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is withdrawn from location, entry and
patent under the mining laws and the operation of the mineral leasing,
mineral materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi bookcliffsroadlessmineralwithd
rawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 08:19:07 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Kornze, Neil" <nkornze@blm.gov>
"Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>, "Laura (Liz) Pardue"

CC: <lpardue@blm.gov>, Patrick Wilkinson
<p2wilkin@blm.gov>

Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

From Casey:

It's a separate section in the bill that is referenced in the Sitla title. The state of Utah currently owns the
surface and subsurface estate and the proposal was for BLM to acquire the mineral estate and
withdraw it from oil and gas. | believe some variation of that would also work.

On Sep 12, 2016, at 12:13 PM, Kornze, Neil <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

Sure. Please go ahead and ask him.

On Sat, Sep 10, 2016 at 9:10 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Whatever you prefer. Just let me know.

On Sep 9, 2016, at 10:13 PM, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

Jamie, thank you.
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Nikki: Do you want to ask Kasey if they intended to have a Book Cliffs
SMA and a separate Book Cliffs Conservation Area, or should | just
address the confusion during the hearing?

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 9:22 PM, Pool, Jamie <jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

2. Book Cliffs is designated as an SMA in the bill, and it is open to oil and
gas development at the Secretary's discretion and subject to surface
occupancy restrictions (sections 408 and 412[c] of Division B). During our
formal legislative review (and review of the maps), it appeared that the
Book Cliffs withdrawal in the SITLA exchange that Casey is referring to
(section 107 of Division B) was a holdover from when it was being
proposed as an NCA. As a result, we believed that the section 107
withdrawal conflicted with the oil and gas management provisions for the
SMA.

| looked at the maps again, and | think that this is actually a separate
designation (outside of the SMA boundary) that isn't clearly referenced
elsewhere in the bill. | have circled where the "conservation area" is in
relation to the SMA on the attached map. This definitely confused our GIS
and lands review team, and | missed it too.

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 9:04 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:
1. Casey just thinks what they are doing to protect book cliffs is really
good and he hopes we will be positive about it.

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:56 PM, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

So, two questions:

1, what is casey's question? (Nikki)

2, did we wrongly describe all 4 SMAs as allowing oil and
gas? And is book cliffs listed as an SMA in the bill or is it
yet another, different designation...a "conservation area"?
(Jamie)

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:28 PM, Pool, Jamie
<jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Nikki,

Pasted below is what we have on this area in the testimony:

"Title IV of Division A proposes four new Special Management
Area (SMA) designations on approximately 108,200 acres of
BLM-managed public lands for the Desolation Canyon, Nine
Mile Canyon, White River, and Book Cliffs areas, and two
other SMAs on approximately 27,400 acres of national forest
land. Under the bill, each of these BLM-managed SMAs would
be open to oil and gas development at the Secretary’s
discretion and subject to surface occupancy restrictions. The
management guidance that comes with these new designations
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does not seem to differ greatly from the BLM s existing
authorities and management practices. As a result, we do not
see a reason to create this new category of public land
designations. However, we do recognize the significant
wildlife, cultural, and other values contained in these areas
and would like to work with the sponsors and Subcommittee on
provisions that would provide meaningful protection for these
areas."

The following is from our formal review of the bill, but we
decided it was a better approach to have a broader comment in
the TA on how the purposes of the SMAs were very similar to
how the BLM manages public lands already:

"It is unclear as currently drafted how
management of the proposed Book Cliffs SMA
would differ from the way that the BLM currently
manages the area and the extent to which the
proposed area would be withdrawn from the
public land, mining, and mineral leasing laws.
The Department notes, for example, that section
107 of Division B — relating to withdrawing State
mineral estate within the Book Cliffs SMA that
would be exchanged to the United States — is
inconsistent with the proposed SMA withdrawal.
The Department would like the opportunity for
further discussion on how best to ensure
protection of the significant natural resources of
this area.”

| think that it's probably okay to share the second paragraph with
Casey, but defer to Neil and Liz.

Jamie

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:34 PM, Buffa, Nicole
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Would be great to have some info to give back to Casey,
Jamie. Thanks!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:24 PM, Laura (Liz) Pardue
<lpardue@blm.gov> wrote:
| checked with Jamie and there were some technical
concerns with the drafting, | believe including how it
relates to a SMA we opposed. Ccing Jamie in case
you want more specific info.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:43 PM, Buffa, Nicole
<nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| assume we are very supportive of what
the PLI does in Book Cliffs, are we
saying that in your testimony, Neil?
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---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Snider, Casey
<Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM
Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Nikki

Here is the relevant language in PLI
regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK
CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA.
Subject to valid existing rights, the
mineral estate in the non-Federal lands
acquired by the United States under this
title, and the existing mineral estate in
the Federal land, located in Grand
County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps
as “Book Cliffs Conservation Area” is
withdrawn from location, entry and
patent under the mining laws and the
operation of the mineral leasing, mineral
materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map
http://robbishop.house.gov/upl

oadedfiles/upi_bookcliffsroadl
essmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

<book cliffs conservation area.pdf>

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 08:19:43 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

K. Thanks for clarifying.

On Sep 13, 2016, at 10:17 AM, Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov> wrote:

It's a separate section in the bill that is referenced in the Sitla title. The state of Utah
currently owns the surface and subsurface estate and the proposal was for BLM to
acquire the mineral estate and withdraw it from oil and gas. | believe some variation of
that would also work.

On Sep 13, 2016, at 7:55 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Hey Casey - We've been looking into Book Cliffs and have a question. Book
Cliffs is designated as an SMA in the bill, and it is open to oil

and gas development at the Secretary's discretion and subject to surface
occupancy restrictions (sections 408 and 412[c] of Division B). During our
formal legislative review (and review of the maps), it appeared that the
Book Cliffs withdrawal in the SITLA exchange

(section 107 of Division B) was a holdover from when it was being proposed
as an NCA. As a result, we believed that the section 107 withdrawal
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conflicted with the oil and gas management provisions for the SMA.

We now think that this is actually a separate
designation (outside of the SMA boundary) that isn't clearly referenced
elsewhere in the bill. Is that right?

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:39 PM, Snider, Casey
<Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov> wrote:

Nikki
Here is the relevant language in PLI regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK CLIFFS CONSERVATION
AREA. Subject to valid existing rights, the mineral estate in the
non-Federal lands acquired by the United States under this title,
and the existing mineral estate in the Federal land, located in
Grand County, Utah, as depicted on the Maps as “Book Cliffs
Conservation Area” is withdrawn from location, entry and
patent under the mining laws and the operation of the mineral
leasing, mineral materials and geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map

http://robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/upi bookcliffsroadless
mineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

"Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>

From:
Sent:
To:

CC:

Subject:
Attachments:

"Pool, Jamie" <jpool@blm.gov>
Tue Sep 13 2016 08:33:31 GMT-0600 (MDT)
Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

"Kornze, Neil" <nkornze@blm.gov>, "Laura (Liz) Pardue"
<lpardue@blm.gov>, Patrick Wilkinson
<p2wilkin@blm.gov>

Re: Book Cliffs

Book cliffs (1).pdf

| think that the acquisition piece didn't make it through to the final bill -- the SITLA exchange map
doesn't show any parcels to be exchanged into or out of federal management in that area. Our
interpretation is that the section Casey is referencing (section 107 of Division B) would just withdraw
federal mineral estate that already underlies a portion of the state land in the "conservation area" (the
hatched area in highlighted portion of the attached map). However, it wouldn't actually do anything to
the rest of the state land.

On Tue, Sep 13, 2016 at 10:19 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

From Casey:

It's a separate section in the bill that is referenced in the Sitla title. The state of Utah currently owns
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the surface and subsurface estate and the proposal was for BLM to acquire the mineral estate and
withdraw it from oil and gas. | believe some variation of that would also work.

On Sep 12, 2016, at 12:13 PM, Kornze, Neil <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

Sure. Please go ahead and ask him.

On Sat, Sep 10, 2016 at 9:10 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Whatever you prefer. Just let me know.

On Sep 9, 2016, at 10:13 PM, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

Jamie, thank you.

Nikki: Do you want to ask Kasey if they intended to have a Book Cliffs
SMA and a separate Book Cliffs Conservation Area, or should | just
address the confusion during the hearing?

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 9:22 PM, Pool, Jamie <jpool@blm.gov> wrote:

2. Book Cliffs is designated as an SMA in the bill, and it is open to oil
and gas development at the Secretary's discretion and subject to
surface occupancy restrictions (sections 408 and 412[c] of Division B).
During our formal legislative review (and review of the maps), it
appeared that the Book Cliffs withdrawal in the SITLA exchange that
Casey is referring to (section 107 of Division B) was a holdover from
when it was being proposed as an NCA. As a result, we believed that
the section 107 withdrawal conflicted with the oil and gas management
provisions for the SMA.

| looked at the maps again, and | think that this is actually a separate
designation (outside of the SMA boundary) that isn't clearly referenced
elsewhere in the bill. | have circled where the "conservation area" is in
relation to the SMA on the attached map. This definitely confused our
GIS and lands review team, and | missed it too.

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 9:04 PM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
1. Casey just thinks what they are doing to protect book cliffs is really
good and he hopes we will be positive about it.

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:56 PM, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov> wrote:

So, two questions:

1, what is casey's question? (Nikki)

2, did we wrongly describe all 4 SMAs as allowing oil
and gas? And is book cliffs listed as an SMA in the bill or
is it yet another, different designation...a "conservation
area"? (Jamie)

Neil

On Sep 9, 2016, at 8:28 PM, Pool, Jamie
<jpool@blm.gov> wrote:
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Hi Nikki,

Pasted below is what we have on this area in the testimony:

"Title IV of Division A proposes four new Special
Management Area (SMA) designations on approximately
108,200 acres of BLM-managed public lands for the
Desolation Canyon, Nine Mile Canyon, White River, and
Book Cliffs areas, and two other SMAs on approximately
27,400 acres of national forest land. Under the bill, each of
these BLM-managed SMAs would be open to oil and gas
development at the Secretary’s discretion and subject to
surface occupancy restrictions. The management guidance
that comes with these new designations does not seem to
differ greatly from the BLMs existing authorities and
management practices. As a result, we do not see a reason
to create this new category of public land designations.
However, we do recognize the significant wildlife, cultural,
and other values contained in these areas and would like to
work with the sponsors and Subcommittee on provisions
that would provide meaningful protection for these areas."

The following is from our formal review of the bill, but we
decided it was a better approach to have a broader comment
in the TA on how the purposes of the SMAs were very similar
to how the BLM manages public lands already:

"It is unclear as currently drafted how
management of the proposed Book Cliffs SMA
would differ from the way that the BLM currently
manages the area and the extent to which the
proposed area would be withdrawn from the
public land, mining, and mineral leasing laws.
The Department notes, for example, that
section 107 of Division B — relating to
withdrawing State mineral estate within the
Book Cliffs SMA that would be exchanged to
the United States — is inconsistent with the
proposed SMA withdrawal. The Department
would like the opportunity for further discussion
on how best to ensure protection of the
significant natural resources of this area.”

| think that it's probably okay to share the second paragraph
with Casey, but defer to Neil and Liz.

Jamie

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:34 PM, Buffa, Nicole
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Would be great to have some info to give back to
Casey, Jamie. Thanks!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:24 PM, Laura (Liz) Pardue
<Ipardue@blm.gov> wrote:
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| checked with Jamie and there were some
technical concerns with the drafting, | believe
including how it relates to a SMA we opposed.
Ccing Jamie in case you want more specific info.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 2:43 PM, Buffa, Nicole
<nicole_ buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| assume we are very supportive of
what the PLI does in Book Cliffs, are
we saying that in your testimony, Neil?

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Snider, Casey
<Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:38 PM
Subject: Book Cliffs

To: Nikki Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Nikki

Here is the relevant language in PLI
regarding the Book Cliffs

Division B Title | SEC. 107. BOOK
CLIFFS CONSERVATION AREA.
Subject to valid existing rights, the
mineral estate in the non-Federal
lands acquired by the United States
under this title, and the existing
mineral estate in the Federal land,
located in Grand County, Utah, as
depicted on the Maps as “Book Cliffs
Conservation Area” is withdrawn from
location, entry and patent under the
mining laws and the operation of the
mineral leasing, mineral materials and
geothermal leasing laws.

Here is the map
http://robbishop.house.gov/upl

oadedfiles/upi_bookcliffsroadl
essmineralwithdrawal 071316.pdf

All the best

Casey

Nikki Buffa
Deputy Chief of Staff
US Department of the Interior
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202-219-3861
nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

<book cliffs conservation area.pdf>

Jamie Pool

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Legislative Affairs Division (WO 620)
(202) 912-7138

jpool@blm.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
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Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 09:08:55 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Casey Snider <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Book Cliffs

Attachments: Book cliffs (1).pdf

From our BLM'ers:

| think that the acquisition piece didn't make it through to the final bill -- the SITLA exchange map
doesn't show any parcels to be exchanged into or out of federal management in that area. Our
interpretation is that the section Casey is referencing (section 107 of Division B) would just withdraw
federal mineral estate that already underlies a portion of the state land in the "conservation area" (the
hatched area in highlighted portion of the attached map). However, it wouldn't actually do anything to

the rest of the state land.

"Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>

From: "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 10:30:02 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Book Cliffs

Do you have time to talk about this today or tomorrow? > On Sep 13, 2016, at 9:09 AM, Buffa, Nicole
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote: > > From our BLM'ers: > > > | think that the acquisition piece didn't
make it through to the final bill -- the SITLA exchange map doesn't show any parcels to be exchanged
into or out of federal management in that area. Our interpretation is that the section Casey is
referencing (section 107 of Division B) would just withdraw federal mineral estate that already
underlies a portion of the state land in the "conservation area" (the hatched area in highlighted portion
of the attached map). However, it wouldn't actually do anything to the rest of the state land. >>>>> >
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Utah PLI Special Management Area Map

This map prepared at the request of Representative Rob Bishop and Representative Jason Chaffetz
June 30, 2016
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Federal Mineral Interest in the Proposed Book Cliffs Conservation Area
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Federal Mineral Interest in the Proposed Book Cliffs Conservation Area
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Conversation Contents

Declined: Updated Invitation: Meeting with Ride with Respect @ Tue Sep 13,
2016 1pm - 1:30pm (EDT) (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)

Attachments:

/111. Declined: Updated Invitation: Meeting with Ride with Respect @ Tue Sep
13, 2016 1pm - 1:30pm (EDT) (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)/1.1 invite.ics

“Ferguson, Fred" <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>

From: "Ferguson, Fred" <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>

Sent: Tue Sep 13 2016 07:05:07 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Declined: Updated Invitation: Meeting with Ride with

Subject: Respect @ Tue Sep 13, 2016 1pm - 1:30pm (EDT)
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)

Attachments: invite.ics
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Glory Baldwin
From: Ferguson, Fred <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>
Subject: Declined: Updated Invitation: Meeting with Ride with Respect @ Tue Sep 13, 2016 1pm

- 1:30pm (EDT) (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)

1
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Conversation Contents

Fwd: Invitation: Meeting with Ride with Respect @ Tue Sep 13, 2016 1pm -
1:30pm (EDT) (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)

"Ojeda-dodds, Gisella" <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Ojeda-dodds, Gisella" <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Mon Sep 12 2016 07:22:52 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subiect: Fwd: Invitation: Meeting with Ride with Respect @ Tue Sep
ject: 13, 2016 1pm - 1:30pm (EDT) (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)

Hello - just fyil

G

Gisella Ojeda-Dodds

Executive Assistant to Nikki Buffa, Deputy Chief of Staff
Immediate Office of the Secretary

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 "C" Street, NW, MS: 6136-MIB

Washington, D.C. 20240

Telephone: (202) 208-4123/4105

Facsimile: (202) 208-4561

E-mail: Gisella_Ojeda-Dodds@ios.doi.gov

"Treat the earth well: it was not given to you by your parents, it was loaned to you by
your children. We do not inherit the Earth from our Ancestors, we borrow it from our
Children."”

- Tribe Unknown

“In matters of style, swim with the current; in matters of principle, stand like a
rock.”

- Thomas Jefferson

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ferguson, Fred <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>
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Date: Mon, Sep 12, 2016 at 9:17 AM
Subject: Re: Invitation: Meeting with Ride with Respect @ Tue Sep 13, 2016 1pm -

1:30pm (EDT) (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)
To: "gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov" <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>

Please pass along my regrets to Nikki. | won't be able to make it, but Clif and Duane plan to be there.
Thanks again!

-fred

Fred Ferguson
Chief of Staff

Rep. Jason Chaffetz (UT-03)
202-226-7721 direct

From: Google Calendar <calendar-notification@google.com> on behalf of Nikki Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Reply-To: <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>

Date: Friday, September 9, 2016 13:15 PM

To: Fred Ferguson <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>, Duane Taylor <dtaylor@mic.org>
Subject: Invitation: Meeting with Ride with Respect @ Tue Sep 13, 2016 1pm - 1:30pm (EDT)
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)

more details »

Meeting with Ride with Respect

When Tue Sep 13, 2016 1pm — 1:30pm Eastern Time

Room 6136, U.S. Department of the Interior, 1849 C Street, NW,

DARE Washington, D.C. (map)
Video call
Calendar nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov
nicole buffa@ios.doi.qgov - organizer
gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov - creator
Who . fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov

dtaylor@msf-usa.orq

Going? Yes - Maybe - No more options »

Invitation from Google Calendar

You are receiving this courtesy email at the account fred.ferqguson@mail.house.gov because you are an attendee of this event.

To stop receiving future updates for this event, decline this event. Alternatively you can sign up for a Google account at https://www.google.com/calendar/
and control your notification settings for your entire calendar.

Forwarding this invitation could allow any recipient to modify your RSVP response. Learn More.
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Conversation Contents

Sorry but
Attachments:

[113. Sorry but/2.1 Governor Herbert 7-27-16 Testimony copy.docx
/113. Sorry but/3.1 Governor Herbert 7-27-16 Testimony copy.docx

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 12:35:50 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Subject: Sorry but

| need some help here, pretty please. In this
article: http://utahpolicy.com/index.ph
options-to-stop-bears-ears-monument

There is this statement:

Last year there were a reported 1,400 “violations” within Grand Staircase by visitors and
others, said Herbert, while there were only five violations in the Bears Ears area — mainly
because few people visit Bears Ears now because it is not a national monument and is off the
beaten path.

And we're trying to figure out where those numbers came from. Do you know?

Thank you!

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 13:02:11 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Sorry but

Attachments: Governor Herbert 7-27-16 Testimony copy.docx

He was going from memory at the press conference so he got a few of the numbers
wrong, but he was referencing numbers that he used in his testimony down at the field
hearing sponsored by Senator Lee in Blanding in late July.

The relevant portion of the testimony (facts were provided by the Utah Department of
Heritage and Arts - which houses the Utah Division of Indian Affairs) I've pasted and
highlighted here while the completed testimony is attached below:

"In all this, one important thing to keep in mind is that a monument
designation does not, in and of itself, equate to greater protections of
environmental and cultural resources, as previous monument declarations
have shown.

Historical and cultural resources — including archeological and historical
sites, pictographs and petroglyphs, human remains and funerary objects —
are already protected under various federal laws. However, enforcement
of these existing laws on federal lands is inconsistent, at best.

The Grand Staircase-Escalante, for example, only has one law
enforcement ranger to patrol its 1.9 million acres. Nationwide the BLM
only has a total of 200 rangers to patrol 245 million acres. That is one
ranger per 1.2 million acres, on average.

While increased protections and law enforcement do not flow from
monument designations, the record shows that monument designations do
bring an increase in visitation, which can then further endanger the
resources.
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In the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument Manager Report for
2014, we read, “Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument is
experiencing constantly increasing recreational use as a result of national
and international advertising promoting it as icCOnic canyon country
destination. This presents management challenges balancing use with
adequate protections of [the monument’s] objects and values. Increased
backcountry visitor impacts include increased graffiti, human waste
issues, water quality concerns, and parking congestions. Dispersed
campsites are proliferating. Planning efforts are needed to insure
adequate use management and resource protection.”

In 2015, the Grand Staircase-Escalante had 1,400 reported cases of
vandalism. According to the BLM, there have only been 25 cases of
vandalism reported in the Bears Ears region since 2011. That means
the Grand Staircase, with its monument designation, currently
experiences 140 times the rate of vandalism as does Bears Ears
region.

Please do not misunderstand me: a single case of vandalism in this area is
too much.

But the point remains, if we wish to protect and preserve this area,
drawing lines on a map that will encourage increased visitation without a
corresponding increase in law enforcement and land management
resources 1s not a solution to vandalism and desecration problems. Indeed,
it will like worsen them."

Cody Stewart

Director of Federal Affairs
Governor Gary Herbert
801 513-8991

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:35 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
| need some help here, pretty please. In this article: http://utahpolicy.
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com/index.php/features/today-at-utah-policy/10720-herbert-looking-for-options-to-stop-bears-
ears-monument

There is this statement:

Last year there were a reported 1,400 “violations” within Grand Staircase by visitors and
others, said Herbert, while there were only five violations in the Bears Ears area — mainly
because few people visit Bears Ears now because it is not a national monument and is off
the beaten path.

And we're trying to figure out where those numbers came from. Do you know?

Thank you!

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 13:11:42 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>, Liz Pardue
o:
<lpardue@blm.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Sorry but
Attachments: Governor Herbert 7-27-16 Testimony copy.docx

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:02 PM

Subject: Re: Sorry but

To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov>

He was going from memory at the press conference so he got a few of the numbers
wrong, but he was referencing numbers that he used in his testimony down at the field
hearing sponsored by Senator Lee in Blanding in late July.
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The relevant portion of the testimony (facts were provided by the Utah Department of
Heritage and Arts - which houses the Utah Division of Indian Affairs) I've pasted and
highlighted here while the completed testimony is attached below:

"In all this, one important thing to keep in mind is that a monument
designation does not, in and of itself, equate to greater protections of
environmental and cultural resources, as previous monument declarations
have shown.

Historical and cultural resources — including archeological and historical
sites, pictographs and petroglyphs, human remains and funerary objects —
are already protected under various federal laws. However, enforcement
of these existing laws on federal lands is inconsistent, at best.

The Grand Staircase-Escalante, for example, only has one law
enforcement ranger to patrol its 1.9 million acres. Nationwide the BLM
only has a total of 200 rangers to patrol 245 million acres. That is one
ranger per 1.2 million acres, on average.

While increased protections and law enforcement do not flow from
monument designations, the record shows that monument designations do
bring an increase in visitation, which can then further endanger the
resources.

In the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument Manager Report for
2014, we read, “Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument is
experiencing constantly increasing recreational use as a result of national
and international advertising promoting it as icoOnic canyon country
destination. This presents management challenges balancing use with
adequate protections of [the monument’s| objects and values. Increased
backcountry visitor impacts include increased graffiti, human waste
issues, water quality concerns, and parking congestions. Dispersed
campsites are proliferating. Planning efforts are needed to insure
adequate use management and resource protection.”
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In 2015, the Grand Staircase-Escalante had 1,400 reported cases of
vandalism. According to the BLM, there have only been 25 cases of
vandalism reported in the Bears Ears region since 2011. That means
the Grand Staircase, with its monument designation, currently
experiences 140 times the rate of vandalism as does Bears Ears
region.

Please do not misunderstand me: a single case of vandalism in this area is
too much.

But the point remains, if we wish to protect and preserve this area,
drawing lines on a map that will encourage increased visitation without a
corresponding increase in law enforcement and land management
resources 1s not a solution to vandalism and desecration problems. Indeed,
it will like worsen them."

Cody Stewart

Director of Federal Affairs
Governor Gary Herbert
801 513-8991

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
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From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 13:11:52 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Subject: Re: Sorry but

Super helpful. Thanks!

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:02 PM, Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov> wrote:
He was going from memory at the press conference so he got a few of the numbers
wrong, but he was referencing numbers that he used in his testimony down at the field
hearing sponsored by Senator Lee in Blanding in late July.

The relevant portion of the testimony (facts were provided by the Utah Department of
Heritage and Arts - which houses the Utah Division of Indian Affairs) I've pasted and
highlighted here while the completed testimony is attached below:

"In all this, one important thing to keep in mind is that a monument
designation does not, in and of itself, equate to greater protections of
environmental and cultural resources, as previous monument
declarations have shown.

Historical and cultural resources — including archeological and
historical sites, pictographs and petroglyphs, human remains and
funerary objects — are already protected under various federal laws.
However, enforcement of these existing laws on federal lands is
inconsistent, at best.

The Grand Staircase-Escalante, for example, only has one law
enforcement ranger to patrol its 1.9 million acres. Nationwide the BLM
only has a total of 200 rangers to patrol 245 million acres. That is one
ranger per 1.2 million acres, on average.

While increased protections and law enforcement do not flow from
monument designations, the record shows that monument designations
do bring an increase in visitation, which can then further endanger the
resources.
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In the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument Manager Report
for 2014, we read, “Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument is
experiencing constantly increasing recreational use as a result of
national and international advertising promoting it as iconic canyon
country destination. This presents management challenges balancing
use with adequate protections of [the monument’s] objects and values.
Increased backcountry visitor impacts include increased graffiti, human
waste issues, water quality concerns, and parking congestions.
Dispersed campsites are proliferating. Planning efforts are needed to
insure adequate use management and resource protection.”

In 2015, the Grand Staircase-Escalante had 1,400 reported cases of
vandalism. According to the BLM, there have only been 25 cases of
vandalism reported in the Bears Ears region since 2011. That
means the Grand Staircase, with its monument designation,
currently experiences 140 times the rate of vandalism as does Bears
Ears region.

Please do not misunderstand me: a single case of vandalism in this area
is too much.

But the point remains, if we wish to protect and preserve this area,
drawing lines on a map that will encourage increased visitation without
a corresponding increase in law enforcement and land management
resources 1s not a solution to vandalism and desecration problems.
Indeed, it will like worsen them."

Cody Stewart

Director of Federal Affairs
Governor Gary Herbert
801 513-8991

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:35 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
| need some help here, pretty please. In this article: http://utahpolicy.com

00074272-0OS-BATCH003-DOC0022-EML-20240 Page 8 of 12



FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY

ears-monument

There is this statement:

Last year there were a reported 1,400 “violations” within Grand Staircase by visitors
and others, said Herbert, while there were only five violations in the Bears Ears area —
mainly because few people visit Bears Ears now because it is not a national monument
and is off the beaten path.

And we're trying to figure out where those numbers came from. Do you know?

Thank you!

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Laura (Liz) Pardue" <lpardue@blm.gov>

From: "Laura (Liz) Pardue" <Ipardue@blm.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 13:15:09 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Sorry but

Gotcha. Very helpful, thank you!
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Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 9, 2016, at 3:11 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 3:02 PM

Subject: Re: Sorry but

To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov>

He was going from memory at the press conference so he got a few of the
numbers wrong, but he was referencing numbers that he used in his testimony
down at the field hearing sponsored by Senator Lee in Blanding in late July.

The relevant portion of the testimony (facts were provided by the Utah
Department of Heritage and Arts - which houses the Utah Division of Indian
Affairs) I've pasted and highlighted here while the completed testimony is
attached below:

"In all this, one important thing to keep in mind is that a
monument designation does not, in and of itself, equate to
greater protections of environmental and cultural resources, as
previous monument declarations have shown.

Historical and cultural resources — including archeological and
historical sites, pictographs and petroglyphs, human remains and
funerary objects — are already protected under various federal
laws. However, enforcement of these existing laws on federal
lands 1s inconsistent, at best.

The Grand Staircase-Escalante, for example, only has one law
enforcement ranger to patrol its 1.9 million acres. Nationwide
the BLM only has a total of 200 rangers to patrol 245 million

acres. That 1s one ranger per 1.2 million acres, on average.

While increased protections and law enforcement do not flow
from monument designations, the record shows that monument
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designations do bring an increase in visitation, which can then
further endanger the resources.

In the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument Manager
Report for 2014, we read, “Grand Staircase-Escalante National
Monument is experiencing constantly increasing recreational
use as a result of national and international advertising
promoting it as iconic canyon country destination. This presents
management challenges balancing use with adequate
protections of [the monument’s| objects and values. Increased
backcountry visitor impacts include increased graffiti, human
waste issues, water quality concerns, and parking congestions.
Dispersed campsites are proliferating. Planning efforts are
needed to insure adequate use management and resource
protection.”

In 2015, the Grand Staircase-Escalante had 1,400 reported
cases of vandalism. According to the BLM, there have only
been 25 cases of vandalism reported in the Bears Ears region
since 2011. That means the Grand Staircase, with its
monument designation, currently experiences 140 times the
rate of vandalism as does Bears Ears region.

Please do not misunderstand me: a single case of vandalism in
this area is too much.

But the point remains, if we wish to protect and preserve this
area, drawing lines on a map that will encourage increased
visitation without a corresponding increase in law enforcement
and land management resources is not a solution to vandalism
and desecration problems. Indeed, it will like worsen them."
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Cody Stewart

Director of Federal Affairs
Governor Gary Herbert
801 513-8991

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

<Governor Herbert 7-27-16 Testimony copy.docx>
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Gary R. Herbert
Governor of the State of Utah

Testimony before the

U.S. Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources

Oversight hearing on

’

“Potential Impacts of Large-Scale Monument Designations’
Wednesday, July 27, 2016
Good morning. I am Gary R. Herbert, Governor of the great state of Utah.

Please allow me to thank you, Senator Lee, and my esteemed colleagues in Utah’s congressional
delegation, for holding this important hearing.

I appreciate you inviting me to share with you and the good people of San Juan County some
thoughts on national monuments, and for the chance to discuss what I think is the best way to
protect and preserve one of the most beautiful areas of Utah and the world.

Having served in public office for a number of years, I’ve noticed that politics is often portrayed
as a never-ending conflict. Media coverage of politics — of debates on legitimate differences of
opinion the appropriate ends and means to achieve policy goals — tends to emphasize the areas
where we differ rather than where we agree. This can lead us to lose sight of the big picture.

For example, while there is meaningful disagreement about Zow to protect the Bears Ears region,
there is virtually zero opposition to the idea that this precious area should be protected. Everyone
in this room believes that the Bears Ears region has natural wonders and scenic vistas that need
to be protected. Everyone in this room acknowledges that this region contains resources,
remains, and artifacts with immeasurable historic, cultural, and religious significance that must
be preserved for future generations. Let’s not lose sight of this consensus.

Let’s not lose sight of the fact that we share a common goal. The only difference you’ll find here
today is how best to achieve the shared goal of conservation and preservation. Let’s hope that
our mutual commitment to the protection of this area is the media headline tomorrow, and not an
undue or exaggerated focus on a disagreement over tactics.

Before I get into detail about my vision of how this area should be protected, let me take a brief
moment to explain the key principle that forms the foundation for my thoughts on this matter. I
firmly believe that states can and should find their own solutions — tailored to their unique
circumstances. This principle applies to nearly all policy issues, including those of national
importance like healthcare, education, environmental protection, and, yes, public lands.
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No one understands the challenges that confront a state, and the opportunities available to a state,
better than the people who reside there. No one is more committed to the most effective use of
limited resources for the best possible outcomes, for both our lands and our citizens, than those
who will directly live with the consequences of those decisions.

This principle of federalism, or of self-determination, is at the core of my policies. Indeed, the
idea of “States Finding Solutions” was the theme I chose to highlight as my Chair’s Initiative this
past year while I served as the Chairman of the National Governor’s Association.

I believe that decisions are best when they are made at the lowest level possible. I believe that
local, ground-up solutions are nearly always superior to decisions made from the top-down or by
people far from the problem at hand.

I also believe that accountability is critical for good public policy. The elected officials in this
room — county commissioners, legislators, congressmen, senators, governors — were all elected
by the citizens of Utah and are accountable to them in a much more real and tangible way than
an unelected bureaucrat in Washington.

One of the biggest lessons learned in land management policy over the past several decades has
to do with the importance of local input. There is an enormous difference between something
being done 70 you, and something being done with you. The Grand Staircase Escalante National
Monument designation in 1996 is an example of something that was done 7o the people of Utah.
They were not involved in the decision-making process. They were excluded from any meetings
and discussions. They were even lied to about its pending designation.

The results of this exclusionary, top-down process? 20 years later there is still a deep-seated,
heartfelt, even visceral anger, about the Grand Staircase Monument. To this day, it divides local
communities and has helped breed animosity and a sense of disenfranchisement amongst local
residents. The Grand Staircase is a perfect example of how not to make a land management
decision. Doing things 7o people rarely results in a positive outcome.

To that point, while we all agree the Bears Ears region should be protected, there is disagreement
about how to do so. There are some you will hear from today who believe that a national
monument designation is the best way to protect this area. You will hear from others who attest
that a legislative solution is a superior mechanism to protect the Bears Ears. Let me be clear: I
am strongly in the latter camp.

I’ve always been a strong believe that process matters. Some people, my staff included, have
joked about how I seem to be one of those rare individuals who actually enjoys meetings. It is
not that I love meetings per se, but it is because I recognize that meeting together — bringing
people around the table to work toward a consensus — is typically the process by which good
decisions are made.
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It would certainly be easier to make decisions on my own without consulting anyone else.
Monarchies are efficient. But decisions made alone or in small groups often miss out on
important perspectives and information that is available to larger groups. An open, public
process is more difficult. It takes more time. It is messier than a unitary decision making process.
An open and inclusive decision-making process is more difficult. A deliberative, public process
takes more time and effort, but it leads to better, more accepted, and more durable outcomes.

This principle applies to the Bears Ears and the discussion we’re having today about the best
mechanism to protect this area. It certainly would be easier for an unknown federal official to
draft a monument declaration behind closed doors and for the President to sign it. No one doubts
that would be the quickest way to move forward. But I believe that a quick and exclusionary
process to declare a monument would lead to a host of negative consequences that will be borne
by the people of Utah for decades.

On the other hand, a legislative solution, one that has support both locally and nationally, is a
clearly superior model to reach consensus. Congressman Bishop has been undertaking such an
approach with the Public Lands Initiative for the past three years. This process to find common
ground has included over 1,200 meetings. It has taken input from a wide array of stakeholders. It
has been an open, inclusive, collaborative, and public process.

It has also been a little messy, and not without controversy and accusations of bad faith. But I
think the bill that was unveiled July 14, 2016, represents a closer articulation of what the public
actually wants than a unilateral monument designation ever could.

Congressman Bishop’s bill is the culmination of an open and deliberative effort to gather the best
ideas from all sides. It is the result of a transparent and public process to get input from local
citizens and stakeholders, and not from media, editorial, and lobbying campaigns by out-of-state
interest groups.

The PLI incorporates meaningful and appropriate environmental protections, including
conservation and wilderness designations that protect fragile and pristine areas for future
generations. It also promotes local economic benefits, including increased opportunities for
heritage, cultural, and eco-tourism, outdoor recreation, SITLA land exchanges, land
conveyances, responsible energy development, and local infrastructure needs.

The PLI also allows for continued access for traditional tribal cultural and religious activities,
and sets up a mechanism for ongoing local and tribal input in management decisions. To be
clear, and despite much of the rhetoric we have heard, these issues of access and management
can only be truly guaranteed through legislative action.

The current version of the bill is likely not a final product. There is still work to be done. But I,
along with Congressman Bishop and many others, believe the timing is right for a deal to be
brokered. Events have converged to provide Utah a unique opportunity to accomplish something
truly remarkable — protect Utah’s wild places and cultural resources, while at the same time,
strengthening Utah’s economy, enhancing outdoor recreation opportunities, and increasing much
needed school funding. The PLI represents our best chance to find the messy middle ground and
will result in a protection of this area that is defensible, inclusive, and durable.
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Problems of Monuments

I have already mentioned a few of the numerous negatives consequences that would accompany
a unilateral monument designation. Let me take a moment to focus on another.

In all this, one important thing to keep in mind is that a monument designation does not, in and
of itself, equate to greater protections of environmental and cultural resources, as previous
monument declarations have shown.

Historical and cultural resources — including archeological and historical sites, pictographs and
petroglyphs, human remains and funerary objects — are already protected under various federal
laws. However, enforcement of these existing laws on federal lands is inconsistent, at best.

The Grand Staircase-Escalante, for example, only has one law enforcement ranger to patrol its
1.9 million acres. Nationwide the BLM only has a total of 200 rangers to patrol 245 million
acres. That is one ranger per 1.2 million acres, on average.

While increased protections and law enforcement do not flow from monument designations, the
record shows that monument designations do bring an increase in visitation, which can then
further endanger the resources.

In the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument Manager Report for 2014, we read, “Grand
Staircase-Escalante National Monument is experiencing constantly increasing recreational use as
a result of national and international advertising promoting it as iconic canyon country
destination. This presents management challenges balancing use with adequate protections of
[the monument’s] objects and values. Increased backcountry visitor impacts include increased
graffiti, human waste issues, water quality concerns, and parking congestions. Dispersed
campsites are proliferating. Planning efforts are needed to insure adequate use management and
resource protection.”

In 2015, the Grand Staircase-Escalante had 1,400 reported cases of vandalism. According to the
BLM, there have only been 25 cases of vandalism reported in the Bears Ears region since 2011.
That means the Grand Staircase, with its monument designation, currently experiences 140 times
the rate of vandalism as does Bears Ears region.

Please do not misunderstand me: a single case of vandalism in this area is too much. But the
point remains, if we wish to protect and preserve this area, drawing lines on a map that will
encourage increased visitation without a corresponding increase in law enforcement and land
management resources is not a solution to vandalism and desecration problems. Indeed, it will
like worsen them.

Let me use a comparison to further illustrate this point:
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o The Bears Ears region being considered today is approximately 1.9 million acres.
This is the equivalent of just under 3000 square miles.

o For comparison, the entire state of Rhode Island is just over 1200 square miles.

o Rhode Island currently has 93 state troopers to patrol an area that is, again, about
40% of the Bears Ears region being considered, and that number does not include
administrators, or special agents or units.

o The BLM currently has two full-time officers assigned to patrol and protect the
entire Bears Ears region.

o The police department of the capital of Rhode Island, Providence, is responsible
for an area that comprises 20.5 square miles. The Providence Police Department
had a budget of $69 million in 2015.

o Meanwhile, the entire budget for BLM National Conservation Lands system
nationwide, which is responsible for 50,000 square miles protected lands, was
only $64 million.

Proper protection of historical and cultural resources on federal lands requires adequate federal
resources, yes, but it also requires the cooperation of local citizens, local law enforcement, local
conservation and research groups, and more. A unilateral monument designation — doing
something 7o the people of the Bears Ears region instead of with them — will provide a
disincentive for local cooperation.

Conclusion

To summarize - it is my belief that a unilateral monument designation will divide the people. It
will create anger and division. It will provoke protest and may inhibit our ability to resolve tough
public land management decisions for decades to come. Even worse, a unilateral monument
designation of the Bears Ears will not protect irreplaceable resources, and will, in fact, likely
result in the same kinds of increases in vandalism, looting, and environmental degradation that
has been documented in the Grand Staircase.

On the other hand, a legislated, consensus solution like the PLI has the potential to bring people
together, ensure local cooperation, and put in place a durable solution. Furthermore,
congressional action is the only way to guarantee traditional tribal uses of the land, guarantee
local input into land management decisions, and to provide the funding resources and tools
needed to properly protect this precious region of our state.

It is my strong belief that a legislative solution — one built from the ground up with real
involvement from local residents, tribal representatives, county officials, the state legislature,
recreation and environmental advocates, energy and access interests — will inevitably create a
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better outcome, one with more buy-in and with more lasting power, than a decision made behind
closed-doors in Washington D.C.

There is a right way and a wrong way to preserve the Bears Ears for future generations. It is my
sincere hope that the President and his administration will learn from history and take the time
needed to work with the people of Utah, our state legislature, and the congressional delegation to
do it the right way. Please, do this with us, not to us.

Thank you for the chance to share my thoughts with you today.
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Gary R. Herbert
Governor of the State of Utah

Testimony before the

U.S. Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources

Oversight hearing on

’

“Potential Impacts of Large-Scale Monument Designations’
Wednesday, July 27, 2016
Good morning. I am Gary R. Herbert, Governor of the great state of Utah.

Please allow me to thank you, Senator Lee, and my esteemed colleagues in Utah’s congressional
delegation, for holding this important hearing.

I appreciate you inviting me to share with you and the good people of San Juan County some
thoughts on national monuments, and for the chance to discuss what I think is the best way to
protect and preserve one of the most beautiful areas of Utah and the world.

Having served in public office for a number of years, I’ve noticed that politics is often portrayed
as a never-ending conflict. Media coverage of politics — of debates on legitimate differences of
opinion the appropriate ends and means to achieve policy goals — tends to emphasize the areas
where we differ rather than where we agree. This can lead us to lose sight of the big picture.

For example, while there is meaningful disagreement about Zow to protect the Bears Ears region,
there is virtually zero opposition to the idea that this precious area should be protected. Everyone
in this room believes that the Bears Ears region has natural wonders and scenic vistas that need
to be protected. Everyone in this room acknowledges that this region contains resources,
remains, and artifacts with immeasurable historic, cultural, and religious significance that must
be preserved for future generations. Let’s not lose sight of this consensus.

Let’s not lose sight of the fact that we share a common goal. The only difference you’ll find here
today is how best to achieve the shared goal of conservation and preservation. Let’s hope that
our mutual commitment to the protection of this area is the media headline tomorrow, and not an
undue or exaggerated focus on a disagreement over tactics.

Before I get into detail about my vision of how this area should be protected, let me take a brief
moment to explain the key principle that forms the foundation for my thoughts on this matter. I
firmly believe that states can and should find their own solutions — tailored to their unique
circumstances. This principle applies to nearly all policy issues, including those of national
importance like healthcare, education, environmental protection, and, yes, public lands.
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No one understands the challenges that confront a state, and the opportunities available to a state,
better than the people who reside there. No one is more committed to the most effective use of
limited resources for the best possible outcomes, for both our lands and our citizens, than those
who will directly live with the consequences of those decisions.

This principle of federalism, or of self-determination, is at the core of my policies. Indeed, the
idea of “States Finding Solutions” was the theme I chose to highlight as my Chair’s Initiative this
past year while I served as the Chairman of the National Governor’s Association.

I believe that decisions are best when they are made at the lowest level possible. I believe that
local, ground-up solutions are nearly always superior to decisions made from the top-down or by
people far from the problem at hand.

I also believe that accountability is critical for good public policy. The elected officials in this
room — county commissioners, legislators, congressmen, senators, governors — were all elected
by the citizens of Utah and are accountable to them in a much more real and tangible way than
an unelected bureaucrat in Washington.

One of the biggest lessons learned in land management policy over the past several decades has
to do with the importance of local input. There is an enormous difference between something
being done 70 you, and something being done with you. The Grand Staircase Escalante National
Monument designation in 1996 is an example of something that was done 7o the people of Utah.
They were not involved in the decision-making process. They were excluded from any meetings
and discussions. They were even lied to about its pending designation.

The results of this exclusionary, top-down process? 20 years later there is still a deep-seated,
heartfelt, even visceral anger, about the Grand Staircase Monument. To this day, it divides local
communities and has helped breed animosity and a sense of disenfranchisement amongst local
residents. The Grand Staircase is a perfect example of how not to make a land management
decision. Doing things 7o people rarely results in a positive outcome.

To that point, while we all agree the Bears Ears region should be protected, there is disagreement
about how to do so. There are some you will hear from today who believe that a national
monument designation is the best way to protect this area. You will hear from others who attest
that a legislative solution is a superior mechanism to protect the Bears Ears. Let me be clear: I
am strongly in the latter camp.

I’ve always been a strong believe that process matters. Some people, my staff included, have
joked about how I seem to be one of those rare individuals who actually enjoys meetings. It is
not that I love meetings per se, but it is because I recognize that meeting together — bringing
people around the table to work toward a consensus — is typically the process by which good
decisions are made.
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It would certainly be easier to make decisions on my own without consulting anyone else.
Monarchies are efficient. But decisions made alone or in small groups often miss out on
important perspectives and information that is available to larger groups. An open, public
process is more difficult. It takes more time. It is messier than a unitary decision making process.
An open and inclusive decision-making process is more difficult. A deliberative, public process
takes more time and effort, but it leads to better, more accepted, and more durable outcomes.

This principle applies to the Bears Ears and the discussion we’re having today about the best
mechanism to protect this area. It certainly would be easier for an unknown federal official to
draft a monument declaration behind closed doors and for the President to sign it. No one doubts
that would be the quickest way to move forward. But I believe that a quick and exclusionary
process to declare a monument would lead to a host of negative consequences that will be borne
by the people of Utah for decades.

On the other hand, a legislative solution, one that has support both locally and nationally, is a
clearly superior model to reach consensus. Congressman Bishop has been undertaking such an
approach with the Public Lands Initiative for the past three years. This process to find common
ground has included over 1,200 meetings. It has taken input from a wide array of stakeholders. It
has been an open, inclusive, collaborative, and public process.

It has also been a little messy, and not without controversy and accusations of bad faith. But I
think the bill that was unveiled July 14, 2016, represents a closer articulation of what the public
actually wants than a unilateral monument designation ever could.

Congressman Bishop’s bill is the culmination of an open and deliberative effort to gather the best
ideas from all sides. It is the result of a transparent and public process to get input from local
citizens and stakeholders, and not from media, editorial, and lobbying campaigns by out-of-state
interest groups.

The PLI incorporates meaningful and appropriate environmental protections, including
conservation and wilderness designations that protect fragile and pristine areas for future
generations. It also promotes local economic benefits, including increased opportunities for
heritage, cultural, and eco-tourism, outdoor recreation, SITLA land exchanges, land
conveyances, responsible energy development, and local infrastructure needs.

The PLI also allows for continued access for traditional tribal cultural and religious activities,
and sets up a mechanism for ongoing local and tribal input in management decisions. To be
clear, and despite much of the rhetoric we have heard, these issues of access and management
can only be truly guaranteed through legislative action.

The current version of the bill is likely not a final product. There is still work to be done. But I,
along with Congressman Bishop and many others, believe the timing is right for a deal to be
brokered. Events have converged to provide Utah a unique opportunity to accomplish something
truly remarkable — protect Utah’s wild places and cultural resources, while at the same time,
strengthening Utah’s economy, enhancing outdoor recreation opportunities, and increasing much
needed school funding. The PLI represents our best chance to find the messy middle ground and
will result in a protection of this area that is defensible, inclusive, and durable.
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Problems of Monuments

I have already mentioned a few of the numerous negatives consequences that would accompany
a unilateral monument designation. Let me take a moment to focus on another.

In all this, one important thing to keep in mind is that a monument designation does not, in and
of itself, equate to greater protections of environmental and cultural resources, as previous
monument declarations have shown.

Historical and cultural resources — including archeological and historical sites, pictographs and
petroglyphs, human remains and funerary objects — are already protected under various federal
laws. However, enforcement of these existing laws on federal lands is inconsistent, at best.

The Grand Staircase-Escalante, for example, only has one law enforcement ranger to patrol its
1.9 million acres. Nationwide the BLM only has a total of 200 rangers to patrol 245 million
acres. That is one ranger per 1.2 million acres, on average.

While increased protections and law enforcement do not flow from monument designations, the
record shows that monument designations do bring an increase in visitation, which can then
further endanger the resources.

In the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument Manager Report for 2014, we read, “Grand
Staircase-Escalante National Monument is experiencing constantly increasing recreational use as
a result of national and international advertising promoting it as iconic canyon country
destination. This presents management challenges balancing use with adequate protections of
[the monument’s] objects and values. Increased backcountry visitor impacts include increased
graffiti, human waste issues, water quality concerns, and parking congestions. Dispersed
campsites are proliferating. Planning efforts are needed to insure adequate use management and
resource protection.”

In 2015, the Grand Staircase-Escalante had 1,400 reported cases of vandalism. According to the
BLM, there have only been 25 cases of vandalism reported in the Bears Ears region since 2011.
That means the Grand Staircase, with its monument designation, currently experiences 140 times
the rate of vandalism as does Bears Ears region.

Please do not misunderstand me: a single case of vandalism in this area is too much. But the
point remains, if we wish to protect and preserve this area, drawing lines on a map that will
encourage increased visitation without a corresponding increase in law enforcement and land
management resources is not a solution to vandalism and desecration problems. Indeed, it will
like worsen them.

Let me use a comparison to further illustrate this point:
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o The Bears Ears region being considered today is approximately 1.9 million acres.
This is the equivalent of just under 3000 square miles.

o For comparison, the entire state of Rhode Island is just over 1200 square miles.

o Rhode Island currently has 93 state troopers to patrol an area that is, again, about
40% of the Bears Ears region being considered, and that number does not include
administrators, or special agents or units.

o The BLM currently has two full-time officers assigned to patrol and protect the
entire Bears Ears region.

o The police department of the capital of Rhode Island, Providence, is responsible
for an area that comprises 20.5 square miles. The Providence Police Department
had a budget of $69 million in 2015.

o Meanwhile, the entire budget for BLM National Conservation Lands system
nationwide, which is responsible for 50,000 square miles protected lands, was
only $64 million.

Proper protection of historical and cultural resources on federal lands requires adequate federal
resources, yes, but it also requires the cooperation of local citizens, local law enforcement, local
conservation and research groups, and more. A unilateral monument designation — doing
something 7o the people of the Bears Ears region instead of with them — will provide a
disincentive for local cooperation.

Conclusion

To summarize - it is my belief that a unilateral monument designation will divide the people. It
will create anger and division. It will provoke protest and may inhibit our ability to resolve tough
public land management decisions for decades to come. Even worse, a unilateral monument
designation of the Bears Ears will not protect irreplaceable resources, and will, in fact, likely
result in the same kinds of increases in vandalism, looting, and environmental degradation that
has been documented in the Grand Staircase.

On the other hand, a legislated, consensus solution like the PLI has the potential to bring people
together, ensure local cooperation, and put in place a durable solution. Furthermore,
congressional action is the only way to guarantee traditional tribal uses of the land, guarantee
local input into land management decisions, and to provide the funding resources and tools
needed to properly protect this precious region of our state.

It is my strong belief that a legislative solution — one built from the ground up with real
involvement from local residents, tribal representatives, county officials, the state legislature,
recreation and environmental advocates, energy and access interests — will inevitably create a
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better outcome, one with more buy-in and with more lasting power, than a decision made behind
closed-doors in Washington D.C.

There is a right way and a wrong way to preserve the Bears Ears for future generations. It is my
sincere hope that the President and his administration will learn from history and take the time
needed to work with the people of Utah, our state legislature, and the congressional delegation to
do it the right way. Please, do this with us, not to us.

Thank you for the chance to share my thoughts with you today.
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Conversation Contents

Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI
Attachments:

/114. Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI/1.1 Introduced PLI-SITLA
trade problems V4-lowrez.pdf

/114. Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI/1.2 land trades memo
vF.pdf

/114. Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI/2.1 Introduced PLI-SITLA
trade problems V4-lowrez.pdf

/114. Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI/2.2 land trades memo
vF.pdf

/114. Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI/3.1 Introduced PLI-SITLA
trade problems V4-lowrez.pdf

/114. Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI/3.2 land trades memo
vF.pdf

/114. Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI/5.1 Introduced PLI-SITLA
trade problems V4-lowrez.pdf

/114. Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI/5.2 land trades memo
vF.pdf

Josh Ewing <josh@cedarmesafriends.org>

From: Josh Ewing <josh@cedarmesafriends.org>

Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 12:34:25 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI

Introduced PLI-SITLA trade problems V4-lowrez.pdf land

Attachments: trades memo VF.pdf

Dear Ms. Buffa: | have attached a memo for consideration by the Secretary regarding a
significant issue raised by the Public Lands Initiative legislation (although not limited to
the PLI) regarding proposed SITLA trades that would likely accompany any conservation
designation in southeastern Utah.

Please let me know if you have any questions or need any further information on this
important issue.

Sincerely,

Josh Ewing
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Executive Director, Friends of Cedar Mesa

(0) 435.414.0343 (m) 801.410.0773

300 E. Main Street, PO Box 338 | Bluff, UT 84512

web:CedarMesaFriends.org twitter:_ @joshewing facebook: @cedarmesafriends

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 12:39:07 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Gisella Ojeda-dodds <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI
Attachments: Introduced PLI-SITLA trade problems V4-lowrez.pdf land

trades memo vF.pdf
Please print for me. Thanks!

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Josh Ewing <josh@cedarmesafriends.org>

Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:34 PM

Subject: Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI

To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Cc: David Ure <dure@utah.gov>, Kim Christy <kimchristy@utah.gov>,
nkornze@blm.gov, Whitlockdenna <jwhitloc@blm.gov>, Ferguson Fred
<Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>,
ryan_wilcox@lee.senate.gov

Dear Ms. Buffa: | have attached a memo for consideration by the Secretary regarding a
significant issue raised by the Public Lands Initiative legislation (although not limited to
the PLI) regarding proposed SITLA trades that would likely accompany any conservation
designation in southeastern Utah.

Please let me know if you have any questions or need any further information on this
important issue.

Sincerely,

Josh Ewing

Executive Director, Friends of Cedar Mesa

(0) 435.414.0343 (m) 801.410.0773

300 E. Main Street, PO Box 338 | Bluff, UT 84512

web:CedarMesaFriends.org twitter;_@joshewing facebook: @cedarmesafriends

Nikki Buffa
Deputy Chief of Staff
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US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 12:41:02 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Robert Howarth <robert_howarth@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI

Introduced PLI-SITLA trade problems V4-lowrez.pdf land

Attachments: trades memo VF.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Josh Ewing <josh@cedarmesafriends.org>

Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:34 PM

Subject: Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI

To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Cc: David Ure <dure@utah.gov>, Kim Christy <kimchristy@utah.gov>,
nkornze@blm.gov, WhitlockJenna <jwhitloc@blm.gov>, Ferguson Fred
<Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>,
ryan_wilcox@lee.senate.gov

Dear Ms. Buffa: | have attached a memo for consideration by the Secretary regarding a
significant issue raised by the Public Lands Initiative legislation (although not limited to
the PLI) regarding proposed SITLA trades that would likely accompany any conservation
designation in southeastern Utah.

Please let me know if you have any questions or need any further information on this
important issue.

Sincerely,

Josh Ewing

Executive Director, Friends of Cedar Mesa

(0) 435.414.0343 (m) 801.410.0773

300 E. Main Street, PO Box 338 | Bluff, UT 84512

web:CedarMesaFriends.org twitter:_ @joshewing facebook: @cedarmesafriends
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Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 12:41:18 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Josh Ewing <josh@cedarmesafriends.org>

David Ure <dure@utah.gov>, Kim Christy
<kimchristy@utah.gov>, Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>,
cc: WhitlockJenna <jwhitloc@blm.gov>, Ferguson Fred
] <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "Snider, Casey"
<Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>,
ryan_wilcox@lee.senate.gov

Subject: Re: Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI
Thanks for sending, Josh. We'll take a look.

On Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:34 PM, Josh Ewing <josh@cedarmesafriends.org> wrote:
Dear Ms. Buffa: | have attached a memo for consideration by the Secretary regarding a
significant issue raised by the Public Lands Initiative legislation (although not limited to
the PLI) regarding proposed SITLA trades that would likely accompany any
conservation designation in southeastern Utah.

Please let me know if you have any questions or need any further information on this
important issue.

Sincerely,

Josh Ewing

Executive Director, Friends of Cedar Mesa

(0) 435.414.0343 (m) 801.410.0773

300 E. Main Street, PO Box 338 | Bluff, UT 84512

web:CedarMesaFriends.org twitter:_@joshewing facebook: @cedarmesafriends

Nikki Buffa
Deputy Chief of Staff
US Department of the Interior
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202-219-3861
nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 12:41:37 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI

. Introduced PLI-SITLA trade problems V4-lowrez.pdf land
Attachments:
trades memo vF.pdf

Fascinating timing. Take a look when you can, but not urgent.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Josh Ewing <josh@cedarmesafriends.org>

Date: Fri, Sep 9, 2016 at 2:34 PM

Subject: Memo: Problematic SITLA trades proposed in PLI

To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Cc: David Ure <dure@utah.gov>, Kim Christy <kimchristy@utah.gov>,
nkornze@blm.gov, WhitlockJenna <jwhitloc@blm.gov>, Ferguson Fred
<Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>,
ryan_wilcox@lee.senate.gov

Dear Ms. Buffa: | have attached a memo for consideration by the Secretary regarding a
significant issue raised by the Public Lands Initiative legislation (although not limited to
the PLI) regarding proposed SITLA trades that would likely accompany any conservation
designation in southeastern Utah.

Please let me know if you have any questions or need any further information on this
important issue.

Sincerely,

Josh Ewing

Executive Director, Friends of Cedar Mesa

(0) 435.414.0343 (m) 801.410.0773

300 E. Main Street, PO Box 338 | Bluff, UT 84512

web:CedarMesaFriends.org twitter:_ @joshewing facebook: @cedarmesafriends
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Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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PO Box 338, Bluff, UT 84512

MEMORANDUM
To: Secretary Sally Jewell, US Department of the Interior
From: Josh Ewing, Executive Director

Subject: Problematic land trades near Bluff, Utah proposed by SITLA in connection with conservation
proposals in southeastern Utah

Date: September 9, 2016

Background

Friends of Cedar Mesa has previously shared with your office our concerns about the proposed Public
Lands Initiative (PLI) Legislation, which would impact DOI administered lands in San Juan County, Utah.
This memo focuses on an important but little publicized portion of that legislation with new information.

The PLI proposes a very large land trade between the State of Utah and the United States government,
exchanging SITLA lands for DOI lands. A similar land trade would likely be triggered by any use of the
Antiquities Act to designate a National Monument in the Bears Ears region.

This memo highlights a specific geography of problematic trades proposed by SITLA, overlapping both
the Bears Ears National Conservation Area that would be created by the passage of the PLI and the
footprint of the National Monument proposed by the Bears Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition. The trades
discussed are visualized on the attached map.

In general, the principle of consolidating land ownership is an excellent idea. Conservation areas are
best managed when small dispersed Trust Land holdings are removed, providing continuity of
management. Likewise, the Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration (SITLA) can accomplish
its mission of maximizing returns for beneficiaries far more efficiently when lands under the Trust’s
management are consolidated away from sensitive cultural and natural resources.

Unfortunately, trades proposed in the Bluff area are highly problematic for the reasons outlined below.
We have shared these concerns directly, in person, with SITLA leadership.

Conservation and scenic values of the area

Many of the lands proposed to be retained or acquired by SITLA in the Bluff area are highly scenic and
contain important cultural resources. The Bluff Bench is a viewshed prized by the people of Bluff and the
surrounding lands provide the gateway for tourists from around the world who come to Bluff to visit
nearby Monument Valley, Valley of the Gods, Comb Ridge, and Hovenweep National Monument.
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Although little of the area has been documented by rigorous professional surveys, local archaeologists
have identified many unique archaeological sites, including ancient Ancestral Pueblo roads, shrines and
pueblos. Importantly, this area contains what may be Utah’s highest concentration of Navajo and Ute
archaeology, including rare petroglyph panels.

This area has been involved in significant controversy over possible oil and gas leases, which were
protested by the Hopi Tribe in the early 2000s and most recently by the National Trust for Historic
Preservation and Friends of Cedar Mesa in 2014. The Bureau of Land Management deferred leasing in
this area in 2015 after this most recent protest. Significantly, this area is covered in the upcoming San
Juan Master Leasing Plan boundaries, which will seek to balance cultural resource protection and oil and
gas development.

Potential for development, privatization and extraction within proposed conservation areas

As one can see from inspecting the attached map, SITLA is proposing to retain ownership of surface and
mineral rights on significant lands within the Bears Ears National Conservation Area. This creates the
very real scenario of oil drilling, residential/commercial development, or privatization of lands that are
specifically proposed for conservation in the PLI. Even more lands are proposed to be acquired by SITLA
within the boundaries of a National Monument proposed by the Bears Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition.

Combined, the retention by SITLA of lands within the two proposed conservation areas and their
proposed acquisition in the area creates the scenario of a major block of SITLA land in Bluff’s backyard.
The residents of Bluff are very concerned with the possibility of mass industrialization or even large-
scale tourism development in this region. While perhaps not imminent due to current market
conditions, future industrialization could dramatically impact Bluff’s tourism-based economy and
devastate the way of life enjoyed by residents. Such industrialization could also have significant impacts
on cultural resources in the area. Despite best efforts, subtle archaeology, such as many of the Ute sites
in the area, are easily missed and damaged by work crews. And the “setting” of these sites, which is
protected by the National Historic Preservation Act, would change forever.

Recommendations and conclusion

If a conservation designation is created in the area, be it NCA or Monument, Friends of Cedar Mesa
recommends that federal land managers and SITLA work with local residents and conservation experts
to identify lands more suitable for SITLA ownership outside of any designated areas. Proper thought
should be given to not creating the scenario for development just outside of a designated area, which
would certainly engender significant future controversy.

cc:
Dave Ure, Director, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration
Kim Christy, Deputy Director, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration
Neil Kornze, Director, Bureau of Land Management
Jenna Whitlock, UT Acting State Director, Bureau of Land Management
Rep. Jason Chaffetz
Rep. Rob Bishop
Senator Mike Lee
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PO Box 338, Bluff, UT 84512

MEMORANDUM
To: Secretary Sally Jewell, US Department of the Interior
From: Josh Ewing, Executive Director

Subject: Problematic land trades near Bluff, Utah proposed by SITLA in connection with conservation
proposals in southeastern Utah

Date: September 9, 2016

Background

Friends of Cedar Mesa has previously shared with your office our concerns about the proposed Public
Lands Initiative (PLI) Legislation, which would impact DOI administered lands in San Juan County, Utah.
This memo focuses on an important but little publicized portion of that legislation with new information.

The PLI proposes a very large land trade between the State of Utah and the United States government,
exchanging SITLA lands for DOI lands. A similar land trade would likely be triggered by any use of the
Antiquities Act to designate a National Monument in the Bears Ears region.

This memo highlights a specific geography of problematic trades proposed by SITLA, overlapping both
the Bears Ears National Conservation Area that would be created by the passage of the PLI and the
footprint of the National Monument proposed by the Bears Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition. The trades
discussed are visualized on the attached map.

In general, the principle of consolidating land ownership is an excellent idea. Conservation areas are
best managed when small dispersed Trust Land holdings are removed, providing continuity of
management. Likewise, the Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration (SITLA) can accomplish
its mission of maximizing returns for beneficiaries far more efficiently when lands under the Trust’s
management are consolidated away from sensitive cultural and natural resources.

Unfortunately, trades proposed in the Bluff area are highly problematic for the reasons outlined below.
We have shared these concerns directly, in person, with SITLA leadership.

Conservation and scenic values of the area

Many of the lands proposed to be retained or acquired by SITLA in the Bluff area are highly scenic and
contain important cultural resources. The Bluff Bench is a viewshed prized by the people of Bluff and the
surrounding lands provide the gateway for tourists from around the world who come to Bluff to visit
nearby Monument Valley, Valley of the Gods, Comb Ridge, and Hovenweep National Monument.
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Although little of the area has been documented by rigorous professional surveys, local archaeologists
have identified many unique archaeological sites, including ancient Ancestral Pueblo roads, shrines and
pueblos. Importantly, this area contains what may be Utah’s highest concentration of Navajo and Ute
archaeology, including rare petroglyph panels.

This area has been involved in significant controversy over possible oil and gas leases, which were
protested by the Hopi Tribe in the early 2000s and most recently by the National Trust for Historic
Preservation and Friends of Cedar Mesa in 2014. The Bureau of Land Management deferred leasing in
this area in 2015 after this most recent protest. Significantly, this area is covered in the upcoming San
Juan Master Leasing Plan boundaries, which will seek to balance cultural resource protection and oil and
gas development.

Potential for development, privatization and extraction within proposed conservation areas

As one can see from inspecting the attached map, SITLA is proposing to retain ownership of surface and
mineral rights on significant lands within the Bears Ears National Conservation Area. This creates the
very real scenario of oil drilling, residential/commercial development, or privatization of lands that are
specifically proposed for conservation in the PLI. Even more lands are proposed to be acquired by SITLA
within the boundaries of a National Monument proposed by the Bears Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition.

Combined, the retention by SITLA of lands within the two proposed conservation areas and their
proposed acquisition in the area creates the scenario of a major block of SITLA land in Bluff’s backyard.
The residents of Bluff are very concerned with the possibility of mass industrialization or even large-
scale tourism development in this region. While perhaps not imminent due to current market
conditions, future industrialization could dramatically impact Bluff’s tourism-based economy and
devastate the way of life enjoyed by residents. Such industrialization could also have significant impacts
on cultural resources in the area. Despite best efforts, subtle archaeology, such as many of the Ute sites
in the area, are easily missed and damaged by work crews. And the “setting” of these sites, which is
protected by the National Historic Preservation Act, would change forever.

Recommendations and conclusion

If a conservation designation is created in the area, be it NCA or Monument, Friends of Cedar Mesa
recommends that federal land managers and SITLA work with local residents and conservation experts
to identify lands more suitable for SITLA ownership outside of any designated areas. Proper thought
should be given to not creating the scenario for development just outside of a designated area, which
would certainly engender significant future controversy.

CcC:
Dave Ure, Director, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration
Kim Christy, Deputy Director, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration
Neil Kornze, Director, Bureau of Land Management
Jenna Whitlock, UT Acting State Director, Bureau of Land Management
Rep. Jason Chaffetz
Rep. Rob Bishop
Senator Mike Lee
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PO Box 338, Bluff, UT 84512

MEMORANDUM
To: Secretary Sally Jewell, US Department of the Interior
From: Josh Ewing, Executive Director

Subject: Problematic land trades near Bluff, Utah proposed by SITLA in connection with conservation
proposals in southeastern Utah

Date: September 9, 2016

Background

Friends of Cedar Mesa has previously shared with your office our concerns about the proposed Public
Lands Initiative (PLI) Legislation, which would impact DOI administered lands in San Juan County, Utah.
This memo focuses on an important but little publicized portion of that legislation with new information.

The PLI proposes a very large land trade between the State of Utah and the United States government,
exchanging SITLA lands for DOI lands. A similar land trade would likely be triggered by any use of the
Antiquities Act to designate a National Monument in the Bears Ears region.

This memo highlights a specific geography of problematic trades proposed by SITLA, overlapping both
the Bears Ears National Conservation Area that would be created by the passage of the PLI and the
footprint of the National Monument proposed by the Bears Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition. The trades
discussed are visualized on the attached map.

In general, the principle of consolidating land ownership is an excellent idea. Conservation areas are
best managed when small dispersed Trust Land holdings are removed, providing continuity of
management. Likewise, the Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration (SITLA) can accomplish
its mission of maximizing returns for beneficiaries far more efficiently when lands under the Trust’s
management are consolidated away from sensitive cultural and natural resources.

Unfortunately, trades proposed in the Bluff area are highly problematic for the reasons outlined below.
We have shared these concerns directly, in person, with SITLA leadership.

Conservation and scenic values of the area

Many of the lands proposed to be retained or acquired by SITLA in the Bluff area are highly scenic and
contain important cultural resources. The Bluff Bench is a viewshed prized by the people of Bluff and the
surrounding lands provide the gateway for tourists from around the world who come to Bluff to visit
nearby Monument Valley, Valley of the Gods, Comb Ridge, and Hovenweep National Monument.

00074272-0OS-BATCH003-DOC0031-ATT-20240 Page 1 of 2



FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY

Although little of the area has been documented by rigorous professional surveys, local archaeologists
have identified many unique archaeological sites, including ancient Ancestral Pueblo roads, shrines and
pueblos. Importantly, this area contains what may be Utah’s highest concentration of Navajo and Ute
archaeology, including rare petroglyph panels.

This area has been involved in significant controversy over possible oil and gas leases, which were
protested by the Hopi Tribe in the early 2000s and most recently by the National Trust for Historic
Preservation and Friends of Cedar Mesa in 2014. The Bureau of Land Management deferred leasing in
this area in 2015 after this most recent protest. Significantly, this area is covered in the upcoming San
Juan Master Leasing Plan boundaries, which will seek to balance cultural resource protection and oil and
gas development.

Potential for development, privatization and extraction within proposed conservation areas

As one can see from inspecting the attached map, SITLA is proposing to retain ownership of surface and
mineral rights on significant lands within the Bears Ears National Conservation Area. This creates the
very real scenario of oil drilling, residential/commercial development, or privatization of lands that are
specifically proposed for conservation in the PLI. Even more lands are proposed to be acquired by SITLA
within the boundaries of a National Monument proposed by the Bears Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition.

Combined, the retention by SITLA of lands within the two proposed conservation areas and their
proposed acquisition in the area creates the scenario of a major block of SITLA land in Bluff’s backyard.
The residents of Bluff are very concerned with the possibility of mass industrialization or even large-
scale tourism development in this region. While perhaps not imminent due to current market
conditions, future industrialization could dramatically impact Bluff’s tourism-based economy and
devastate the way of life enjoyed by residents. Such industrialization could also have significant impacts
on cultural resources in the area. Despite best efforts, subtle archaeology, such as many of the Ute sites
in the area, are easily missed and damaged by work crews. And the “setting” of these sites, which is
protected by the National Historic Preservation Act, would change forever.

Recommendations and conclusion

If a conservation designation is created in the area, be it NCA or Monument, Friends of Cedar Mesa
recommends that federal land managers and SITLA work with local residents and conservation experts
to identify lands more suitable for SITLA ownership outside of any designated areas. Proper thought
should be given to not creating the scenario for development just outside of a designated area, which
would certainly engender significant future controversy.

CcC:
Dave Ure, Director, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration
Kim Christy, Deputy Director, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration
Neil Kornze, Director, Bureau of Land Management
Jenna Whitlock, UT Acting State Director, Bureau of Land Management
Rep. Jason Chaffetz
Rep. Rob Bishop
Senator Mike Lee
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PO Box 338, Bluff, UT 84512

MEMORANDUM
To: Secretary Sally Jewell, US Department of the Interior
From: Josh Ewing, Executive Director

Subject: Problematic land trades near Bluff, Utah proposed by SITLA in connection with conservation
proposals in southeastern Utah

Date: September 9, 2016

Background

Friends of Cedar Mesa has previously shared with your office our concerns about the proposed Public
Lands Initiative (PLI) Legislation, which would impact DOI administered lands in San Juan County, Utah.
This memo focuses on an important but little publicized portion of that legislation with new information.

The PLI proposes a very large land trade between the State of Utah and the United States government,
exchanging SITLA lands for DOI lands. A similar land trade would likely be triggered by any use of the
Antiquities Act to designate a National Monument in the Bears Ears region.

This memo highlights a specific geography of problematic trades proposed by SITLA, overlapping both
the Bears Ears National Conservation Area that would be created by the passage of the PLI and the
footprint of the National Monument proposed by the Bears Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition. The trades
discussed are visualized on the attached map.

In general, the principle of consolidating land ownership is an excellent idea. Conservation areas are
best managed when small dispersed Trust Land holdings are removed, providing continuity of
management. Likewise, the Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration (SITLA) can accomplish
its mission of maximizing returns for beneficiaries far more efficiently when lands under the Trust’s
management are consolidated away from sensitive cultural and natural resources.

Unfortunately, trades proposed in the Bluff area are highly problematic for the reasons outlined below.
We have shared these concerns directly, in person, with SITLA leadership.

Conservation and scenic values of the area

Many of the lands proposed to be retained or acquired by SITLA in the Bluff area are highly scenic and
contain important cultural resources. The Bluff Bench is a viewshed prized by the people of Bluff and the
surrounding lands provide the gateway for tourists from around the world who come to Bluff to visit
nearby Monument Valley, Valley of the Gods, Comb Ridge, and Hovenweep National Monument.
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Although little of the area has been documented by rigorous professional surveys, local archaeologists
have identified many unique archaeological sites, including ancient Ancestral Pueblo roads, shrines and
pueblos. Importantly, this area contains what may be Utah’s highest concentration of Navajo and Ute
archaeology, including rare petroglyph panels.

This area has been involved in significant controversy over possible oil and gas leases, which were
protested by the Hopi Tribe in the early 2000s and most recently by the National Trust for Historic
Preservation and Friends of Cedar Mesa in 2014. The Bureau of Land Management deferred leasing in
this area in 2015 after this most recent protest. Significantly, this area is covered in the upcoming San
Juan Master Leasing Plan boundaries, which will seek to balance cultural resource protection and oil and
gas development.

Potential for development, privatization and extraction within proposed conservation areas

As one can see from inspecting the attached map, SITLA is proposing to retain ownership of surface and
mineral rights on significant lands within the Bears Ears National Conservation Area. This creates the
very real scenario of oil drilling, residential/commercial development, or privatization of lands that are
specifically proposed for conservation in the PLI. Even more lands are proposed to be acquired by SITLA
within the boundaries of a National Monument proposed by the Bears Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition.

Combined, the retention by SITLA of lands within the two proposed conservation areas and their
proposed acquisition in the area creates the scenario of a major block of SITLA land in Bluff’s backyard.
The residents of Bluff are very concerned with the possibility of mass industrialization or even large-
scale tourism development in this region. While perhaps not imminent due to current market
conditions, future industrialization could dramatically impact Bluff’s tourism-based economy and
devastate the way of life enjoyed by residents. Such industrialization could also have significant impacts
on cultural resources in the area. Despite best efforts, subtle archaeology, such as many of the Ute sites
in the area, are easily missed and damaged by work crews. And the “setting” of these sites, which is
protected by the National Historic Preservation Act, would change forever.

Recommendations and conclusion

If a conservation designation is created in the area, be it NCA or Monument, Friends of Cedar Mesa
recommends that federal land managers and SITLA work with local residents and conservation experts
to identify lands more suitable for SITLA ownership outside of any designated areas. Proper thought
should be given to not creating the scenario for development just outside of a designated area, which
would certainly engender significant future controversy.

CcC:
Dave Ure, Director, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration
Kim Christy, Deputy Director, Utah State Institutional Trust Lands Administration
Neil Kornze, Director, Bureau of Land Management
Jenna Whitlock, UT Acting State Director, Bureau of Land Management
Rep. Jason Chaffetz
Rep. Rob Bishop
Senator Mike Lee
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Conversation Contents

Declined: Weekly UT Check-in Call @ Wed Sep 14, 2016 9:30am - 10am
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)

Attachments:

/116. Declined: Weekly UT Check-in Call @ Wed Sep 14, 2016 9:30am - 10am
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)/1.1 invite.ics
/116. Declined: Weekly UT Check-in Call @ Wed Sep 14, 2016 9:30am - 10am
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)/1.2 invite.ics

Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 09 2016 07:20:39 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Declined: Weekly UT Check-in Call @ Wed Sep 14, 2016
9:30am - 10am (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)

Attachments: invite.ics invite.ics

Subject:

Cody Stewart has declined this invitation.

Weekly UT Check-in Call
When Wed Sep 14, 2016 9:30am — 10am Eastern Time

Where Dial-in:-nd code:-mag)

Calendar nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Who « nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov - organizer
+ gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov - creator
« fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov
+ john_tanner@hatch.senate.gov
- wendy_baig@lee.senate.gov
+ devin.wiser@mail.house.gov
« Cody Stewart
« casey.snider@mail.house.gov
» chris_prandoni@lee.senate.gov

Invitation from Google Calendar

You are receiving this email at the account nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on
calendar nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov.
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To stop receiving these emails, please log in to https://www.google.com/calendar/ and change your notification settings for this
calendar.

Forwarding this invitation could allow any recipient to modify your RSVP response. Learn More.

00074272-0OS-BATCHO003-DOC0037-EML-20240 Page 2 of 2



FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY

From: Cody Stewart
To: nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov; Cody Stewart
Subject: Weekly UT Check-in Call
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Conversation Contents

OHV Witness from Utah

"Ferguson, Fred" <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>

From: "Ferguson, Fred" <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>
Sent: Wed Sep 07 2016 13:56:18 GMT-0600 (MDT)
Duane Taylor <dtaylor@mic.org>, Nikki Buffa

To: <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: OHV Witness from Utah
Hey Nikki,

Clif from Ride with Respect is going to testify at the hearing next week. Clif was involved in the
Secretary's trip and you guys likely met. Duane is DC-based and trying to fill up his calendar while
he's here. Would you guys connect and try and find a time to get Clif into DOI for a meeting? He has
a great story to tell and | think he'd benefit the process.

Let me know what | can do.

Best,
Fred

Fred Ferguson

Chief of Staff

Rep. Jason Chaffetz (UT-03)
202-226-7721 direct

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Wed Sep 07 2016 13:57:02 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Eergusop, Fred" <Fred:Ferguspn@mail.hou_se.gov_>,
Gisella Ojeda-dodds <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>

CC: Duane Taylor <dtaylor@mic.org>

Subject: Re: OHV Witness from Utah

Sure. I'd be happy to meet with him. Adding Gisella to schedule us.

On Wed, Sep 7, 2016 at 3:56 PM, Ferguson, Fred <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov> wrote:
Hey Nikki,

Clif from Ride with Respect is going to testify at the hearing next week. Clif was involved in the
Secretary's trip and you guys likely met. Duane is DC-based and trying to fill up his calendar while
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he's here. Would you guys connect and try and find a time to get Clif into DOI for a meeting? He
has a great story to tell and | think he'd benefit the process.

Let me know what | can do.

Best,
Fred

Fred Ferguson

Chief of Staff

Rep. Jason Chaffetz (UT-03)
202-226-7721 direct

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Duane Taylor <dtaylor@mic.org>

From: Duane Taylor <dtaylor@mic.org>

Sent: Wed Sep 07 2016 14:11:15 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: OHV Witness from Utah

Thanks. For scheduling purposes: Clif will be available from about 1:00 on Sep 12, we are still free on
the 13th and could also do the morning of the 15th.

Duane

On Wed, Sep 7, 2016 at 3:57 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Sure. I'd be happy to meet with him. Adding Gisella to schedule us.

On Wed, Sep 7, 2016 at 3:56 PM, Ferguson, Fred <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov> wrote:
Hey Nikki,

Clif from Ride with Respect is going to testify at the hearing next week. Clif was involved in the
Secretary's trip and you guys likely met. Duane is DC-based and trying to fill up his calendar
while he's here. Would you guys connect and try and find a time to get Clif into DOI for a
meeting? He has a great story to tell and | think he'd benefit the process.

Let me know what | can do.

Best,
Fred

Fred Ferguson
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Chief of Staff
Rep. Jason Chaffetz (UT-03)
202-226-7721 direct

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Ojeda-dodds, Gisella" <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Ojeda-dodds, Gisella" <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 15:07:25 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Duane Taylor <dtaylor@mic.org>

CC: "Ferguson, Fred" <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>

BCC: nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

Subject: Re: OHV Witness from Utah

Good Evening,

Unfortunately, Nikki has meetings back to back from 1PM on on 9/12 but she is free on Tuesday, September
13 at 11AM, 1PM, 2PM and from 3-4PM. She will be on travel on 9/15. Please let me know which times on
9/13 will work and | will send out an invite.

Sincerely,

Gisella Ojeda-Dodds
Executive Assistant to Nikki Buffa, Deputy Chief of Staff

Gisella Ojeda-Dodds

Executive Assistant to Nikki Buffa, Deputy Chief of Staff
Immediate Office of the Secretary

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 "C" Street, NW, MS: 6136-MIB

Washington, D.C. 20240

Telephone: (202) 208-4123/4105

Facsimile: (202) 208-4561

E-mail: Gisella_Ojeda-Dodds@ios.doi.gov

""Treat the earth well: it was not given to you by your parents, it was loaned to you by
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your children. We do not inherit the Earth from our Ancestors, we borrow it from our
Children."”

- Tribe Unknown

“In matters of style, swim with the current; in matters of principle, stand like a
rock.”

- Thomas Jefferson

On Wed, Sep 7, 2016 at 4:11 PM, Duane Taylor <dtaylor@mic.org> wrote:
Thanks. For scheduling purposes: Clif will be available from about 1:00 on Sep 12, we are still free
on the 13th and could also do the morning of the 15th.

Duane

On Wed, Sep 7, 2016 at 3:57 PM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Sure. I'd be happy to meet with him. Adding Gisella to schedule us.

On Wed, Sep 7, 2016 at 3:56 PM, Ferguson, Fred <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov> wrote:
Hey Nikki,

Clif from Ride with Respect is going to testify at the hearing next week. Clif was involved in the
Secretary's trip and you guys likely met. Duane is DC-based and trying to fill up his calendar
while he's here. Would you guys connect and try and find a time to get Clif into DOI for a
meeting? He has a great story to tell and | think he'd benefit the process.

Let me know what | can do.

Best,
Fred

Fred Ferguson

Chief of Staff

Rep. Jason Chaffetz (UT-03)
202-226-7721 direct

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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Conversation Contents

Time today

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 06:25:17 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

CC: Gisella Ojeda-dodds <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Time today

For a quick call?

Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 06:38:38 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Time today

| do. Could do between 9-10:30 or between 3-4. If this is about the Governor's "secret
plan" | can maybe save you some time and tell you that we don't really have one. The
point he was trying to make was similar to the one | was trying to make down in Blanding:
we have more than 2 options. It's not a choice simply between PLI and national
monument. We can come up with an alternative, but the time is running short. I'm still
happy to chat if you wanted to talk about this in more detail or something else. Sent from
my iPhone > On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:25 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
wrote: > > For a quick call?

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 06:47:47 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Time today

Ha
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Begin forwarded message:

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Date: September 8, 2016 at 8:38:38 AM EDT
To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Time today

| do. Could do between 9-10:30 or between 3-4.

If this is about the Governor's "secret plan" | can maybe save you

some time and tell you that we don't really have one. The point he was
trying to make was similar to the one | was trying to make down in
Blanding: we have more than 2 options. It's not a choice simply

between PLI and national monument. We can come up with an alternative,
but the time is running short.

I'm still happy to chat if you wanted to talk about this in more
detail or something else.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:25 AM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

For a quick call?

"Beaudreau, Tommy" <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Beaudreau, Tommy" <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 06:58:35 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Re: Time today

Best email ever.

On Thu, Sep 8, 2016 at 8:47 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Ha
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Begin forwarded message:

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Date: September 8, 2016 at 8:38:38 AM EDT
To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Time today

| do. Could do between 9-10:30 or between 3-4.

If this is about the Governor's "secret plan" | can maybe save you

some time and tell you that we don't really have one. The point he was
trying to make was similar to the one | was trying to make down in
Blanding: we have more than 2 options. It's not a choice simply

between PLI and national monument. We can come up with an alternative,
but the time is running short.

I'm still happy to chat if you wanted to talk about this in more
detail or something else.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:25 AM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole buffa@ios.doi.qov> wrote:

For a quick call?

Nicole Buffa <nicole=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 06:59:23 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Subject: Re: Time today

Would never miss the opportunity to talk. I'm free until 930am. 2024124317. > On Sep 8,
2016, at 8:38 AM, Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov> wrote: > > | do. Could do
between 9-10:30 or between 3-4. > > If this is about the Governor's "secret plan” | can
maybe save you > some time and tell you that we don't really have one. The point he was
> trying to make was similar to the one | was trying to make down in > Blanding: we have
more than 2 options. It's not a choice simply > between PLI and national monument. We
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can come up with an alternative, > but the time is running short. > > I'm still happy to chat
if you wanted to talk about this in more > detail or something else. > > Sent from my
iPhone > >> On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:25 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
>> >> For a quick call? >

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 06:59:47 GMT-0600 (MDT)
Christina Goldfuss

Subject: Fwd: Time today

FYI

Begin forwarded message:

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Date: September 8, 2016 at 8:38:38 AM EDT
To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Time today

| do. Could do between 9-10:30 or between 3-4.

If this is about the Governor's "secret plan" | can maybe save you

some time and tell you that we don't really have one. The point he was
trying to make was similar to the one | was trying to make down in
Blanding: we have more than 2 options. It's not a choice simply

between PLI| and national monument. We can come up with an alternative,
but the time is running short.

I'm still happy to chat if you wanted to talk about this in more
detail or something else.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:25 AM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

For a quick call?
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Nicole Buffa <nicole=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 07:00:11 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy" <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Time today

| love this project so much.

On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:58 AM, Beaudreau, Tommy <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Best email ever.

On Thu, Sep 8, 2016 at 8:47 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:
Ha

Begin forwarded message:

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Date: September 8, 2016 at 8:38:38 AM EDT
To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Time today

| do. Could do between 9-10:30 or between 3-4.

If this is about the Governor's "secret plan" | can maybe save

you
some time and tell you that we don't really have one. The point
he was

trying to make was similar to the one | was trying to make down
in

Blanding: we have more than 2 options. It's not a choice simply
between PLI and national monument. We can come up with an
alternative,

but the time is running short.

I'm still happy to chat if you wanted to talk about this in more
detail or something else.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:25 AM, Nicole Buffa
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<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

For a quick call?

"Beaudreau, Tommy" <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Beaudreau, Tommy" <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 07:01:02 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Re: Time today

Me, too. It has everything.

On Thu, Sep 8, 2016 at 9:00 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
| love this project so much.

On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:58 AM, Beaudreau, Tommy <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Best email ever.

On Thu, Sep 8, 2016 at 8:47 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

wrote:
Ha

Begin forwarded message:

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Date: September 8, 2016 at 8:38:38 AM EDT
To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Time today

| do. Could do between 9-10:30 or between 3-4.

If this is about the Governor's "secret plan" | can maybe save
you

some time and tell you that we don't really have one. The
point he was
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trying to make was similar to the one | was trying to make
down in

Blanding: we have more than 2 options. It's not a choice
simply

between PLI and national monument. We can come up with
an alternative,

but the time is running short.

I'm still happy to chat if you wanted to talk about this in more
detail or something else.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:25 AM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

For a quick call?

Nicole Buffa <nicole=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 07:05:06 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy" <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Time today

Really does.

On Sep 8, 2016, at 9:01 AM, Beaudreau, Tommy <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Me, too. It has everything.

On Thu, Sep 8, 2016 at 9:00 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:
| love this project so much.

On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:58 AM, Beaudreau, Tommy
<tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
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Best email ever.

On Thu, Sep 8, 2016 at 8:47 AM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Ha

Begin forwarded message:

From: Cody Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>
Date: September 8, 2016 at 8:38:38 AM EDT
To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Time today

| do. Could do between 9-10:30 or between 3-4.

If this is about the Governor's "secret plan" | can
maybe save you

some time and tell you that we don't really have
one. The point he was

trying to make was similar to the one | was trying
to make down in

Blanding: we have more than 2 options. It's not a
choice simply

between PLI and national monument. We can
come up with an alternative,

but the time is running short.

I'm still happy to chat if you wanted to talk about
this in more
detail or something else.

Sent from my iPhone
On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:25 AM, Nicole

Buffa <nicole buffa@ios.doi.qov>
wrote:

For a quick call?
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"Degnan, Michae! H. Eop/ceq” [ENNIHINNNN

"Degnan, Michael H. EOP/CEQ"

rrom: (OXO N

Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 07:10:49 GMT-0600 (MDT)

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>, "Goldfuss,
To: Christina W. EOP/CEQ"
Subject: RE: Time today

Interesting - thanks. | was wondering about the surprise plan as well. Does he mean that
a third option would be another legislative option besides the PLI or something different
altogether? ----- Original Message----- From: Nicole Buffa
[mailto:nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov] Sent: Thursday, September 8, 2016 9:00 AM To:

Degnan, Michael H. EOP/CEQ Goldfuss, Christina
W. EOP/CEQ Subject: Fwd: Time today FYI

Begin forwarded message: From: Cody Stewart Date: September 8, 2016 at 8:38:38 AM
EDT To: Nicole Buffa Subject: Re: Time today | do. Could do between 9-10:30 or
between 3-4. If this is about the Governor's "secret plan" | can maybe save you some
time and tell you that we don't really have one. The point he was trying to make was
similar to the one | was trying to make down in Blanding: we have more than 2 options.
It's not a choice simply between PLI and national monument. We can come up with an
alternative, but the time is running short. I'm still happy to chat if you wanted to talk about
this in more detail or something else. Sent from my iPhone On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:25 AM,

Nicole Buffa wrote: For a quick call?

Nicole Buffa <nicole=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Thu Sep 08 2016 08:56:49 GMT-0600 (MDT)
"Degnan, Michael H. EOP/CEQ"

To:
"Goldfuss, Christina W. EOP/CEQ"

o e |

Subject: Re: Time today

Not sure. > On Sep 8, 2016, at 9:12 AM, Degnan, Michael H. EOP/CEQ

wrote: > > Interesting - thanks. | was wondering
about the surprise plan as well. Does he mean that a third option would be another
legislative option besides the PLI or something different altogether? > > ----- Original
Message----- > From: Nicole Buffa [mailto:nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov] > Sent: Thursday,
September 8, 2016 9:00 AM > To: Degnan, Michael H. EOP/CEQ
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_;Goldfuss, Christina W. EOP/CEQ

> Subject: Fwd: Time today > > FY| > > > Begin
forwarded message: > > > > From: Cody Stewart > Date: September 8, 2016 at 8:38:38
AM EDT > To: Nicole Buffa > Subject: Re: Time today > > > > | do. Could do between 9-
10:30 or between 3-4. > > If this is about the Governor's "secret plan" | can maybe save
you > some time and tell you that we don't really have one. The point he was > trying to
make was similar to the one | was trying to make down in > Blanding: we have more than
2 options. It's not a choice simply > between PLI and national monument. We can come
up with an alternative, > but the time is running short. > > I'm still happy to chat if you
wanted to talk about this in more > detail or something else. > > Sent from my iPhone > >

>> 0On Sep 8, 2016, at 8:25 AM, Nicole Buffa wrote: > > > > > > For a quick call? > > > >
>
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Conversation Contents

Utah SITLA land issues.
Attachments:

/119. Utah SITLA land issues./21.1 Agenda 2016-9-08.docx
/119. Utah SITLA land issues./23.1 Agenda 2016-9-08.docx

Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Sent: Fri Aug 12 2016 10:31:08 GMT-0600 (MDT)
"Beaudreau, Tommy (tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"

To: <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole Buffa
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to you to schedule another
meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on specific trust land and
mapping issues that we would like to bring to your attention and discuss further. We would

propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in

Salt Lake City, September 8thin Washington DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me
know if any of these dates work for your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank you.
Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>

From: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Fri Aug 12 2016 10:55:47 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

"Nicole Buffa (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)"
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>,
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CC: "Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "O'Leary, Kathleen"
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>, "ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov"
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.
You read our minds, Allen. We'll work with these times and figure out a time to meet.
Best,

TPB

On Aug 12, 2016, at 12:32 PM, Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com> wrote:

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to you to schedule
another meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on
specific trust land and mapping issues that we would like to bring to your attention
and discuss further. We would propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in

Salt Lake City, August 30t"—any time in Salt Lake City, September 8™ in Washington
DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me know if any of these dates work
for your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Mon Aug 15 2016 11:25:26 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Looking forward to it!

On Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM, Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com> wrote:
Tommy and Nikki,
| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to you to schedule another
meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on specific trust land and
mapping issues that we would like to bring to your attention and discuss further. We would

propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in

Salt Lake City, September 8t in Washington DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let
me know if any of these dates work for your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank
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you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861

nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov

Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Sent: Mon Aug 22 2016 12:13:11 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: RE: Utah SITLA land issues.

Tommy,

| wanted to check in with you to see if you had any updates on a date we could meet on the
SITLA lands issues. Thank you. Allen

From: Tommy Beaudreau [mailto:tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov]

Sent: Friday, August 12, 2016 12:56 PM

To: Allen Freemyer

Cc: Nicole Buffa (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov); Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov; O'Leary, Kathleen;
ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov

Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

You read our minds, Allen. We'll work with these times and figure out a time to meet.
Best,
TPB

On Aug 12, 2016, at 12:32 PM, Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com> wrote:

Tommy and Nikki,
| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to you to schedule
another meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on
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specific trust land and mapping issues that we would like to bring to your attention
and discuss further. We would propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in

Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in Salt Lake City, September 8thin Washington
DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me know if any of these dates work
for your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

Nicole Buffa <nico|e=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Mon Aug 22 2016 14:24:04 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To:

CC: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Katie - | talked to Tommy today and he does want to do this. So let's get scheduled.
Thanks!

On Aug 22, 2016, at 2:13 PM, Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com> wrote:

Tommy,
| wanted to check in with you to see if you had any updates on a date we could meet
on the SITLA lands issues. Thank you. Allen

From: Tommy Beaudreau [mailto:tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov]

Sent: Friday, August 12, 2016 12:56 PM

To: Allen Freemyer

Cc: Nicole Buffa (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov); Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov; O'Leary,
Kathleen; ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov

Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

You read our minds, Allen. We'll work with these times and figure out a time to meet.
Best,
TPB

On Aug 12, 2016, at 12:32 PM, Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com> wrote:

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to
you to schedule another meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as
SITLA has been working on specific trust land and mapping issues that
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we would like to bring to your attention and discuss further. We would
propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt Lake City,

August 30th—any time in Salt Lake City, September 8th in Washington
DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me know if any of these
dates work for your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank
you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

From: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Mon Aug 22 2016 14:25:22 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Great, thanks!

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 4:24 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Katie - | talked to Tommy today and he does want to do this. So let's get scheduled.
Thanks!

On Aug 22, 2016, at 2:13 PM, Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com> wrote:

Tommy,
| wanted to check in with you to see if you had any updates on a date we could
meet on the SITLA lands issues. Thank you. Allen

From: Tommy Beaudreau [mailto:tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov]

Sent: Friday, August 12, 2016 12:56 PM

To: Allen Freemyer

Cc: Nicole Buffa (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov); Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov; O'Leary,
Kathleen; ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov

Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

You read our minds, Allen. We'll work with these times and figure out a time to
meet.

Best,
TPB

On Aug 12, 2016, at 12:32 PM, Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com> wrote:
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Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to
you to schedule another meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as
SITLA has been working on specific trust land and mapping issues
that we would like to bring to your attention and discuss further. We
would propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt Lake

City, August 30th—any time in Salt Lake City, September 8th in
Washington DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me know
if any of these dates work for your team and if not, propose additional
options. Thank you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

From: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Mon Aug 22 2016 16:07:02 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

CC: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Utah SITLA land issues.

Nikki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or 8/30? Let me know and we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM

Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy (tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"

<tommy_ beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole Buffa (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)"
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Cc: "Ered.ferguson@mail.house.gov" <Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "O'Leary,
Kathleen" <kathleen oleary@ios.doi.gov>, "ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov"
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
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Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to you to schedule another
meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on specific trust land and
mapping issues that we would like to bring to your attention and discuss further. We would

propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in

Salt Lake City, September 8th in Washington DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me
know if any of these dates work for your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank you.
Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

Nicole Buffa <nicole=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Mon Aug 22 2016 19:19:29 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
CC: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Nikki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or 8/307? Let me know and we can work
it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM

Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy (tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"
<tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole Buffa (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)"
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Cc: "Fred.ferquson@mail.house.gov" <Fred.ferauson@mail.house.gov>,
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"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>,
"ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov" <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to you to schedule
another meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on
specific trust land and mapping issues that we would like to bring to your attention
and discuss further. We would propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in

Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in Salt Lake City, September 8thin Washington
DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me know if any of these dates work
for your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

From: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 23 2016 07:08:57 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

CC: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

| can check in with Allen, but those are just the dates he gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Nikki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or 8/307 Let me know and we can
work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L
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From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM

Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy (tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"

<tommy beaudreau@ios.doi.qgov>, "Nicole Buffa
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Cc: "Ered.ferquson@mail.house.gov" <Fred.ferguson@mail.house.qgov>,
"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>,
"ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov" <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to you to
schedule another meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been
working on specific trust land and mapping issues that we would like to bring to
your attention and discuss further. We would propose the following dates: August

29—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in Salt Lake City,

September 8th in Washington DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me
know if any of these dates work for your team and if not, propose additional
options. Thank you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

Nicole Buffa <nicole=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Aug 23 2016 07:24:18 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
CC: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Those are two bad days. Please ask for just a few more dates. I'm happy to reach out to
him if you'd like.

On Aug 23, 2016, at 9:09 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| can check in with Allen, but those are just the dates he gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
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wrote:
Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Nikki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or 8/307 Let me know and
we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM

Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy (tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)'
<tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole Buffa
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: "Ered.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "O'Leary, Kathleen"
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>, "ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov"
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to
you to schedule another meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as
SITLA has been working on specific trust land and mapping issues
that we would like to bring to your attention and discuss further. We
would propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt Lake

City, August 30th—any time in Salt Lake City, September 8th in
Washington DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me know
if any of these dates work for your team and if not, propose additional
options. Thank you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496
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"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

From: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 23 2016 07:25:12 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

CC: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Yep, will do.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Those are two bad days. Please ask for just a few more dates. I'm happy to reach out
to him if you'd like.

On Aug 23, 2016, at 9:09 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

| can check in with Allen, but those are just the dates he gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Nikki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or 8/30? Let me know
and we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM

Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy (tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"
<tommy_ beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole Buffa
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: "Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "O'Leary, Kathleen"
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>, "ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov"
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
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Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out
to you to schedule another meeting on land issues in eastern Utah
as SITLA has been working on specific trust land and mapping
issues that we would like to bring to your attention and discuss
further. We would propose the following dates: August 29—
afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in Salt Lake City,
September 8t in Washington DC, or September 19-21 in
Washington DC. Let me know if any of these dates work for your
team and if not, propose additional options. Thank you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer
Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

From: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 23 2016 07:49:39 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Can you suggest some dates after 9/157?

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:25 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:
Yep, will do.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Those are two bad days. Please ask for just a few more dates. I'm happy to reach
out to him if you'd like.

On Aug 23, 2016, at 9:09 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

| can check in with Allen, but those are just the dates he gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole Buffa
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<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Nikki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or 8/30? Let me know
and we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM

Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy (tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"
<tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole Buffa
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: "Ered.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "O'Leary, Kathleen"
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>, "ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov"
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach
out to you to schedule another meeting on land issues in eastern
Utah as SITLA has been working on specific trust land and
mapping issues that we would like to bring to your attention and
discuss further. We would propose the following dates: August

29—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in Salt

Lake City, September 8thin Washington DC, or September 19-21
in Washington DC. Let me know if any of these dates work for
your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank you.
Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

00074272-0OS-BATCHO003-DOC0041-EML-20240 Page 13 of 34



FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Aug 23 2016 08:44:55 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Hi - These dates will work:

9/16
9/19
9/20
9/21
9/22
9/29
9/30

Thanks! (sorry to be a pain)

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:49 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

wrote:
Can you suggest some dates after 9/15?

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:25 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

wrote:
Yep, will do.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Those are two bad days. Please ask for just a few more dates. I'm happy to reach
out to him if you'd like.

On Aug 23, 2016, at 9:09 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

| can check in with Allen, but those are just the dates he gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
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NikKi,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or 8/307 Let me
know and we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM

Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy
(tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"
<tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole Buffa
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: "Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "O'Leary, Kathleen"
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>,
"ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov" <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to
reach out to you to schedule another meeting on land issues in
eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on specific trust land
and mapping issues that we would like to bring to your
attention and discuss further. We would propose the following

dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—

any time in Salt Lake City, September 8t in Washington DC,
or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me know if any of
these dates work for your team and if not, propose additional
options. Thank you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496
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Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov

"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathIeen=oleary@ios.doi.gov>

From: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 23 2016 08:46:07 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

No worries. TPB may not want to wait so possible that you'll meet with them here on 9/8
instead.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 10:44 AM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Hi - These dates will work:

9/16
9/19
9/20
9/21
9/22
9/29
9/30

Thanks! (sorry to be a pain)
On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:49 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

wrote:
Can you suggest some dates after 9/15?

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:25 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Yep, will do.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Those are two bad days. Please ask for just a few more dates. I'm happy to
reach out to him if you'd like.
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On Aug 23, 2016, at 9:09 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| can check in with Allen, but those are just the dates he gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

NikKki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or 8/307 Let me
know and we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM

Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy
(tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"
<tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole Buffa
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)"
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Cc: "Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "O'Leary, Kathleen"
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>,
"ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov" <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to
reach out to you to schedule another meeting on land
issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on
specific trust land and mapping issues that we would like to
bring to your attention and discuss further. We would
propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt

Lake City, August 30th—any time in Salt Lake City,

September 8th in Washington DC, or September 19-21 in
Washington DC. Let me know if any of these dates work for
your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank
you. Allen
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Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861

nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Tue Aug 23 2016 08:52:12 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

I'm in Maine all day on 8/29, | get back the night of the 29th. The 30th could work if that's
absolutely necessary. It involves moving around my book club dinner, which | am hosting
and have been planning for a month. It is impossible to get them to agree on a date, but |
could move it. Just wanted to see if there were other options.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 10:46 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

wrote:
No worries. TPB may not want to wait so possible that you'll meet with them here on

9/8 instead.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 10:44 AM, Buffa, Nicole <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Hi - These dates will work:

9/16
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9/19
9/20
9/21
9/22
9/29
9/30

Thanks! (sorry to be a pain)
On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:49 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen

<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Can you suggest some dates after 9/157?

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:25 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Yep, will do.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:
Those are two bad days. Please ask for just a few more dates. I'm happy to
reach out to him if you'd like.

On Aug 23, 2016, at 9:09 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| can check in with Allen, but those are just the dates he gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Nikki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or 8/307 Let
me know and we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>
Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM
Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.
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To: "Beaudreau, Tommy
(tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"
<tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole Buffa
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)"

<nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Cc: "Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "O'Leary,
Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>,
"ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov"
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to
reach out to you to schedule another meeting on land
issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on
specific trust land and mapping issues that we would like
to bring to your attention and discuss further. We would
propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in

Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in Salt Lake City,

September 8thin Washington DC, or September 19-21 in
Washington DC. Let me know if any of these dates work
for your team and if not, propose additional options.
Thank you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861
nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov
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Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861

nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov

"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

From: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Thu Aug 25 2016 08:11:14 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

CC: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

On for the morning of 9/8 -- Nikki, please let me know who all should join you two this
time around.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:25 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:
Yep, will do.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Those are two bad days. Please ask for just a few more dates. I'm happy to reach
out to him if you'd like.

On Aug 23, 2016, at 9:09 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

| can check in with Allen, but those are just the dates he gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Nikki,
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Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or 8/307 Let me know
and we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM

Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy (tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"
<tommy beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole Buffa
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: "Ered.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "O'Leary, Kathleen"
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>, "ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov"
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach
out to you to schedule another meeting on land issues in eastern
Utah as SITLA has been working on specific trust land and
mapping issues that we would like to bring to your attention and
discuss further. We would propose the following dates: August
29—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in Salt

Lake City, September 8t in Washington DC, or September 19-21
in Washington DC. Let me know if any of these dates work for
your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank you.
Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathIeen=oleary@ios.doi.gov>

From: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Fri Aug 26 2016 12:46:06 GMT-0600 (MDT)
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To: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
CC: Molly Click <molly_click@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Nikki, adding Molly as I'm out next week -- when you have a second please let her know
who should be added to SITLA. Thank you!

On Thu, Aug 25, 2016 at 10:11 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

wrote:
On for the morning of 9/8 -- Nikki, please let me know who all should join you two this

time around.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:25 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

wrote:
Yep, will do.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Those are two bad days. Please ask for just a few more dates. I'm happy to reach
out to him if you'd like.

On Aug 23, 2016, at 9:09 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

| can check in with Allen, but those are just the dates he gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole buffa@ios.doi.qgov> wrote:
Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Nikki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or 8/30? Let me
know and we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>
Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM

Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy
(tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"
<tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole Buffa
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(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: "Ered.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "O'Leary, Kathleen"
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>,
"ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov" <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to
reach out to you to schedule another meeting on land issues in
eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on specific trust land
and mapping issues that we would like to bring to your
attention and discuss further. We would propose the following

dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—

any time in Salt Lake City, September 8t in Washington DC,
or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me know if any of
these dates work for your team and if not, propose additional
options. Thank you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

Nicole Buffa <nicole=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From:
Sent:
To:

CC:
Subject:

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Fri Aug 26 2016 14:05:08 GMT-0600 (MDT)

"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

Molly Click <molly_click@ios.doi.gov>
Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

You did great without me. Sorry. These last three days have been brutal. Have a great

time next week!

On Aug 26, 2016, at 2:46 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Nikki, adding Molly as I'm out next week -- when you have a second please let
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her know who should be added to SITLA. Thank you!

On Thu, Aug 25, 2016 at 10:11 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
On for the morning of 9/8 -- Nikki, please let me know who all should join
you two this time around.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:25 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Yep, will do.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Those are two bad days. Please ask for just a few more dates. I'm
happy to reach out to him if you'd like.

On Aug 23, 2016, at 9:09 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| can check in with Allen, but those are just the dates he
gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Nikki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or
8/307? Let me know and we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>
Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM
Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy
(tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"
<tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole
Buffa (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)"
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Cc: "Ered.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
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<Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>, "O'Leary,
Kathleen" <kathleen oleary@ios.doi.gov>,
"ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov"
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted
to try to reach out to you to schedule another
meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as SITLA
has been working on specific trust land and
mapping issues that we would like to bring to your
attention and discuss further. We would propose
the following dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt

Lake City, August 30th—any time in Salt Lake

City, September 8t in Washington DC, or
September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me
know if any of these dates work for your team and
if not, propose additional options. Thank you.
Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

From:
Sent:
To:

CC:
Subject:

"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

Fri Aug 26 2016 14:05:49 GMT-0600 (MDT)
Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Molly Click <molly_click@ios.doi.gov>
Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Thank you thank you! Congrats on the biggest week... ever?

On Fri, Aug 26, 2016 at 4:05 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
You did great without me. Sorry. These last three days have been brutal. Have a great

time next week!
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On Aug 26, 2016, at 2:46 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Nikki, adding Molly as I'm out next week -- when you have a second please
let her know who should be added to SITLA. Thank you!

On Thu, Aug 25, 2016 at 10:11 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
On for the morning of 9/8 -- Nikki, please let me know who all should join
you two this time around.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:25 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Yep, will do.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Those are two bad days. Please ask for just a few more dates. I'm
happy to reach out to him if you'd like.

On Aug 23, 2016, at 9:09 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| can check in with Allen, but those are just the dates he
gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Can we do the week after?

On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Nikki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip 8/29 or
8/307 Let me know and we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>
Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM
Subject: Utah SITLA land issues.
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To: "Beaudreau, Tommy
(tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"
<tommy beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, "Nicole
Buffa (nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)"
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Cc: "Fred.ferquson@mail.house.gov"
<Fred.ferquson@mail.house.gov>,
"O'Leary, Kathleen"
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>,
"ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov"
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. |
wanted to try to reach out to you to schedule
another meeting on land issues in eastern Utah
as SITLA has been working on specific trust
land and mapping issues that we would like to
bring to your attention and discuss further. We
would propose the following dates: August 29

—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—any

time in Salt Lake City, September 8thin
Washington DC, or September 19-21 in
Washington DC. Let me know if any of these
dates work for your team and if not, propose
additional options. Thank you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

Nicole Buffa <nicole=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Fri Aug 26 2016 14:31:33 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
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CC: Molly Click <molly_click@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Seriously. | fear there may be worse to come. :)

Team effort!

On Aug 26, 2016, at 4:05 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Thank you thank you! Congrats on the biggest week... ever?

On Fri, Aug 26, 2016 at 4.05 PM, Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

wrote:
You did great without me. Sorry. These last three days have been brutal.

Have a great time next week!

On Aug 26, 2016, at 2:46 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Nikki, adding Molly as I'm out next week -- when you have a
second please let her know who should be added to SITLA.
Thank you!

On Thu, Aug 25, 2016 at 10:11 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
On for the morning of 9/8 -- Nikki, please let me know who all

should join you two this time around.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:25 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Yep, will do.

On Tue, Aug 23, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Nicole Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Those are two bad days. Please ask for just a few more
dates. I'm happy to reach out to him if you'd like.

On Aug 23, 2016, at 9:09 AM, O'Leary, Kathleen
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

| can check in with Allen, but those are just
the dates he gave.

On Mon, Aug 22, 2016 at 9:19 PM, Nicole
Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Can we do the week after?
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On Aug 22, 2016, at 6:07 PM, O'Leary,
Kathleen <kathleen oleary@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Nikki,

Thoughts on trying for a day trip
8/29 or 8/30? Let me know and
we can work it out.

Thanks,
KO'L

---------- Forwarded message ----
From: Allen Freemyer
<allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31
PM

Subject: Utah SITLA land

issues.

To: "Beaudreau, Tommy
(tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov)"
<tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>,
"Nicole Buffa
(nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov)"
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Cc:
"Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov"
<Fred.ferguson@mail.house.gov>
, "O'Leary, Kathleen"
<kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>,
"ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov"
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you
well. | wanted to try to reach out to
you to schedule another meeting
on land issues in eastern Utah as
SITLA has been working on
specific trust land and mapping
issues that we would like to bring to
your attention and discuss further.
We would propose the following
dates: August 29—afternoon in

Salt Lake City, August 30t"—any
time in Salt Lake City, September
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8th in Washington DC, or
September 19-21 in Washington
DC. Let me know if any of these
dates work for your team and if not,
propose additional options. Thank
you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

"O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

From: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Wed Sep 07 2016 12:13:55 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: T(_)mmy Beaudrgau <tommy_.beauc.|reau@ios.doi.gov>,
Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Utah SITLA land issues.

Attachments: Agenda 2016-9-08.docx

Please see attached.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Wed, Sep 7, 2016 at 2:06 PM

Subject: RE: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

Katie,

Attached is our proposed agenda items to cover and please have the DOI folks in the meeting
aware and we of course welcome any additional topics or happy to address any concerns. Thank
you. Allen

On Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM, Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com> wrote:
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Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to you to schedule another
meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on specific trust land and
mapping issues that we would like to bring to your attention and discuss further. We would

propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in
Salt Lake City, September 8th in Washington DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me

know if any of these dates work for your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank you.
Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole=buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Wed Sep 07 2016 13:50:27 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To:

CC: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Utah SITLA land issues.

Tommy - What do you think about sharing our TA with them (perhaps just the land
exchange section)? Seems to me that they will likely get it from the delegation anyway.
Let me know!

On Wed, Sep 7, 2016 at 2:13 PM, O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:
Please see attached.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Wed, Sep 7, 2016 at 2:06 PM

Subject: RE: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

Katie,

Attached is our proposed agenda items to cover and please have the DOI folks in the meeting
aware and we of course welcome any additional topics or happy to address any concerns.
Thank you. Allen
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On Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM, Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com> wrote:

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to you to schedule another
meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on specific trust land and
mapping issues that we would like to bring to your attention and discuss further. We would

propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in

Salt Lake City, September 8th in Washington DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let
me know if any of these dates work for your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank
you. Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861

nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov

"Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Buffa, Nicole" <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Wed Sep 07 2016 13:50:40 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Gisella Ojeda-dodds <gisella_ojeda-dodds@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Utah SITLA land issues.

Attachments: Agenda 2016-9-08.docx

Please print the attachment only for my meeting tomorrow. Thanks!

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: O'Leary, Kathleen <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Wed, Sep 7, 2016 at 2:13 PM
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Subject: Fwd: Utah SITLA land issues.
To: Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, Nicole Buffa
<nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Please see attached.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com>

Date: Wed, Sep 7, 2016 at 2:06 PM

Subject: RE: Utah SITLA land issues.

To: "O'Leary, Kathleen" <kathleen_oleary@ios.doi.gov>

Katie,

Attached is our proposed agenda items to cover and please have the DOI folks in the meeting
aware and we of course welcome any additional topics or happy to address any concerns. Thank
you. Allen

On Fri, Aug 12, 2016 at 12:31 PM, Allen Freemyer <allen@adfpc.com> wrote:

Tommy and Nikki,

| hope the summer is treating you well. | wanted to try to reach out to you to schedule another
meeting on land issues in eastern Utah as SITLA has been working on specific trust land and
mapping issues that we would like to bring to your attention and discuss further. We would

propose the following dates: August 29—afternoon in Salt Lake City, August 30th—any time in

Salt Lake City, September 8th in Washington DC, or September 19-21 in Washington DC. Let me
know if any of these dates work for your team and if not, propose additional options. Thank you.
Allen

Allen D. Freemyer

Freemyer & Associates

3333 K Street NW, Suite 115
Washington DC 20007
202-293-6496

Nikki Buffa

Deputy Chief of Staff

US Department of the Interior
202-219-3861

nicole buffa@ios.doi.gov
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SITLA — DOI Meeting

September 8, 2016

1. Utah Public Lands Initiative — Status and Upcoming Committee Hearing
2. Updated SITLA Bears Ears Land Exchange Proposal — Review Map

3 Bears Ears Proposed Legislative Language — Review

4, Next Steps?

5. Other?

6. Ute Indian Tribe — Hill Creek Cultural Preservation Act
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SITLA — DOI Meeting

September 8, 2016

1. Utah Public Lands Initiative — Status and Upcoming Committee Hearing
2. Updated SITLA Bears Ears Land Exchange Proposal — Review Map

3 Bears Ears Proposed Legislative Language — Review

4, Next Steps?

5. Other?

6. Ute Indian Tribe — Hill Creek Cultural Preservation Act

00074272-OS-BATCHO003-DOC0043-ATT-20240 Page 1 of 1



FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY

Conversation Contents

FW: Looking for Opportunities for Dialogue

"Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>

From: "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
Sent: Wed Sep 07 2016 10:50:32 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Nikki Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: FW: Looking for Opportunities for Dialogue

NikKi

Please see the attached email | just sent to Regina. | also spoke with Gavin this AM. To his credit he
is trying, but simply put the tribes will not speak to our offices. Im not sure what to do at this point, but
I am happy to keep trying. | will also send along any response | get on my end.

Hope all is well

Casey

From: <Snider>, Casey Snider <casey.snider@mail.house.gov>

Date: Wednesday, September 7, 2016 at 12:48 PM

To: "rwhiteskunk@utemountain.org" <rwhiteskunk@utemountain.org>

Cc: "alomahquahu@hopi.nsn.us" <alomahquahu@hopi.nsn.us>, Gavin Noyes
<gavin@xmission.com>, "Ferguson, Fred" <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>, Cody Stewart
<codystewart@utah.gov>

Subject: Looking for Opportunities for Dialogue

Regina

Sorry to bother you as | recognize you are extremely busy, but | wanted to follow up with you. Over
the last few weeks Ive tried to catch you via text and phone. Unfortunately we have been unable to
connect at this point.

| understand that members of your board spoke last night here in Utah regarding the Bears Ears
proposal to the Rotary club. We are happy to create an atmosphere for a similar conversation on our
end, not necessarily in a public forum with point and counter point, but in some sort of designated
official meeting which would seek to see if a legislative solution exists to address some of the
outstanding needs of the tribes.

| have spoken with members of your staff as well as with the Governors office here in Utah. If some
sort of opportunity does exist for some form of communication we would love to help facilitate it.

Happy to chat at any time.
Thanks again

Casey
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Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Wed Sep 07 2016 12:35:12 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
CC: "Ferguson, Fred" <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>
Subject: Re: Looking for Opportunities for Dialogue

Thank you so much, Casey. We really appreciate your continued efforts. I'll make sure people here are
updated on your repeated attempts.

On Sep 7, 2016, at 12:50 PM, Snider, Casey <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov> wrote:

Nikki

Please see the attached email | just sent to Regina. | also spoke with Gavin this AM. To
his credit he is trying, but simply put the tribes will not speak to our offices. Im not sure
what to do at this point, but | am happy to keep trying. | will also send along any
response | get on my end.

Hope all is well

Casey

From: <Snider>, Casey Snider <casey.snider@mail.house.gov>

Date: Wednesday, September 7, 2016 at 12:48 PM

To: "rwhiteskunk@utemountain.org" <rwhiteskunk@utemountain.org>

Cc: "alomahquahu@hopi.nsn.us" <alomahquahu@hopi.nsn.us>, Gavin Noyes
<gavin@xmission.com>, "Ferguson, Fred" <Fred.Ferguson@mail.house.gov>, Cody
Stewart <codystewart@utah.gov>

Subject: Looking for Opportunities for Dialogue

Regina

Sorry to bother you as | recognize you are extremely busy, but | wanted to follow up with
you. Over the last few weeks Ive tried to catch you via text and phone. Unfortunately we
have been unable to connect at this point.

I understand that members of your board spoke last night here in Utah regarding the
Bears Ears proposal to the Rotary club. We are happy to create an atmosphere for a
similar conversation on our end, not necessarily in a public forum with point and counter
point, but in some sort of designated official meeting which would seek to see if a
legislative solution exists to address some of the outstanding needs of the tribes.

| have spoken with members of your staff as well as with the Governors office here in
Utah. If some sort of opportunity does exist for some form of communication we would
love to help facilitate it.

Happy to chat at any time.

Thanks again
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Casey

Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>

From: Nicole Buffa <nicole_buffa@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Wed Sep 07 2016 12:35:34 GMT-0600 (MDT)
Tommy Beaudreau <tommy_beaudreau@ios.doi.gov>, Neil
To: Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>, Larry Roberts
<lawrence_roberts@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Looking for Opportunities for Dialogue

FYI. Please see below.

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Snider, Casey" <Casey.Snider@mail.house.gov>
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