From: Bean, Michael

To: Boling, Edward

Cc: Gary Frazer; Greenberger, Sarah; Robert Dreher; Betsy Hildebrandt
Subject: Re: Interagency deliberative process. Confidential Communication
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2015 1:02:53 PM

On Thu, May 7, 2015 at 12:53 PM, Boling, Edward <ted.boling@sol.doi.gov> wrote:

Ted Boling

Deputy Solicitor -- Parks & Wildlife
U.S Department of the Interior
1849 C Street NW

Washington, DC 20240
202-208-4423 (main)

202-208-3125 (direct)

202-208-5584 (fax)
Ted.Boling@sol.doi.gov

On Thu, May 7, 2015 at 12:46 PM, Gary Frazer <gary_{razer@fws.gov> wrote:
+ Betsy

Betsy has lead for coordinating and commenting on talking points with OSD. The Regions
sent in a response to point #9 this morning. -- GDF

Sent from my 1Phone

On May 7, 2015, at 12:41 PM, Boling, Edward <ted.boling@sol.doi.gov> wrote:



Ted Boling

Deputy Solicitor -- Parks & Wildlife
U.S Department of the Interior
1849 C Street NW

Washington, DC 20240
202-208-4423 (main)

202-208-3125 (direct)

202-208-5584 (fax)

Ted.Boling@sol.doi.gov

On Thu, May 7, 2015 at 12:32 PM, Greenberger, Sarah
<sarah_greenberger@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Hi all, I've added Bob because | know Gary is out. Where are we in
responding to Rachel's question. Esp No. 9?

On Wed, May 6, 2015 at 5:06 PM, Jacobson, Rachel L SES OSD OGC
(US) <rachel.l.jacobson5.civ@mail.mil> wrote:
John Conger sent the attached paper (prepared by Army) to Dan Ashe
yesterday. If we could get feedback on this before Friday's Hill briefing
- with the understanding that specifics would be entirely speculative at
this stage - that would be ideal. We are especially interested in FWS
reactions to point no. 9.

Thanks very much.

Rachel Jacobson

Deputy General Counsel
(Environment, Energy & Installations)
Rachel.L .Jacobson5.civ@mail.mil
PHONE: 703-693-4855

FAX: 703-693-4507

CAUTION: This message may contain information protected by the
attorney-client, attorney work product, deliberative process, or other
privileges. Do not disseminate without prior approval from the Office of
the DoD General Counsel.

From: Frazer, Gary [mailto:gary_frazer@fws.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 4:38 PM

To: Jacobson, Rachel L SES OSD OGC (US)

Subject: Re: Oped in The Hill: The Sage-Grouse Front

I do not know, but will find out, and someone will loop back with you. --
GDF



Gary Frazer
Assistant Director -- Ecological Services U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(202) 208-4646

On Wed, May 6, 2015 at 4:26 PM, Jacobson, Rachel L SES OSD OGC
(US) <rachel.l.jacobson5.civ@mail.mil> wrote:

Thanks, Gary.

We are preparing talking points for the Friday Hill briefings. Would
be good to coordinate. Do you know if there are any draft TPs
circulating for Dan that can be shared?

Rachel Jacobson

Deputy General Counsel
(Environment, Energy & Installations)
Rachel.L .Jacobson5.civ@mail.mil
PHONE: 703-693-4855

FAX: 703-693-4507

CAUTION: This message may contain information protected by the
attorney-client, attorney work product, deliberative process, or other
privileges. Do not disseminate without prior approval from the Office of
the DoD General Counsel.

From: Frazer, Gary [mailto:gary_frazer@fws.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 4:12 PM

To: Jacobson, Rachel L SES OSD OGC (US)

Subject: Fwd: Oped in The Hill: The Sage-Grouse Front

Rachel -- Here's the sage-grouse op ed | mentioned. -- GDF

Gary Frazer

Assistant Director -- Ecological Services U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service

(202) 208-4646

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

From: Greenberger, Sarah <sarah_greenberger@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Wed, May 6, 2015 at 11:11 AM

Subject: Fwd: Oped in The Hill: The Sage-Grouse Front

To: Betsy Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Gary D
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Robert Dreher

<robert_dreher@fws.gov>

Cc: Stephenne Harding <stephenne_harding@ios.doi.gov>



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

From: Chase Huntley <chase huntley@tws.org>

Date: Wed, May 6, 2015 at 11:03 AM

Subject: Oped in The Hill: The Sage-Grouse Front

To: Stephenne Harding <stephenne harding@ios.doi.gov>, "Trent
Bauserman (CEQ)" <Trenton_D_Bauserman@ceq.eop.gov>, "Sarah
Greenberger (doi)" <sarah_greenberger@ios.doi.gov>, "Jay Jensen

(Jay_J_Jensen@ceq.eop.gov)" <Jay_J Jensen@ceg.eop.gov>, "Tim
Male (CEQ)" <Timothy D Male@ceq.eop.gov>

FYI - following is an oped that ran in The Hill this am on NDAA
germaneness of grouse rider.

http://thehill.com/blogs/congress-blog/homeland-security/241106-
the-sage-grouse-front

The sage-grouse front <http://thehill.com/blogs/congress-
blog/homeland-security/241106-the-sage-grouse-front>

By Garett Reppenhagen

I had to wrack my brain to be sure, but I am: In all my time in the
military, including as a sniper in Iraq, | can’t recall a sage-grouse being a
part of my unit, or any unit. And I certainly cannot recall any sage-

grouse being dishonorably discharged, or selling military secrets to our
enemies.

The only reason | went back to make sure of that is because,
somehow, language aimed at ending protection of the bird and its habitat
has been submitted as an amendment to the National Defense
Authorization Act, which funds our military, and takes care of the men
and women in it.

While there are a lot of people working on conservation of the bird,
and obviously some opposed, that’s not the issue. The issue is using an
inappropriate venue to advance a political agenda of some western



legislators on the backs of men and women in uniform.

Understanding that a stand-alone bill is likely dead, the sage-grouse
amendment’s sponsor, Rep. Rob Bishop (R-Utah), seems bent on shoe-
horning in his political will on the rest of the nation, while doing nothing
to advance the cause of better funding for ground forces, better pay for
active duty personnel or restoring housing allowance cuts that put our
military forces close to the poverty line. That is what the focus of the
NDAA should be—not sage-grouse.

Regardless of all of that, the military has successfully been working
to protect vital habitat for sensitive species for decades, anyway.
Endangered red-cockaded woodpeckers have co-existed at Camp
Lejeune with Marines since 1970 — even longer than the Endangered
Species Act has been in existence. Despite the rhetoric from the
amendment’s sponsor, the military can, has, and will continue to coexist
with the indigenous animal population around its training grounds. It
simply isn’t a very big deal.

In fact, Joshua Brandon, Project Cohort Program Manager, former
Army Infantry Officer, and three-time Iraq veteran, recently spoke to the
sage-grouse directly: “In the four years | trained for combat operations at
the Yakima Training Center in Washington as an infantry company
commander and battalion operations officer, the sage-grouse never once
negatively impacted our unit training and combat readiness. Even during
times of increased operational tempo, with multiple units constantly
using the training center, we worked with local land managers to alter the
execution of our training to account for the sage-grouse restrictions.
Combining operational adaptability with a bit of imagination, we were
able to conduct major live fire operations on alternate sites, and when the
sage-grouse restricted areas were in required training areas, we altered
the scenario to regard these zones as sensitive cultural sites, minefields,
or severely restrictive terrain that actually enhanced our younger leader's
operational training experience.”

When you consider the facts, it is clear that the sage-grouse is one of
the many issues tacked onto the NDAA that are not relevant to America’s
security needs. As a result, one of the most important bills in Washington
is at risk of being packed with favors for special interests. Americans,
and our men and women in uniform, know this bill is too important to be
meddled with. It should be focused on our military’s need — not the needs
of special interest groups.

It’s a sad commentary on a sad time in Washington that hot meals
for our troops have to take a back seat to one legislator’s campaign
against a western bird. Just when you think Congress’ approval ratings
can’t get any lower, they go and try to pull a stunt like this.

If we must address the issue of the sage-grouse, now, then the best
possible option is for all stakeholders — federal agencies (like the Bureau



of Land Management, the Dept. of Agriculture, and the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service), state agencies, local governments, sportsmen,
ranchers, businesspeople, and private landowners — work together to
create viable management plans to protect sage grouse habitat and bolster
sage-grouse populations.

At the first sign of the sage-grouse’s interest in joining al Qaeda, or
even if it just leaves its post without permission from a superior, we can
talk about ending protections for the bird as a part of the military funding
bill. Heck, if a sage-grouse forgets to bring extra socks and won’t shut
up about its feet, I might even write a whole op-ed about how we should
end protection for it.

Until that time, the best option for our military is for leaders like
Rep. Bishop to set aside special interest politics when setting our most
important priorities.

Reppenhagen served as a U.S. Army cavalry scout sniper in the 1st

Infantry Division in Kosovo and Iraq and currently works as the Rocky
Mountain director of Vet Voice Foundation

Michael J. Bean

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
Room 7257, Department of the Interior

Washington, DC 20240

202-208-4416

202-208-4684 (fax)

michael_bean@ios.doi.gov





